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NEW JERSEY - JUNE

RE TELEPHONE CALL ASAC CLOUGH TO INSPECTOR HELGESEN, 

FBI HQ, MAY 2, 1975.

FORMER SA DANIEL BRENNAN, NOW RESIDING SEA GIRT, NJ, 

TELEPHONICALLY INFORMED ASAC CLOUGH HE WAS CONTACTED BY 

MICHAEL P.WPSTEIN OF US SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .7 , - , __ _ ...... . - .. — ————~
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES, AND APPOINTMENT MADE FOR INTERVIEW

OF HIM MAY 2, 1975. ASAC CLOUGH SUGGESTED MR. BRENNAN

MAY DESIRE TO HAVE PRIVATE COUNSEL PRESENT DURING INTERVIEW

AND SUGGESTED SA GEORGE EDWIN JONES^ALSO BE PRESENT TO

PROTECT BUREAU’S INTEREST AND CONF QUESTIONS
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5-113a (Rev. 3-21-73)

INFORMATIVE NOTE
5/5/75Date

ntelligence Division

Attached teletype reports interview 
of former SA Daniel J. Brennan, Jr., by 
Michael Epstein, Staff Member, Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence Activities 
(SSC) concerning communications Brennan may 
have seen in 1964 to Legats, London and 
Rome, in the Martin Luther King investiga­
tion. (Brennan was Chief of our Liaison . 
Section in 1964) . Brennan had no recollec-- 
tion of same but furnished on request names 
of Legats he believed were then in London 
and Rome (Charles Bates and Armand Gammhi?pta 
respectively; both still in Bureau). Tele-­
type also reports contact between Epstein 
and Newark SA George Edwin Jones who was 
present at Brennan’s home at Brennan’s 
request, when Epstein arrived.

ACTION:
As we did with the information con­

cerning Epstein’s interview of former SA 
Lish Whitson, we will furnish AG a letter­
head memorandum with details, including a 
copy for the White House in event AG de­
sires to inform White House. We will also 
submit an abstract on the Brennan interview 
to the Central Community Index relating to 
Senstudy 75. We are searching our files
for any 
Rome in 
needed.
1 Mr.
SFP: ifj
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PAGE TWO NK 66-3963

SA JONES WAS PRESENT AT RESIDENCE OF MR. BRENNAN, 

501 BROOKLYN BLVD., SEA GIRT, NJ, UPON ARRIVAL OF EPSTEIN. 

WHEN SA JONES WAS INTRODUCED TO EPSTEIN AS AN AGENT OF THE 

FBI, EPSTEIN IMMEDIATELY REQUESTED THAT HE BE GIVEN USE 

OF A TELEPHONE. UPON RETURNING FROM THE TELEPHONE, EPSTEIN 

ASKED WHY SA JONES WAS PRESENT. EPSTEIN WAS ADVISED THAT THE 

AGENT WAS SENT ON THE INSTRUCTIONS OF HIS SUPERIORS WHEN IT 

WAS LEARNED THAT MR. EPSTEIN HAD REQUESTED AN INTERVIEW WITH 

MR. BRENNAN. SA JONES STATED THAT HIS PURPOSE IN BEING 

THERE WAS TO PROTECT THE INTERESTS OF THE FBI IN ANY POSSIBLE 

DISCUSSION IN THE AREA OF SENSITIVE INVESTIGATIONS AND 

PROCEDURES AS FAR AS SOURCES AND METHODS WERE CONCERNED. 

EPSTEIN STATED THAT THE INTERVIEW POSITIVELY WOULD NOT GET 

INTO THIS AREA OF DISCUSSION, AND THAT HE WOULD PREFER TO 

INTERVIEW MR. BRENNAN ALONE. AT THIS POI.NT, MR. BRENNAN 

STATED THAT IF THAT WERE- THE CASE, HE WOULD HAVE NO OBJECTION 

TO SPEAKING WITH MR. EPSTEIN ALONE, BUT SUGGESTED THAT 

[SA JONES STAND BY IN THE HOUSE IN THE EVENT THAT THE INTERVIEW 

Iapproached A CRITICAL AREA.
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PAGE THREE NK 66-3963

SA JONES STATED HE WOULD BE GLAD TO DO THIS BUT 

WANTED THE POINT MADE CLEAR THAT IN NO WAY SHOULD HIS 

PRESENCE BE CONSIDERED AN IMPEDIMENT TO THE DESIRED INTERVIEW 

AND THAT SA JONES IN NO WAY WANTED TO PREVENT ACCESS TO 

INFORMATION TO WHICH MR. EPSTEIN WAS ENTITLED.

THE DISCUSSION BETWEEN MR. BRENNAN AND MR. EPSTEIN 

LASTED FROM 2:10 PM TO 3:10 PM AT WHICH TIME SA JONES 

ACCOMPANIED MR. BRENNAN IN WALKING MR. EPSTEIN TO HIS RENTAL 

CAR.

UPON THE DEPARTURE OF MR. EPSTEIN, MR. BRENNAN ADVISED 

THAT THE MAIN THRUST OF THE INTERVIEW WAS CONCERNED WITH 

THAT PERIOD OF TIME WHEN MR. BRENNAN WAS IN CHARGE OF THE 

LIAISON DESK AT FBI HQ, AND SPECIFICALLY, MR. BRENNAN’S 

KNOWLEDGE OF COMMUNICATION IN THE YEAR 1964, WHICH BUREAU 

HQ SENT TO LEGAL ATTACHES IN LONDON, ENGLAND AND ROME, ITALY, 

CONCERNING THE MARTIN LUTHER KING INVESTIGATION. ACCORDING 

TO MR. BRENNAN, HE STATED HE HAD NO CURRENT RECOLLECTION 

OF ANY SPECIFIC COMMUNICATIONS CONCERNING THIS MATTER. HE 

EXPLAINED TO MR. EPSTEIN THAT SUBSTANTIVE MATTERS WENT OUT

M^2£J0_QoJcld:329@9604 Page 5
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PAGE FOUR NK 66-3963

FROM SUBSTANTIVE DESKS AT THE BUREAU, AND THESE COMMUNICATIONS 

DID NOT HAVE TO HAVE HIS APPROVAL. ALTHOUGH HE MAY HAVE 

READ COMMUNICATIONS REGARDING SOME SUBSTANTIVE MATTERS, HE 

HAD NO PRESENT RECOLLECTIONS CONCERNING THE MATTER WHICH 

WAS THE SUBJECT OF MR. EPSTEIN’S INQUIRY.

MR. BRENNAN ALSO ADVISED THAT MANY TELEPHONIC 

COMMUNICATIONS WERE MADE TO LEGATS AT ROME AND LONDON, AND 

HE WOULD NOT HAVE KNOWLEDGE OF THESE COMMUNICATIONS. MR. 

EPSTEIN DESIRED TO KNOW THE NAMES OF THE LEGATS IN LONDON 

AND ROME IN 1964. MR. BRENNAN ADVISED THAT TO THE BEST OF 

HIS RECOLLECTION, CHARLES BATES WAS LEGAT AT LONDON, AND 

ART CAMERATA WAS LEGAT AT ROME DURING THIS PERIOD OF TIME.

BEFORE THE INTERVIEW WAS TERMINATED, EPSTEIN ASKED

MR. BRENNAN IF HE ASKED THE FBI TO BE PRESENT AT THE INTERVIEW 

MR. BRENNAN REPORTEDLY TOLD MR. EPSTEIN THAT HE HAD CALLED 

THE NEWARK FBI OFFICE AND TOLD THEM OF THE REQUESTED INTERVIEW 

WHEN THE FBI OFFERED THEIR ASSISTANCE, HE WAS PLEASED BECAUSE 

HE DID NOT KNOW THE SUBJECT MATTER OF THE INTERVIEW AND 

WETHER OR NOT MATTERS WHICH HE WOULD HAVE TO DISCUSS WERE

65360 Docld:3298a604 Page 6



PAGE FIVE NK 66-3963

MATTERS SUBJECT OF CURRENT FBI INVESTIGATION, IN WHICH CASE 

HE WOULD POSSIBLY BE VIOLATING DEPARTMENTAL REGULATIONS.

MR. BRENNAN STATED HE WOULD PROMPTLY ADVISE IF HE WAS

CONTACTED BY MR. EPSTEIN ON A SUBSEQUENT DATE.

END. •

MAH FBIHQ QCK FOR ONE

WA CLR
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’UNITED states g^ernment

Memorandum
Mr. J. B. Adams

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES; 
WDERWIHIEES, ASSOCIATE 
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

DATE: 3/27/75

Assoc. Dir._____
Dep. AD
Dep. AD1n<*^

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. 
Comp. Syst. -.— 
Ext. Affairs__  
Files & Com._ 
Gen. |nv.
Ident. - .
Inspection

Telephone Rm. __ 
U c , Director Sec y -

Legal Counsel^?
Laboratory -
Plan. & Eval.  
Spec. Inv. - *

On March 27, 1975, Mr. Radeiu^: Hills, Associate Counsel 
to the President, came to my office and advised that he is preparing 
to discuss with Bill Miller, Staff Director of the Senate Committee, 
several questions concerning the procedures that will be followed by 
the Senate Select Committee in asking for testimony and documents from 
the Executive Branch. He said the Committee plans to publishrules 
concerning their procedures today or tomorrow and therefore his 

. discussions must be conducted with them promptly.

Mr. Hills said that it is proposed that the Executive Branch 
agencies provide counsel to represent them before the Senate Committee 
when Government employees or former employees are called to testify. 
He said that CIA has agreed to start that procedure and he inquired 
if the FBI would agree to have counsel present during interviews or • 
testimony of witnesses from the FBI. He said the White House is con­
cerned that if the suggestion is made by a representative of the White 
House it could appear that the White House is attempting to interfere with 
the Committee proceedings by intimidating witnesses and having a repeat 
experience similar to that which occurred when former Counsel to the 
President John Dean insisted upon sitting in with employees during inter­
views with the FBI.

I told Mr. Hills that I saw an important difference between 
the efforts made by the former Counsel to the President and the effort 
that-would be made by counsel appearing before the Senate Committee. 
The distinction is that in the former case the effort was intended to 
intimidate witnesses in oi^g to conceal criminal activity and in the present

1 - Mr. Wannall
1 - Mr. Cregar
1 - Mr. Hotis
1V M«n 'Mintz

SEE ADDENDUM, PAG^feW 1975

JAM:mfd (6)
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc.

case the effort would be made to protect legitimate, but sensitive 
operations which are currently in being. I suggested to Mr. Hills 
that the Executive has the right to negotiate with the Senate C ommittee 
an arrangement whereby a representative of the executive agency 
would be present not to stifle testimony, but to suggest that testimony 
be given in Executive Session or be limited only to the Senators them­
selves in order to protect information of such sensitive nature as to 
require special treatment. I told Mr. Bills that it may well be that 
the representative of the agency appearing with a witness should be an 
individual with specific expertise in the subject matter involved in the 
testimony rather than a legal counsel. Mr. Hills agreed that such 
expertise would be essential. Therefore, I advised him that we would 
support efforts to have counsel present during the interview or testimony 
of FBI employees or former employees.

Mr. Hills’ second point was executive privilege. He said 
that he has researched the available references to executive privilege 
at the White House and found that all relate to material prepared as . 
defensive measures and there is little in the way of positive statements 
of principles of law concerning executive privilege. It is the feeling of 
the President's Counsel, Mr. Buchen, that the White House must develop 
a statement of principles to be applied by the President when it becomes 
necessary to claim executive privilege in the face of a demand for 
testimony or documents by the Senate Committee which the President 
decides should not be complied with. Mr Hill s said that the President’s 
counsel believes that it would be ah improper course for the President 
to wait until a crisis arises before this matter is reviewed. I told 
Mr. Hills that I thought it would be more destructive to the presidency 
if the President were to claim executive privilege over a matter which 
could not be justified under law. Mr. Hills said that was the exact 
concemof Mr. Buchen and that they wanted to avoid at all cost having 
the President claim executive privilege over matters that would merely 
embarrass an agency and did>not go to the heart of the agency’s 
responsibilities or to the independence of the presidency itself.

- 2 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc.

Mr. Hills said that he has been discussing with the publisher 
of the 'Washington Post, ” the publisher of the "New York Times, ” 
Daniel Schorr, and others in the news media the question of why the 
press has been so critical of the claims of executive privilege within 
the recent past, and it became clear as a result of his discussion that 
their concern is that the claim has been misused. He said his efforts 
were to convince the members of the press that a responsible claim of 
executive privilege should be recognized by the press and given reasonable 
support.

Mr. Hills said that in an effort to develop some general 
principles by which the President could clearly indicate that any claim 
of executive privilege that might become necessary Ss reasonable, they 
wilV^rranging for conferences with the Attorney General, responsible 
law professors who are experts in the area of executive privilege, and 
others who might be able to help Mr. Buchen prepare a paper for the 
President stating the general guidelines under which the President will 
claim executive privilege. In order to understand the areas of concern 
to the various agencies that might result in a request for the President to 
claim executive privilege, Mr. Hills said that the President’s counsel 
has requested that the agencies furnish them a summary of such critical 
areas. He said that he had been advised by Larry Silber man that he should 
approach the Bureau carefully because it would be most difficult to obtain 
such information from the FBI. Mr. Hills said that he did not fully under­
stand the relationship of the Director with the Attorney General and the 
Deputy Attorney General but that he wanted to request that the Bureau 
consider briefing the President’s Counsel.

I told Mr. Hills that the Bureau had no difficulty with the 
Attorney General or the Deputy Attorney General when it was necessary to 
brief them concerning sensitive matters but that we operated as much as 

1 possible on the ’heed-to-know” principle and that should we receive 
requests from any source outside the FBI we would be reluctant to 
furnish sensitive information unless there were in fact reasons for 
the inquirer to have a need to know. I told him that in regard to the 
request from the President’s Counsel, I was confident that the Bureau 
would be willing to provide representatives and a briefing on sensitive 
matters that could become subject to a claim of executive privilege

- 3 - • CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc.

because there would be an important need to know on the part of the 
President's Counsel in developing his guidelines for the President to 
use in considering requests for executive privilege.

I asked Mr. Hills how urgent his request was and he replied 
that on Tuesday, April 1, 1975, he is scheduled to have a formal conference 
with Bill Miller and Frederick Schwartz, Counsel for the Senate Select 
Committee, and he expects that meeting to concern the problem of Executive 
privilege. Therefore, they would like to have the briefing as soon as 
possible in order for the study concerning executive privilege to be under 
way on the weekend of March 29-30, 1975. I told Mr. Hills that we would 
recontact him as soon as possible to advise as to the arrangements that 
could be made for such a briefing.

I advised Mr. Adams of the request from the White House 
Counsel and he agreed that the Bureau should arrange to provide a 
briefing to the White House Counsel. I called Mr. Wannall and advised 
him of the request and of Mr. Adams’ suggestion that he and Mr. Wannall 
represent the Bureau in the briefing and that the briefing could be held on 
Friday, March 28, 1975. Mr. Wannall was requested to prepare a 
summary memorandum for use by himself and Mr. Adams describing the 
areas of concern which the Bureau might anticipate would require a 
request of the President to exercise a claim of executive privilege. 
Mr. Wannall agreed to do so at once.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. That depending upon the circumstances and on a case-by- 
case basis the Bureau designate a representative to appear with any FBI 
employee or former employee called for interview or testimony by the 
Senate Select Committee.

NW 65360 Docld:32989604 Page 11



Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc.

RECOMMENDATIONS (CONT’D)

2. That Deputy Associate Director Adams and Assistant 
Director Wannall brief the White House Counsel on March 28, 1975.

NW 65360 Docld:32989604 Page 12



ADDENDUM: J. B. ADAMS 3/31/75 JBA:ams

On 3/28/75 Mr. Wannall and I met with Mr. Buchen and Mr. Hills 
at the White House. The purpose of the meeting was to review the role of 
The White House in coordinating the responses of the various intelligence 
agencies to the Senate Committee to insure that there was uniformity in 
complying with Committee requests in that any restrictions on the furnishing 
of information were uniform.

It was determined that there is a unanimity of opinion that access 
to raw files would not be granted Committee members or staff as a matter 
of practice, although it is not inconceivable that some particular horrendous 
event might arise which is of such significance that access to the files on 
that matter might be granted to the Committee Chairman or a select number 
of Senators.

We discussed items which we felt were particularly sensitive such 
as identities of informants, sources and cooperative citizens as well as , 
information received from foreign sources. The sensitivity of specific 
details on confidential expenditures was pointed out although we had no 
objection to discussing or making available the gross figures.

We discussed the various means of electronic exploitation in the 
foreign intelligence field including the(Orkid program|and similar programs, 
electronic wiretaps, microphones, (Telex, and electronic penetration of 
communications equipment^ We pointed out that there were varying degrees 
of sensitivity involved and each type of surveillance would have to be individually 
considered as to the degree of disclosure which could be made to the Committee.

We briefly discussed activities which had previously taken place 
yet which might be subject of current interest because of newspaper publicity 
and allegations. We were reminded on more than one occasion that it was 
absolutely imperative that the White House not be surprised without being 
forewarned of any earthshaking incidents which might come to light. In this 
context, we mentioned the^nagram program^ the various mail and pouch 
intercepts, the Karot and related cases, surreptitious entries in connection 
with CP, Klan and such investigations.

Cointelpro was mentioned as well as thef

[Mr. Buchen inquired about exploitation of unavailable Government 
records and we mentioned Bureau Source 4, Social Security records, as an 
example.

JFK Act 5 (g)(2)(D)
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Mr. Hills again asked if there were any other items which we 
felt should be brought up which might be sensitive because of the embarrassing 
nature of them and we pointed out that we felt we had covered the more 
significant items although there were of course various allegations from time 
to time which have been addressed, such as the Anna Chanault surveillance 
and other allegations raised by former Assistant to the Director Sullivan. 
He suggested that if after reflection we think of any other matters which should 
be mentioned to have no hesitancy in bringing it to their attention.

Finally, we discussed the first request from Senator Church dated 
March 19, 1975, for information on legal authority, jurisdictional agreements, 
organization, policies and procedures, and studies and reports. We were 
pretty much in agreement on how to handle that request and Mr. Wannall will 
submit a separate memorandum in that regard.

ACTION:

- 7 -
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The Attorney General

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

May 8, 1975

1 - Mr.
Director, FBI JUNE 1 - Mr.

1 - Mr.
C 1 - Mr.

U. S. SIT ATE SELECT CXIirTTEE TO 1 - Mr. 
STUDY GOTiELBZETAL OPD^IOJS m 
ilWECT TO IIFTEmGS TOH ACTIVITIES (SSC)

H. N. Bassett
W. R. Wannall _ . .
J. G. Deegan l-Liaison
W* 0. Cregar 
Mr. S. F. Phillip£

Bnclotcd for your information are the originals 
of two memoranda concerning intervia-Tg by a Staff Member of 
captioned Committee of retired FBI Special Agents John P. 
Devlin and Daniel J. Drennan, Jr. Copies of these memoranda 
are alto enclosed for your use in the event you desire to 
furnish then to Mr. James A. Wilderotter, Associate Counsel 
to the President.

nolosuras - 4 ALL ETCRMATION CONTAINED C>

62-116395

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther
1 - 67-220521
1 - 67-428^28

(Personnel 
(Personnel

File
File

King, Jr.)
Former SA John P. Devlin)

SFPiekwf i.\ V 
(14)

KEG-1011 ’1915

NOTE: The furnishing of these LHMs to the AG with copiet for
possible forwarding to Wilder otter is the same procedure we 
followed on an interview by Epstein of former SA Lish Whitson. 

AG has since furnished the Whitson LHM to Wilderotter.The
Assoc. Dir. - . _ 

Dep. AD Adm._ 
Dep. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. . 
Comp. Syst. __.
Ext. Affairs__  
Files & Com. _ 
Gen. Inv. .__ „ ,
Ident. .. -
Inspection . _u 
Intell. .. .. 
Laboratory - - . , 
Plan. & Eval. _ 
Spec. Iny^___  
Trainin^S^ I 

Legal Coun.____  
Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec*y ____ MAIL ROOM

'•> b0.

TELETYPE UNIT
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62-116395

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
1 - Mr. H. N. Bassett
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 

X&y 8, 1975

1 - Liaison
U. S. SENATE SELECT COLETTES TO , Mr t c TXa 

STUDY GOVERISEETAL OPERATIONS UIIH 1 " f? n A 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) w.O.Cregar

RE; lilTERVIBT OF RETIRED FBI 
SPECIAL AGENT (SA) BY SSC 
STAFF iOSE-t

1 - Mr.S.F.Phillips

JUNE

Set: out belov is the verbatim text of a memorandum 
dated April 30, 1975, which rias prepared by retired FBI SA 
John P. Devlin and which Devlin voluntarily furnished to the 
FBI. Devlin served as an SZi from August 17, 1942, until hi& 
retirement September 27, 1974.

•’On Friday, April 25, 1975, I mat with a Michael T. 
Epstein of the U. S. Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
Activities, who was seeking information regarding my part in
a technical surveillance in Atlantic City, NJ, in the Summer 

\ of 1964, during the Democratic Party nominating Convention on 
4 the rooms occupied by the late Martin Luther King at the

Claridge Hotel. He stated hi^ Committee hae a broad mandate 
3 to look into the intelligence investigation activities of the

FBI.

”In his questions, he covered the following points:

lslJho told me to go to Atlantic City?

Assoc. Dir. ______
Dep. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD Inv. .

Asst. Dir.:

‘Rhere did they get their instructions?

”I3iat vac I told to do when I got to Atlantic City?
Admin. .
Comp. Syst. .. ’^Jas I told why I rzas going there
FiiesTcom. _or aim of this particular investigation? 
Gen. |nv. ____ ,

x.q the purpose

Inspection"" 3- “ 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
""e“------- _ 67-220521 (Personnel File Former SA John
Laboratory , , .

Training . (13) j

P. Devlin)

NOTE PAGE FOUR
Legal Coun. — . . 
Telephone Rm. __ 
Director Sec*y _ 'wMAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT I I
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SENATE SELECT COX'imEE CH IilTEIXIGEuCE ACTIVITIES 
IS: izHWIIIJ OF RETIRED FBI SA

“Eho gave further instructions in Atlantic City?

r,Eho did I report to in Atlantic City?

“Ehat did x do there?

“Ehat did X do with any information obtained from 
ry efforts?

“who did x renombar as being in contact with Ring?

“Cho did I remember being in King’s hotel suite?

“Ehat did I hear about any plans for a Vice-Presidential 
nominee?

“Did I e>vcr meet or talk to Cartha Deloach?

“Did X aver dictate any memoranda regarding this 
surveillance to a stenographer in Atlantic City?

“Bid I know of any other technical iurvuillcnces In 
Atlantic City at that time?

“Ky recollection of details of this asslgnnent, 
without benefit of any memoranda or files to review, is 
necessarily sketchy, aneV I told this to He. Epstein. As I 
recalled the bread overall situation, I told him that I worked 
with John J* Connolly, Jr., on cur particular assignment, and 
we probably received our instructions from LAC Bachman through 
cur Supervisor Uillian Gagnon. I had to assume that Bachman 
received these instructions from somebody at Bureau Headquarters.

“Cur purpose in going to Atlantic City was to obtain 
whatever information we could about planned disruptive tactics 
or demonstrations that would threaten the safety of President 
Johnson or the security of the Convention*

* 2 -
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SEFATE SELECT COXHTTEE OU E1TELLIGEMCE ACTIVITIES

RE: HHWIEl’7 OF RETIRED FBI SA

’’Since I vat’ the round can. for the newark Office, 
ry efforts in this regard wore concentrated on a technical - 
surveillance as opposed to any physical surveillance or other 
investigative activity conducted by other Agents from the 
Newark Office in Atlantic City at that tine.

’’Martin Luther King was selected as the target of our 
surveillance. By whom, I do not recall. Ho was the leader of 
the group opposing President Johnson, so I suppose ho was a 
likely target.

‘’Mr. Epstein was interested in ry opinion as to the 
legitimacy of our investigation as a security measure. I was 
unable to impugn any other motives to this investigation other 
than as set out above.

”1 do not recall details of our handling of the infor­
mation received over the technical surveillance. SA Billie D. 
nilHanc was liaison vith Cartha Deloach and arranged or handled 
any contacts regarding the information or instructions we 
received. Again, I was unable to identify any contacts or 
associates of King without reference to whatever notes vq may 
have kept on the surveillance. In response to specific questions 
as to whether or not Hubert H. Kurphvey and Robert Kennedy wore 
in touch with or visited King in his suits, I had to tell 
Mr, Epstein that they may have been, but I could not state 
positively one tray or the other as there were may politicians’ 
of the day in contact with him.

“I recalled, in answer to his question-, that King’s 
wife, Coretta, was in touch vith him regarding her plans to 
travel to the Convention and also that ho was in contact vith 
a noted entertainer, Mahalia Jackson, who 1:00 appearing at some 
club in Atlantic City at that tine, and who was apparently on 
old friend of King’s.

- 3 -
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SE VAX SELECT COIfUTTEE Oxi HFdKXIGENCE ACTIVITIES

KE: INTEKflE/ OF EET1KED FBI SA

"As to the tjuostioii of rhat information A-as transmitted 
to EeLoach, I suppose wo sent everything that would indicate 
any action on the floor of the Convention. I an vague on the 
details of how we handled the transcription and reportins of 
infermtien wq received. Ue nay have written longhand stxxarics 
or dictated via telephone to a stenographer.

"I was aware of another installation, either attempted 
or operated at a stora_front operation of some organisation that 
threatened disruption of the Convention, but I hud no details 
concerning it.

‘•Ef. Epstein was unable to advise mo as to whether or 
not I would be contacted again regarding this natter."

EQTE: Original and one copy to the Attorney General (AG)
(AG may forward the copy to James A. Wildcrotter, Associate 
Counsel to the President). Information herein taken from 
Newark teletype 4/30/75 "Administrative Inquiry; 1964 
Democratic Party Nominating Convention, Atlantic City, 
NJ.” The furnishing of this LEM to the AG with a copy for 
possible forwarding to Wilder©tter is the same procedure we 
followed on an interview by Epstein of former SA Lish Whitson. 
The AG has since furnished the Whitson LIE-1 to Wilderotter.
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62-116395

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Liaison
1 - Mr. J. G. Deegan 

May 8, 1975

U. S SENATE SELECT COMHTTEE TO
STUDY GOTEPaSEuTZiL OPERATIONS WITH

1
1

- Mr.W.O.Cregar
- Mr .S.F. Phill ips

cw
Sr ..

RESPECT TO IliTELLiGETCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF RETIRED FBI 
SPECIAL AGERT (SZi) BY SSC 
STAFF MEMBER

Set out belo'7 is information available to the FBI

— £ J 14.

concerning an interview conducted May 2, 1975, by Mr, Michael 
Epstein, Staff Member of the SSC, with retired FBI SA Daniel J. 
Brennan, Jr,, at the latter’s residence in Sea Girt, Mew Jersey. 
Brennan served as an SA from January 19, 1948, until his retirement 
on January 22, 1973. During the period January 4, 1962, to 
July 27, 1970, he was Chief of the Liaison Section in the 
Domestic Intelligence Division (now Intelligence Division).

.V

As'soc. Dir.

By prior appointment requested by Epstein, Brennan 
was interviewed for approximately one hour. The results, as 
volunteered by Brennan, are as follows.

The main thrust of the interview was concerned with 
that period of time when Brennan was in charge of the Liaison 
Section at FBI Headquarters and specifically, Brennan’s 
knowledge of communications in 1964 which Bureau Headquarters 
sent to Legal Attaches in London, England, and i<o~o, Italy, 
concerning the Jlartin Luther King, Jr,, investigation. Brennan 
told Epstein he had no current recollection of any specific 
communications concerning this matter. Brennan explained that 
-substantive matters Trent out from substantive desks at FBI

Dcp^Id^"Aheadquarters and these communications did not require Brennan’s 
approval. Brennan noted that he may have read communications 

coZp"'s^~Zregarding soma substantive matters but had no present recollection 
Ext.Affairs —concerning the matter/which was the subject of Epstein’s inquiry.

^lnv—1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
Inspection_____  1 - 67-428628 (Personnel File Former SA Daniel
Infell. _ _ *

Laboratory _-----QTTD • 
Plan. & Eval. _---------* •
Spec. Inv. „....... 
Training - , 

Legal Coun. . 
Telephone Rm. . 
Director Scc’y......

jENCLOSURB

TELETYPE UNIT

J. Brennan,

PAGE TWO 
i 3

Jr.)

NW 65360 Docld:32989604 Pane 20



SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE Oil liTTELLXGCCE ACTIVITIES 
AS:’ IliTWIEJ 07 AETINED EBI SA

Brennan alio told Epstein that ho would not have knowledge of 
any telephonic coman lent ions to the indicated Legal Attaches 
in the King case. Epstein inquired as to the names of the 
legal Attaches in London and Some in 1964 and it was Brennan’s 
best recollection that those individuals were then Charles Bates 
at London and Arcand Camnarota at ilono. (Those two individuals 
arc still in the service of the EBI).

NOTE; Original and one copy to the AG (AG may forward the 
copy to James A. Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the 
President). Information herein taken from Newark teletype 
5/2/75 ’’Administrative Inquiry, 1964 Democratic Party Nomination 
Convention, Atlantic City, New Jersey.” The furnishing of this 
LHM to the AG with a copy for possible forwarding to Wilderotter 
is the same procedure we followed on an interview by Epstein 
of former SA Lish Whitson. The AG has since furnished the 
Whitson LHM to Wilderotter. The 5/2/75 teletype, which was 
sent up with an informative note for review by Bureau officials, 
also contained information concerning the presence at Brennan’s 
residence during the interview, of SA George E. Jones of the 
Newark Office who was there at Brennan’s request to insure 
protection of Bureau’s interests should any sensitive matters 
be discussed. The teletype also reported on Epstein’s inquiries 
of Brennan concerning the presence of SA Jones. This information 
not pertinent to the main purpose of the interview, which was to 
obtain information concerning the King case, is being purposely 
excluded from the LHM.

- 2 -
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F‘O£r>Ai. CUREAU OF ltMSTSCAT!OH

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION

APR 3 01-73

NR 005 NK CODE

1I«50AM IMMEDIATE APRIL 30, 1975 JCG

DIRECTOR

ATTN: INSPECTOR A. J./^NLEY, INSPECTION DIVISION-

ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRY J 1964 DEMOCRATIC PARTY NOMINATING 

CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, NJ

' FOLLOWING IS VERBATUM TEXT OF MEMO FROM FORMER SA JOHN P

DEVLIN DATED APRIL 30, 1975: '

ON FRIDAY, APRIL 25, 1975, I MET WITH A MICHAEL ?. P'1 

EPSTEUU)f THE US SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

ACTIVITIES, WHO WAS SEEKING INFORMATION REGARDING MY PART IN 

A TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCE IN ATLANTIC CITY, NJ, IN THE SUMMER 

OF 19 64, DURING THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY NOMINATING CONVENTION ON 

THE ROOMS OCCUPIED BY THE LATE MARTIN^LUTHER KING AT THE 

claridge hotele he stated his committee has a broad mandate 
TO LOOK INTO THE INTELLIGENCE INVESTGATION ACTIVITIES OF THE / 

FBI. / . '/ z z

IN HIS QUESTIONS, HE COVERED THE FOLLOWING POINTS?

WHO TOLD ME TO GO TO ATLANTIC CITY? NOT Recorded""!
WHERE DID THEY GET THEIR INSTRUCTIONS? ' 46Wy ^^5 Sj

O
BI

G
JN

M
 M

D
 8S
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PAGE TWO NK €6-39 G3

WHAT WAS I TOLD TO DO WHEN I GOT TO ATLANTIC CITY?

WAS I TOLD WHY I WAS GOING THERE, I.E., THE PURPOSE

OR AIM OF THIS PARTICULAR INVESTIGATION? •

WHO .GAVE FURTHER INSTRUCTIONS IN ATLANTIC CITY?

* WHO DID I REPORT TO IN ATLANTIC CITY?

WHAT DID I DO THERE? . .

4 WHAT DID I DO WITH ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED FROM MY 

EFFORTS? * ’ ' .

WHO DID I REMEMBER AS BEING IN CONTACT WITH KING?

. WHO DID I REMEMBER BEING IN KING’S HOTEL SUITE?

WHAT DID I HEAR ABOUT ANY PLANS FOR A VICE-PRESIDENTIAL

NOMINEE? ' ’ •

• DID I EVER MEET OR TALK TO CARTHA DE LOACH?

DID I EVER DICTATE ANY MEMORANDA REGARDING THIS 

SURVEILLANCE TO A STENOGRAPHER IN ATLANTIC CITY?

DID I KNOW OF ANY OTHER TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES IN 

ATLANTIC CITY AT THAT TIME? ■ < '

MY RECOLLECTION OF DETAILS OF THIS ASSIGNMENT, WITHOUT 

BENEFIT OF ANY MEMORANDA OR FILES 70'REVIEW, IS NECESSARILY
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PAGE THREE NK 66-3963 . ’

SKETCHY, AND I TOLD THIS TO MR. EPSTEIN. AS I RECALLED THE 

BROAD OVERALL SITUATION, I TOLD HIM THAT I WORKED WITH JOHN J. 

CONNOLLY, JR., ON OUR PARTICULAR ASSIGNMENT, AND WE PROBABLY 

RECEIVED OUR INSTRUCTIONS FROM SAC BACHMAN THROUGH OUR SUPER­

VISOR WILLIAM GAGNON. I HAD TO ASSUME THAT MR. BACHMAN 

RECEIVED THESE INSTRUCTIONS FROM SOMEBODY AT BUREAU HEADQUARTERS.

• OUR PURPOSE IN GOING TO ATLANTIC CITY WAS TO OBTAIN 

WHATEVER INFORMATION WE COULD ABOUT PLANNED DISRUPTIVE TACTICS 

OR DEMONSTRATIONS THAT WOULD THREATEN THE SAFETY OF PRESIDENT 

JOHNSON OR THE SECURITY OF THE CONVENTION. " • '

SINCE I WAS THE SOUND MAN FOR THE NEWARK OFFICE, MY ’ 

EFFORTS IN THIS REGARD WERE CONCENTRATED ON-A TECHNICAL .

SURVEILLANCE AS OPPOSED TO ANY PHYSICAL SURVEILLANCE OR OTHER 
%. ‘I 

INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY CONDUCTED.BY OTHER AGENTS FROM THE 

NEWARK OFFICE IN ATLANTIC CITY AT THAT TIME.

■ MARTIN LUTHER KING WAS'SELECTED AS THE TARGET OF OUR 

SURVEILLANCE. BY WHOM, I DO NOT RECALL. HE WAS THE LEADER OF 

THE GROUP OPPOSING PRESIDENT JOHNSON, SO I SUPPOSE HE WAS A 

LIKELY TARGET.
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PAGE FOUR NK £6-3963

MR. EPSTEIN WAS INTERESTED IN MY OPINION AS TO THE 

LEGITAMACY OF OUR INVESTIGATION AS A SECURITY MEASURE. I WAS 

UNABLE TO IMPUGN ANY OTHER MOTIVES TO THIS INVESTIGATION OTHER 

THAN AS SET OUT ABOVE.

I DO NOT RECALL DETAILS OF OUR HANDLING OF THE INFORMA­

TION RECEIVED OVER THE TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCE, SA BILLIE D. 

WILLIAMS WAS LIAISON WITH CARTHA DE LOACH AND ARRANGED OR 

HANDLED ANY CONTACTS REGARDING THE INFORMATION OR INSTRUCTIONS 

WE RECEIVED. AGAIN, I WAS UNABLE TO IDENTIFY ANY CONTACTS OR 

ASSOCIATES OF KING WITHOUT REFERENCE TO WHATEVER NOTES WE MAY 

HAVE KEPT ON THE SURVEILLANCE. IN RESPONSE TO SPECIFIC ' 

QUESTIONS AS TO WHETHER OR NOT HUBERT H. HUMPHREY AND ROBERT 

KENNEDY WERE IN TOUCH WITH OP VISITED KING IN HIS SUITE, I HAD 

TO TELL MR. EPSTEIN THAT THEY MAY HAVE BEENr BUT I COULD NOT 

STATE POSITIVELY ONE WAY OR THE OTHER AS THERE WERE MAY 

POLITICIANS OF THE DAY IN CONTACT WITH HIM. .

I RECALLED, IN ANSWER TO HIS QUESTIONS, THAT KING’S WIFE, 

CORETTA* WAS IN TOUCH WITH HIM REGARDING HER PLANS TO TRAVEL 

TO THE CONVENTION AND ALSO THAT HE WAS IN CONTACT WITH A NOTED
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PAGE FIVE NK 66-3963

ENTERTAINER, MEHALIA JACKSON, WHO WAS APPEARING AT SOME CLUB IN 

ATLANTIC CITY AT THAT TIME, AND WHO WAS APPARENTLY AN OLD FRIEND 

OF KING ’S. ■

_ AS TO THE QUESTION OF WHAT INFORMATION WAS TRANSMITTED 

TO DE LOACH, I SUPPOSE WE SENT EVERYTHING THAT WOULD INDICATE 

ANY ACTION ON THE FLOOR OF THE CONVENTION, I AM VAGUE ON THE 

DETAILS OF HOW WE HANDLED THE TRANSCRIPTION AND REPORTING OF 

INFORMATION WE RECEIVED, WE MAY HAVE WRITTEN LONGHAND SUMMARIES 

Op DICTATED VIA TELEPHONE TO A STENOGRAPHER®

- • I WAS AWARE OF ANOTHER INSTALLATION, EITHER ATTEMPTED

OR OPERATED AT A STORE FRONT OPERATION OF SOME ORGANIZATION 

THAT THREATENED DISRUPTION OF THE CONVENTION, BUT I HAD NO 

DETAILS CONCERNING IT. ■ - -

MR. EPSTEIN WA^ UNABLE TO ADVISE ME AS TO WHETHER OR 

NOT I WOULD BE CONTACTED AGAIN REGARDING THIS MATTER. 

END ' " ’ ‘ .

w

JRM FBIHQ

CLR
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^We-fRev. 3-21-73)

Intelligence Division
. HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

CASE lo p B £
INFORMATIVE NOTE

- n t 4/30/75

The attached teletype from the Newark 
Office reports the verbatim text of a 
memorandum prepared by former Special Agen: 
John P. Devlin. Devlin is a former sound 
man of the Newark Office who was one of 
several Agents selected as a special squad 
to cover the Democratic National Convention 
in Atlantic City, New Jersey, 8/22-28/64. 
The results of what Devlin furnished

We have checked with

Mr. Epstein of the Senate 
(SSC) Staff is set out in 
teletype. '

Select Committee 
the attached

Mr. James
Wilderotter of The White House 
interposes no objection to our/dontacting 
those former Agents who participated in 
this squad and advising them they, might be 
approached for^intenv-ie-y^by members of—the. 
SSC Staff v<fTf you approv^ we will Contact

might be approached by the SSC Staff. We 
will not advise them of the area which may­
be covered in any interview of them. We 
will advise then, however, that should they 
be interviewed and during the course of | 
same, questions are asked which relate/to^ 
sensitive Bureau operations, they

WOCtekw



CODE

1 - Mr. J. McCarthy -
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar * f 

TELETYPE URGENT
1 - th?. R. D. Shea *■

TO SACS DETROIT 
HONOLULU 
LOS ANGELES 
MILWAUKEE 
SACRAMENTO 
VJFO

FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395)

SENSTUDY 75

JUNE 13, 1975

1 - Mr. G. G. Ross

JUNE

IN CONNECTION WITH SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE REQUEST,

FOLLOWING DATA REQUESTED BY RETURN TELETYPE ATTENTION INTD -

W. 0. CREGAR.

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE INDICES AT FBIHQ DO NOT INDICATE

OVERHEARS ON KNOWN TECHNICAL INSTALLATIONS ON MARTIN LUTHER

KING, JR. FOR FOLLOWING DATES AND LOCATIONS:

WIRETAPS

APRIL 24 - 26, 1964
HYATT HOUSE MOTEL

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

Asst. Dir.;
Admin. .. __

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

JULY 7 - 9, 1964
HYATT HOUSE MOTEL
LOS ANGELES

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)

GGR :eks/lhb /h b
(7)

Comp. Syst. _
Ext. Affairs  FtPSSAl All flif fNV|?5Ttf5A)!|.«7

CWMUNJCATiQNS MOflON
Ident. _________ jj

JUN13g5
FF— TELETYPE
Spec. Inv. _ . _ ' '
Training _

Legal toun.___L| . ' 4
T I AJ O U* ’ ' . I J/ J

Telephone
Director Sec1/ __ MAIL ROOM □ TELETYPE UNIT

//^

10 JUN I6I5K i

NW 65360 Docld:32989604 Page 28



PAGE TWO 62-116395

MICROPHONES

JANUARY 5-8, 1964
WILLARD HOTEL 
WASHINGTOW, D. C.

JANUARY 27, 1964
SHROEDER HOTEL 
MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN

FEBRUARY 18 - 20, 1964
HILTON HAWAIIAN VILLAGE- 
HONOLULU, HAWAII

FEBRUARY 20 - 21, 1964 
AMBASSADOR HOTEL 
LOS ANGELES

FEBRUARY 22 - 24, 1964 
HYATT HOUSE MOTEL 
LOS ANGELES

MARCH 19 - 20, 1964 
STATLER HOTEL 
DETROIT, MICHIGAN

APRIL 23 - 24, 1964 
SENATOR HOTEL 
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA

JULY 7 - 9, 1964 
HYATT HOUSE MOTEL 
LOS ANGELES
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PAGE THREE 62-116395

OFFICES REVIEW ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE INDICES AND

FURNISH FBIHQ FIRST DATE THAT KING WAS OVERHEARD ON ABOVE

TECHNICAL INSTALLATIONS. IF HE WAS NOT HEARD, SO /WISE.

NOTE:

In connection with Senate Select Committee’s request 
for electronic surveillance information, it is necessary to 
contact above field divisions to obtain dates that King was 
overheard on known installations at above offices.
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"1

//

t. Dir.: 
join. _ , , ,
jip. Syst. __ 

. Affairs___  

$ & Com. __ 
Inv, _ .

The Attorney General

Director, FBI

MATERIAL ATTAc!

,©N INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

2 -

1 -
1 -

Mr. J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) 
Mr. W. R. Wannall , 
Mr- llng-lSf'Ws

1 - Mr. R. H. Horner
1 - Mr. T. E. Burns

ALL imW'ASIGH ’U
H5REIU IS VNCLiSSIgQ.

By letter dated May 14, 1975, with attached 
appendices, the SSC requested certain information and 
documents from the FBI.

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to 
the Committee is the original of a memorandum containing 
a response to one of the Committee’s requests.

With regard to your approval in this matter, 
your attention is invited to the suits captioned ’’Morton H. 
Halperin, et al., versus Henry A. Kissinger, et al., 
United States District Court, District of Columbia (USDC, DC) 
Civil Action File Number 1187-73” and ”William A. K* Lake, . 
et al., versus John D. Ehriichman, et al., USDC, DC Civil 
Action File Number 74-887” and the court orders issued in 
such suits dated April 1, *1974, by USDC Judge John Lewis 
Smith which sealed certain documents and othei’ material 
concerning the above plaintiffs relating to electronic 
surveillances maintained on such plaintiffs. It is submitted 
that your decision in the matter of furnishing the enclosed
information 
above court

to the SSC may require consideration of the 
orders. K'/rA’

your records

1 k

A copy of this memorandum is being furnished for

Enclosures ~ 2

pp. AD Inv. ___. 62-116395

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: K. William O’Connor 

Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination
x1

Vsoc. Dir.
lep. AD Adm. _

Ition -_

TEBidmt

TELETYPE UNIT
653f® >0ocld:32W6« page 31

,or
.Evol.

y MAIL

j

r

*

/' r? / •

I

f

MATERIAL ATTACHED
17 JUN 271975

ROUTE IN ENVELOPE



62-116395
JUNE

2 -"Sr. J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall «
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. R. H. Horner
1 - Mr. T. E. Burns

June 12, 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 

RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC

Reference is made to SSC letter dated May 14, 1975, 
with attached appendices, requesting certain documents and 
other information from the EDI.

Item number four. Appendix D, requested listing of 
all electronic surveillances identified by subject and 
target of the so-called "Kissinger 17.” Set forth below 
is a list of individuals who were both the subject and 
target of electronic surveillances and who have been 
identified as the so-called "Kissinger 17.”

1. Brandon, Henry

2. Davidson, Daniel Ira

3. Halperin, Horton H.

4 Kalb, Marvin

6*

Lake

Lord,

William Anthony

Winston

Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. _
Dep. AD Inv. „ _ 

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. - 
Comp. Syst. ._ _ 

Ext. Affairs __ 
Files & Com. _ 
Gen. Inv. , 
Ident. _. . _ ...... 
Inspection 
Intell. .- - . 
Laboratory 
Plan. & Eval, _ 
Spec. Inv. . ___  

Training —___
Legal Coun. 
Telephone Rm. ,_ , 
Director Sec’y ___ _

TEB
O)

7

8

9

dmtL^

McLane, Janie W

Hoose, Richard LI

Pederson, Ambassador Richard P

Classified t
Exempt fro:
Date of Dobl

G233
DS, Category 

ification Indefinite

TELETYPE UNIT EZJ

EGRET
SEE NOTE PAGE TWO

®0TE IN EWELOPE
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TOP

WITH) STATES SENATE SELECT COSmiTTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

10. Pursley, Colonel Itobert E.

11, Safire, William L.

12, Sears, John Patrick

13. Smith, Hedrick L.

14. Snoidor, Richard Lee

15, Sonnenfeldt, Helmut

16. Sullivan, Ambassador William H.

17. Beecher, William

1 - The Attorney General
NOTE;

The suits referred to v/ithin are seeking damages in 
connection with the electronic surveillances conducted, With 
regard to the 15 individuals on this list who are not plaintiffs, 
the Government has not heretofore specifically acknowledged that 
these individuals were the subject of electronic surveillances. 
This matter has been closely coordinated with the Legal Counsel 
Division which advised that according to IT. 8. Department of 
Justice Attorney Edward Christenborry June 6, 1975, the U. S. 
Department of Justice has not at this point made a final 
determination as to whether the olectronic surveillance material 
requested by the SSC concerning the plaintiffs will be furnished 
to the Committee. The information is being furnished exactly as 
requested and the U. S, Depai’tment of Justice will have to make a 
legal determination as to what will be furnished in light of the 
described court orders. The enclosed material has been classified 
"Top Secret” since the communications requesting the authority 
to conduct the surveillances in question were so classified. This 
matter was coordinated with SA's Robert F. Peterson and Robert F. 
Olmert of the Legal Counsel Division.

NW 65360 Docld:32W6« Page 33



O7UONAI FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDISON

5010-106

G5A GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

'Memorandum ~SKXB1 •1 - Mr.
1 - Mr.
1 - Mr.

J 
w 
w

B 
R 
O

Adams 
Wannall 
Cregar

• Mr. W. R. WannalliP DATE: 7/I5/75

FROM

SUBJECT

TO

S. ^rtman^pj'GS)^

MISTUDY 75

Mr. V/. R

SYNOPSIS:

JUNE

7. PT. ^TTrm

1
1
1
1

- Mr 
- Mr 
- Mr 
- Mr

F
W 
L
M

S 
A 
F 
R

Putman 
Branigan 
Schwartz 
L’Allier

Reference is made to memorandum W. O. Cregar
Wannall, dated 6/26/75, captioned

Assoc. Dir._____  
Dep. AD Adm. —
Dep. AD 1nv. —

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. — - —
Comp. Syst. - 
Ext. Affairs___  
Files & Com.__
Gen. (nv.______  
Ident.________ -z

Laboratory_____.
Legal Coun. — 
Plan.&Eval.__
Spec. Inv._____  
Training

Telephone Rm.__

CM

FKAct 5 (g)(2)(D)
The purpose of 

information in FBI files

~ co

to summarize 
intelligence

Angleton

’’Senstudy 75

this memorandum is 
____ . ___ __  _ „ concerning (Israeli 

lection capabilities in the United States. _____  _. -------- ,
former Chief, Counterintelligence Operations, Central Intelligence A, 
Agency (CIA), advised the FBI on 3/26/75 that he appeared before^ fO

James J

the Senate Select Committee (SSC) and in response to questions^ y 
advised SSC he only had secondhand and fragmentary informationA % 1 
concerning (Israeli capabilities to conduct intelligence collection)’/> 
in the United States, including (tiuclear information^ He advised 
the SSC that questions concerning this matter might more properly 
be directed to the FBI. /Sensitive technical source coverage by
the FBI of the 
February, 1969 
that Angleton,

JFK Act 5 (g) (2) (D) between
and October, 1972, developed information showing 

during this period in his official capacity at
CIA, had frequent personal liaison contacts with the JFK Act 5 w 

~| Israeli Intelligence Service (IIS) representatives involving
the exchange of extremely sensitive information. Currently the 
FBI has no pending investigation involving Israeli intelligence 
collection capabilities in the United States. The most current 
information in FBI files concerning this matter involved the'
investigation based on ]_ 
the establishment at the

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

of
an Israeli technical intelligence network.Also under investi- 
gation during this period at Nev/ York City was an IIS attempt to 
penetrate United Nations and official Arab establishments by the
use of live sources. FBI files als* pre

o

periodically 

1 -^65-58700 

MRL:med 
(9)

have operated in the U:

CONTINUED - OVER 1
3 JUL 22

DETAILS - PAGE 2•SECRET/^COPE

Classified b
Exempt x 
Date

ROUTE IN ENVELOPE

9S, Categories 2 and 3 
ssification Indefinite
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6fiCRET/»

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

ACTION:

None For information.

- la -

^ECRET/feCUPE
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

DETAILS:

According to referenced memorandum, James Angleton, 
former Chief, Counterintelligence Operations, CIA, advised the 
FBI on 6/26/75 that he had recently testified under oath without 
counsel before three Senators and staff members of the Senate 
Select Committee (SSC). He was questioned concerning his knowl­
edge of (Israeli capabilities to conduct.intelligence collection^ 
in the United States, including (nuclear information?) Angleton 
stated he avoided any direct answers, advising that any knowledge 
he might have would be secondhand and fragmentary. He informed
the SSC that questions concerning this matter might more properly 
be directed to the FBI. .

JFK Act

____________Sensitive technical source cnvprao-p by the FBI of the/ 
_______________________ JFK Act 5 (g) (2) (p)________________________(between February, 1969, /and 
October, 1972, determined that Angleton, in his official capacity 
at CIA, had frequent personal liaison contacts with Israeli I 
Intelligence Service (IIS) representatives at the| ]

jfk Act 5 (g)(2)(D) involving the exchange of extremely
sensitive iniormarion. TEis special relationship was confirmed 
by Angleton and other CIA officials during a meeting with an FBI 
representative on 4/3/69. At this meeting CIA representatives 
stated that this liaison with IIS was known by the White House 
and the U. S. State Department,

At the present time the FBI has no pending investigation 
involving Israeli intelligence collection capabilities in the 
United States. f'SX

Act 5 (g)(2)(D)

X. The most current information in FBI files concerning
x this matter involved the investigation based onl JFK Act 5 (g) (2) (D) 
x________________concerning the establishment at (________

JFF Act 5 (g) (2) (D) ___________ of an Israeli technical intelligence 
network directed by Avraham Hermoni, Scientific Counselor. Hermoni, 
prior to his assignment as Scientific Counselor in Washington, 
D. C., was involved in the Israeli nuclear weapons program. The 
activities and contacts of Hermoni and colleagues at the Embassy 
were investigated through 1972. The investigations of these 
individuals were discontinued as no specific information was 
developed to indicate that they had acted unlawfully or outside 
the scope of their official duties.

. - 2 - \

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

During the period of these investigations it was
determined that Embassy of Israel officials recruited U. S. 
scientists for employment in Israel, and extensive liaison was 
established with individuals within U. S. scientific, political, 
academic and industrial communities. As an example, Hermoni 
developed close contact with Dr. Zalman Mordecai Shapiro, Director 
of Nuclear Materials and Equipment Corporation, Apollo, 
Pennsylvania, a firm which processes uranium 235 for nuclear 
reactors. ,IlFKAct 5 (g)(2)(D)

The basis of the discontinuation of the sensitive 
technical source coverage onI

During this period it was also determined that the 
IIS was attempting to penetrate the United Nations (UN) and 
Arab diplomatic establishments in New York City. An informant 
of the New York Office, who previously engaged in intelligence 
activities in the Middle East for the Israelis between 1955 and 
1960 while working at the UN, was recontacted by Israeli intel­
ligence in August, 1968, while visiting Israel. This informant 
had access at the UN to extremely sensitive information from the 
office of the Secretary General. Israeli intelligence had 
directed him to obtain and furnish, through a mail drop in 
Belgium, interoffice communications between the Secretary General 
of the UN and his undersecretaries, and information regarding 
the Middle East, particularly relating to Arab matters,

In May, 1968, another informant of the New York Office, 
who previously resided in the Middle East and was active in the 
Egyptian intelligence service, addressed a personal letter to 
General Dayan of Israel in which he expressed his opinion the 
Israelis should force the Egyptians to surrender and sign a peace 
treaty. Informant was subsequently contacted in New York City by 
an Israeli intelligence agent who furnished his name as ’’Michael” 
who showed informant a copy of his letter to Dayan. "Michael” 
subsequently "recruited” informant and furnished him a mail drop 
in Italy. "Michael” instructed informant to obtain employment at 
an Arab diplomatic establishment in New York City in order to

COITTINUED - OVER
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~ gECRET^gCQ^J^

, ’ /jFKAct 5 (g)(2)(D)

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

furnish Israeli intelligence information on Arab mov/s in the 
Middle East crisis. During a meet in October, 1969/ "Michael" 
was surveilled to P jfk Act 5 (g)(2)(D) /

jfk Act 5 (g) (2) (d) | The informant subsequently received
instructions tnat in the event of an emergency he should call 
a specific telephone number and ask for | r This telephone
number was identified as being a private line| jfk Act 5 (g)(2) (D) ~

JFK Act 5 (g) (2) (D) T$ y—

Neither of the above-described operations is currently 
active at New York.AsA

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

FBIHO currently has liaison with 
JFK Act 5 (g)(2)(D)

During July, 1956, through December, 1956, while attending 
American University, Washington, D. C.. and employed part time 
as a guard I

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

- 4 -
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v . 1 -Mr. J. B. Adams
1 - Mr. V. R. Wannall

T 0. Cregar

Mr. W. R. Wannall * 6/26/75 .
dJ- Mr. F. S. Putman
1 - Mr. W. A. Branigan

W. 0. Cregar 1 - Mr. L. F. Schwarts

SEMSTUDT 75

On 6/26/75 James J. Angleton, former Chief, 
Counterintelligence Operations, Central Intelligence Agency, 
telephonically furnished the following, information to 
SA 1. F. Schwarts. :

Angleton recently testified under oath before three
' Senators and Staff Members of the Senate Select Committee (SSC). 

He appeared without counsel. During his testimony. Angleton 
asked numerous questions concerning his knowledge of 

Israeli capabilities to conduct intelligence collection in the 
United States. Among the questions asked Angleton were questions 
bearing on Israeli efforts to gather nuclear Information in 
the United States. Angleton indicated that the SSC apparently 
is aware of Angleton’s past close relationship with the Israelis, 
and Angleton feels that the questions directed to him by the 
SSC may be related to information provided to the Committee by

;* correspondent Tad Szulc who, according to Angleton, is writing 
« an article concerning Angleton’s relationship with the Israelis 
k a for Penthouse Magazine, Angleton understands that Szulc has 
£ 1: either testified or has been interviewed by the SSC. 
o

'2 M Angle ton stated that he avoided any direct answers
k J o on the above questions by stating that any knowledge he might 
1 =; have would be secondhand and fragmentary. He advised the SSC 
< •• ft that such questions might more properly be directed to the FBI.
4 q Uhen asked who in the Bureau might be knowledgeable in this 
>7 .< M

62-116395 - .
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 
62-116395

area, Angleton replied that he did not know but that he believed 
the current senior Bureau official concerned with operational 
matters to be Deputy Associate Director James B. Adams.

In addition, Angleton advised that certain questions 
he was asked dealt with alleged Soviet attempts to infiltrate 
the CIA and other agencies. Again, Angleton avoided a direct ’ 
answer and indicated that the FBI would be the appropriate 
agency to direct such questions to. Finally, Angleton commented 
that in the event the Bureau thought it desirable he would be 
happy to personally brief the Director or other appropriate 
Bureau official concerning his*testimony. He commented that 
he has not been asked to, nor has he offered to, brief William 
Colby, Director of Central Intelligence, concerning his testimony.

RECOMMENDATIONS: ' . , .

1. We are checking for any available information 
in* files concerning Israeli intelligence collection capabilities 
in the United States. Results will be summarized in separate 
memorandum. ((Th '

2. It is not believed appropriate to request t 
Angleton to brief the Director or other Bureau official 
concerning his testimony* particularly since Angleton has 
not seen fit to brief his former superiors at CIA. A request 
by the Bureau for a briefing by Angleton might be misconstrued 
if it were to come to the attention of Colby or other CIA 
officials.
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' UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
l

TO

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams 
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

(J. B. Hotis) 
June 4, 1975

FR

SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75

This
Director Adams

Wannall 
. Bassett 

Cregar

memorandum recommends Th Deputy Associate 
personally discuss with ,^he Attorney General

1 - Mr. W
1 - Mr. H
1

Ass^c. D

Dep. AT 

Dep. AC 
Asst. 

Admin. . 
Comp. Syst.__  
Ext. Affairs__  
Files & Com._ 
Gen. |nv. _. — 
Ident. _ 
Inspect! 
Intefli/?

procedures as to how we will respond to the 5/14/75 request

Laboratory___  
Plan. & Eval. 
Spec. Inv. 
Trailing 

Legal 
Telep 
Director Sec'y

(AG 
fro

the Senate Select Committee (SSC) relating to Mr. Hooyer's 0 & C 
files. / A.

In a letter dated 5/14/75 directed to the AG, Senator 
Frank Church, Chairman of the SSC, requested extensive information 
from both the Department and the FBI. Appendix C III, page -four, 
of the 5/14/75 letter concerned itself with the 0 & C files of the 
FBI. Specifically, Question 21 asked for an itemized description
of the contents of each 0 & C folder. Question 22 requested all 
memoranda and other materials contained in the 0 & C files pertaining 
to internal security, intelligence collection and/or counterintelli^ 
gence matters. Question 23 requested all memoranda, files, or £ 
other materials including inspection reports on which a statement g 
by AG Levi before the House Judiciary Committee 2/27/75 was predi-o 
cated. / _ , r . O Q Q

It is to be noted ts Church's letter he too^
cognizance of the privacy issue involved in some of the 0 & C fil^ 
He requested where the response to a particular request would inve^ve 
the production of derogatory personal information about an individual, 
we provide the document with such information deleted and consult 
the Chief Counsel of the SSC regarding procedures for access to 
the deleted information which would protect individual pr^yacy- to- —— 
the degree consistent with the Committee’s need to exercise its"' V 
mandate, $ JUlis 1975

In February the Inspection Staff conducted a com^g-—— —■
hensive review of these 0 & C files. An 
with a summary statement with respect to 
comprising the 0 & C files was prepared. 
Staff memorandum together with a copy of 

62-116395 Bkxjjbhhjjuj 
WOC lekw^Q^vJ

overall memorandum together 
each of the 164 folders

A copy of the Inspection 
each of the 164 summary

CONTINUED - OVER /,



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

statements was furnished A3 Levi. Following receipt of these, 
the AG, accompanied by the then Associate Deputy AG James 
Wilderotter, visited the Bureau and personally reviewed a 
number of files from which the summary statements were.developed. 
It was based on this review that the AG made his statement before 
the House Judiciary Committee on 2/27/75.

In order to comply with the requests from the SSC dated 
5/14/75 relating to the 0 & C files, it is suggested we permit 
Senator Church and Senator John Tower,. Minority Chairman of the 
SSC, be. allowed to review the 164 summary statements prepared 
by the Inspection Division without any deletions or. excisions. 
We believe this effort would demonstrate a willingness on the 
part of the Bureau to be forthcoming and would allow the Committee 
in the persons of Church and Tower to satisfy themselves that 
the AG's statement of 2/27/75 correctly represented the contents 
of the 0 & C files. If after this review Senators Church and 
Tower feel they would personally like to review a file or files 
from which the summary statements were prepared, we would be in 
a position to excise from the file or files any information which 
might reveal highly sensitive investigative techniques • or the

* identities of sources, either of which could jeopardize FBI ongoing 
investigations.

. It is recognized, of course, that the manner in which 
we respond to the SSC in this or any other requests is a decision 
that the AG must make.

ACTION: That Deputy Associate Director Adams personally discuss
this matter with the A3 as to how the AG desires the Bureau
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62-116395 June 4, 1975

ED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS

RE: "OFFICIAL AND CONFIDENTIAL” 
FILES OF THE FBI

Reference is made to letter dated May 14, 1975, with 
attached appendices, requesting certain documents and other informa­
tion from the FBI.

Appendix C, Part m, paragraphs 21, 22, and 23, of 
referenced letter requested the following information:

”21. An itemized description of the contents of each 
file folder in the so-called ’Official and Confidential* 
files of the FBI (see testimony of Attorney General 
Levi before the House Judiciary Committee, 
February 27, 1975).

”22. AH memoranda and other materials contained in 
the ’Official and Confidential* files pertaining to 
internal security, intelligence collection, and/or 
counterintelligence matters, operations, or 
activities including, but not limited to, the following 
documents mentioned by the Attorney General:

Assoc. Dir. .
Dep. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD |nv. .

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. .
Comp. Syst.___  
Ext. Affairs ___  
Files & Com.__  
Gen. |nv. .
Ident._________
Inspection 
Intell. _______  
Laboratory - 
Plan. & Eval. __ 
Spec. Inv. w 
Training _ _... 

Legal Coun.___  
Telephone Rm.__  
Director Sec’y___

HM:jvl I
(2) t

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

NOTE:
See memorandum, W. O. Cregar to Mr. W. R. Wannall, 

dated 6/4/75, captioned as above, prepared by WOC:ek^. , 
a , . ~ J 4 ./L ’/

MAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT
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RE: "Official and Confidential”
Files of the FBI

”b. ’Administrative Matters* — ’Memoranda 
regarding 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 within the United States’,

”c. ’Reference Material* *A compilation of 
data concerning the 1964 riots*.

"d. ’Protection of sources or sensitive information* — 
’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, including 
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 
susceptible 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 did 
indeed provide — information which could be 
used as political intelligence information. In 
one instance, this involved a check of FBI files 
on the staff of a campaign opponent.

M 2 W ’
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RE: "Official and Confidential"
Files of the FBI

"b. ’Improper use of the FBI in connection with 
the political process. In a few instances 
recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent 
President caused the FBI to gather intelligence 
relating to a political convention under circum­
stances that although cast in legitimate law 
enforcement terms could — and some would 
say should — have been suspected of being 
politically motivated.

"c. ’Use of the FBI to report on certain activities 
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.

"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 Bureau was disseminated to other members 
of the Executive Branch to enable them to 
discredit their critics.

”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. *"

-3 -
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■OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535

June 4, 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

RE: "OFFICIAL AND CONFIDENTIAL" 
FILES OF THE FBI

Reference is made to letter dated May 14, 1975, with 
attached appendices, requesting certain documents and other informa­
tion from the FBI.

Appendix C, Part m, paragraphs 21, 22, and 23, of 
referenced letter requested the following information:

"21. An itemized description of the contents of each 
file folder in the so-called ’Official and Confidential’ 
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 
counterintelligence matters, operations, or 
activities including, but not limited to, the following 
documents mentioned by the Attorney General:

"a. ’Policy Matters* — ’Presidential directives 
regarding the role of the FBI in the security 
field; conversations between Mr. Hoover and 
a President-elect regarding the role of the 
FBI in his forthcoming Administration; letters 
to and from the White House regarding expan­
sion of FBI legal attache posts abroad*.
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RE: "Official and Confidential”
Files of the FBI

’Ta. ’Administrative Matters’ — ’Memoranda 
regarding 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 within the United States’.

”c. ’Reference Material’ — *A compilation of 
data concerning the 1964 riots’.

”d. ’Protection of sources or sensitive information* — 
’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, including 
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 
susceptible in the past.

”a. ’Use of the resources of the FBI to gather 
political inteHigence. 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 did 
indeed provide — information which could be 
used as political intelligence information, hi 
one instance, this involved a check of FBI files 
on the staff of a campaign opponent.

- 2 -
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RE: ’’Official and Confidential”
Files of the FBI

”b. improper use of the FBI in connection with 
the political process. In a few instances 
recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent 
President caused the FBI to gather intelligence 
relating to a political convention under circum­
stances that although cast in legitimate law 
enforcement terms could — and some would 
say should — have been suspected of being 
politically motivated.

”c. 'Use of the FBI to report on certain activities 
of critics of ah 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.

"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 Bureau was disseminated to other members 
of the Executive Branch to enable them to 
discredit their critics.

”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.

- 3 -
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PAGE TWO (HN €2-865)

TELETYPE FEBRUARY 19, 1964, ALSO SETS FORTH PART IAL-OOHVER 

SAT ION OF KING IN HIS HOTEL ROOM.

ABOVE COMMUNICATIONS MAINTAINED IN HONOLULU FILE 100-6313A 

EH)

MAH FBHQ ACK TORO NE

GA AND HOLD ING
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Memorandum

CLASSIFICATION:

To

From

Assistant Director
Information Management Divisio;
RANDOLPH G. PRILLAMAN /

Date 2/20/91

Subject : SENSTUDY 75

Dep. Dir.____________
ADD Adn.______________
ADD Inv.______________
Asst. Dir.:

Adii.Servs.__________
Crim.Inv.___________ 
Ident.______________
Insp._______________
Intell. ~
Lab. 
Legal Coen. ~
Rec. Mgnt.__________
Tech. Servs.________
Tra i ning____________

Cong. Affs. Off.
Off. of EEO
Off. LiasorFS

Int. Affs.__________
Off. of Public Affs. 
Telephone Rm._________ 
Director's Sec'y

PURPOSE: To designate file # 62-116395-408_________  or other
material identified herein for handling by the SFR as indicated. 
Execute numbered paragraphs only as they may apply. For new 
cases, the SFR will insert the file number, but depositors should 
specify classification desired for file.

1. The attached f ile/^ocumen^ should receive special 
restricted processing and access in TEhe SFR for the reasons set 
forth below (Specify justification):

2.__ The Control Officer for file number__ 
_______________ is designated as the Unit Chief of the ______________  
_________________________ Unit; Unit cost code _________ , extension 
number  , room #____________ Alternate Control Officer is the
Section Chief of the__________________________________________  Section;
extension number , room #, Division.

3. The following entities will be granted direct access 
to this file/document with the understanding that no information 
contained therein may be used or extracted without the knowledge 
and concurrence of the depositor.

a. Document Classification Appeals and Affidavits 
Unit

b. Name Check and Service Unit

/-<
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r

CLASSIFICATION:

4. The following entities may be granted direct access 
to this file/document with the understanding that no information 
contained therein may be used or extracted without the knowledge 
and concurrence of the depositor. (Check as appropriate or 
specify additional).

a. Legal Counsel Division_________
b. Freedom of Information and Privacy Acts Section_______  
c. ELSUR Index Subunit________  
d. Security Programs Unit_________
e.__ Industrial Security and Clearance Invest. Unit________  
f. Facility Access and Security Unit 
g-  

5. File #  should be removed from
the SFR and placed in general filing space. Authorized by 
___________________________________________________(Signature and Title).

6. The code word/name__________________________  should be
indexed and assigned to this investigation entitled: (Show Title 
and identify approving communication. Also, submit search slip 
showing General Indices was searched.)

CLASSIFICATION:
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J.-: TS»::r T'i »

NR 311 LA CODE

3:^ PM URGENT 6-16-75 SMA

TO DIRECTOR (62-1 163951

FROM LOS ANGELES (100-24345C)

(jyn 19

NTD - W. D. CRE6AR

EHSTUDY 75JU

uv.
js uzJciASsr 

DATEj;

RE BUREAU TELETYPE, JUNE 13 1975 AND LOS ANGELES

Assoc. Dir.------—
Dep.-A.D.-Ada&~«»
Dep.-A.D.-Inv_u—

As«t. Dir.:
Admin.---------|
C«'mp. SysS. -- H 

' Ext. Affairs----H
I Files & Com.__ '|
] Gen. Inv. —i---- ■ 1
A Went.------- H
A In-snsHion JJ—rX 4

b >ratory I—I— ,1 
’lan. & Eval _J 
jpe . Inv. —— 
Tr-in-n^---------- 1

L.es?al Cwb.---
Telephone Kra. — 
Diyeetor ^ea’y

{ '■

TELETYPE, JUNE 13, 1975.

/ FURTHER SEARCH OF LOS ANGELES JUNE FILES REFLECTS THE 

LLOWING CONCERNING ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE OF MARTIN^LUMER

7KING, JR;.: I.,

MISUR INST&LED AMBASSADOR HOTEL, LOS ANGELES, 11:45 PM, 

FEBRUARY'20, 1964. ASSIGNED SYMBOL NO. CSLA 4492-S ASTERISK. 

DISCONTINUED 6:00 PM, FEBRUARY 21, 1964.

'I MISUR INSTALLED HYAtT HOUSE MOTEL, LOS ANGELES, 9:30 PM, 

FEBRUARY 22, 1964. ASSIGNED SYMBOL NO. CSL^£^3-S 
ASTERISK. DISCONTINUED 9:30 PM, FEBRUARY 24, 1964.^ ^ 

‘ MMMtMtn
TESUR INSTALLED HYATT MOUSE MOTEL, LOS ANGELES, 4:00 PM, 

• ■ ' 3 JUL 31 1975'-
APRIL 24, 1964. ASSIGNED SYMBOL NO. CSLA 4506-S ASTERISK. * wswwntwi WMtMuem
DISCONTINUED 2:00 PM, APRIL 26, 1964.

^TESUR AND MISUR INSTALLED HYATT HOUSE MOTEL, LOS ANGELES, 

|0:00 PM, JULY 7, 1964* ASSIGNED SY®OL NOS. CSLA 4522-S

ASTERISK AND CSLA 4523-S ASTERISK. DISCONTINUED 9:30 AM,

JULY 9, 1954

END
SPEC.

RjUTE IN ENVELOPE f /
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W 002 DE CODE

4:15 PM URGENT JONE 16, 1975 PMH
TO : ^B^AiTT62-116395)

FR0M> DETROIT <62-

| Assoe. Dir. ' 
1 Dep.-A.D.-Adm.

Dep.-A.D.-Tnv. .
I Asst. Dir.: 

Admin._______
I Comp. Syst. .
j Ext. Affairs _
I Files & Com. __
1 Gen. Inv.___ _  
j Ident.____...___ /

Inspection, I 
Intell.ViFy£^^.

I
 Laboratory ‘1__ 

Plan. & EvaL __  
Spec. Inv.___  
Training____

Legal Conn._____ 
Telephone Rm. __ 
Director Sec’y___

ATTENTION: I NTD - W.O. CREGAR
JUNE,(jSENSTUDY

RE^BUREAU~TELETYPE TO DETROIT, DATED JUNE 13, 1975.

DETROIT ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE INDICES SHOW NO /

REFERENCE TO KING ON INSTALLATION LISTED IN REFERENCED 

TELETYPE,
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ituzenoy Ccuora^ • ’July 25,. 1255

This E-.-.rv-su is nresoirtly conducting electronic su^eil- 
checks for the bopartuout in accordance with guidelines 

AurksLOhou cy the Crxuiual end Tax'Divisions of the Department,

The Grlulnal Division and Tax r-ivisiou guidelines with 
x'erpeet to •actiored euxri’ei’saticns rocrairo that the HU xurnish 
< zw^Pbef-x v >-oro the individual .being caeclted appears to bo present- 
r.tt or a y- >?t^ ci pa at in, converpatian overboard in any electronic 
:.-:?.v-.'ill^'-.o cuu.»uc*cc-d Dv t.he FD-i, .Additionallys the Tax Division 
•y: CP J la j a r: instances where the individual ws ‘Mentioned
ar by others wXio wore monitored by eldctronic
fUWcilii-i.CC , , »•

the prosit x’oceireTsents of the Felix Alderisio' eiid ■ 
j ‘2 la tec c-r-cisions tie not rcouiro the disclosure of "uentioned or 
div oawnut}> I’oxorcnecs io .sabjpccs is electronic surveillance 
xt>, it va-julii up-pear t.':n.i m>necessary tl’ne and effort are bains- 
u'tliizad in camelling such inioraation for the Tax Division,

In view or recent court dGcisxons9 the Criminal Divxsldxl 
"urniah.cd S’lended Guidelines requiring a check of cur records te^ 
also .''ozoraina if the individual being chocked hud pi’opriGtary ■ 
interest in preuisos- where our electronic surveillance coverage 
was Lsaiatained.

In ardor to establish unifomity in the matter al’ elec-’ 
tropic ^irvoillr.ncG chocks being made fax* the ^partr.ent, it is 
racucstcu! that the Ddnax'f.wnt advise whether the "hentionsd or 
diGcussod" rol^rencfxs net xiow reciuirod by ‘the Criminal Division 
&i:ouid ;;cat’inue to receive consideration for Tax Division elec­
tronic surveillance chocks, please advise if this
Li.u*oau should also determine proprietary interest for requests- 
i’oeoivod from ths. Tax Division as is done in Criminal Division . 
roquostg~.
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. Form DJ-15O x „
(JEd. 4^-65)'

• .--""■‘•UNITED STAGES GC ^kMENT ^.fjEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

*: Mf,nwtandum
; ; 4 Wais, 196$

. to : Director date: • __ [
. 4 Federal Bureau, of Investigation ,

] 
from /: Will Wilson j • G ’

Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division *

subject: EIECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
‘ . John Baborian et al.

Rhode Island - Maine $
—wwjw?1*. vrwwauwi1 *ci>—>l<

As you. know, the decision of the Supreme Court on March 10, i
1?69, in Willie Israel Aiderman, et al. v. United States expanded 
the concept of stanoing i-Jith respect to electronic surveillance and 
held that an individual has standing not only with respect to his own 
overheard conversations but also with respect toxoverhearings on 
premises in which he has a proprietary interest, even though he was 
not present at the time of the conversations. Because of this decision, \ 
it will be necessary in future requests for electronic surveillance ( 
information to ascertain whether or not there was coverage on premises 
in which the subject had a proprietary interest. Accordingly, it is 
requested that you advise as to each of the individuals on the attached 
list: - „ J

(a) Whether the named individual appears to be present at, 
or a participant in, conversations overheard in any electronic surveillance 
by your agency.

(b) Whether an electronic surveillance was conducted on any 
premises of which the named individual was the owner, lessee or licensee.

(c) If the individual or the premises of which the individual 
was owner, lessee or licensee was the subject of an electronic surveillance, 
did the surveillance consist of wiretapping or an electronic eavesdropping 
device o 1

(d) If the latter, please advise us of the method of entry I )
utilised in the placement of tho device^ j j

(e) Was the information from any such device disseminated in 
any manner to any other agency. If so, when and to whor^

(I) Did the information from any such dev?cc"upper.rT<K.:^
■or indirectly in an;;* reports made in reference to the individual by 
your agency. If so, would you please advise us of the reports in which 
such information appeared and. if the information was attributed to a 
”TI: sp.jjol, the designation Of that symbol in the pertinent report.

. If j->ur records indicate that the individuals have used names..!.............
other vir-n those indicated, dense cheek your electronic surveillance 
iniicos with -raspict to the additional names..

Attach! xu*"'
NW 65360 Docld:32989604 Page 56



5/2/69

Airtel

To: SAC, Albany "■ Enc

From: Director, FBI

DEPARTMENT INQUIRIES CONCERNING
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE COVERAGE

Buairtel to SAC, Albany, January 12, 1967, with Exhibits 
A and B furnished guidelines for conducting electronic surveillance 
checks for the Tax and Criminal Divisions of the Department. ‘

In view of the Supreme Court decision on March 10, 1969, 
in the Willie Israel Aldermn case, the Criminal Division of the 
Department has revised some of the questions referred to the 
Bureau relative to individuals to be checked in our records for 
electronic surveillance coverage. A copy of a memorandum from the 
Criminal Division dated April 16, 1939, captioned "Electronic 
Surveillance, John Baborian et al., Rhode Island Maine," is 
enclosed for each office containing a brief explanation of what 
will be required in future electronic surveillance checks. The 
significant change is contained in question (b) of the enclosed 
memorandum.

In future electronic surveillance requests from the ' 
Criminal Division in line with the April 16, 1969, memorandum, ' 
each office will be reforx’ed to this airtel and its enclosure as 
containing the guidelines to follow for the electronic surveillance 
icheck.

Each request for electronic surveillance information 
r»ipeived by your office muse be carefully searched through existing 
records to insure complete accuracy as to the coverage and related 
material.

niso, xn each reply ‘co the Bureau conrnxning details ox 
electronic svrvoiJlauce coverage on individuals checked, the 
-identity of the monitoring microphone must be included-- -

^2“ All Offices Enclosure -
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Tolson---------------
DeLoach -------------  
Mohr.-----------------

Memdrandum
TO :
/

’from :

SUBJECT:

Mr. DeLoactrf^ 
r'

«I • H. Gale^^ >

date:September 27, 196& 
Tavel_ C. ------•

Trotter------------- -
Tele. Room — —— 
Holmes ■■

andy , -----

ELECTRONIC DEVICES

In the attached memorandum from Fred 
Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division,
1966, Vinson suggests it may be necessary ; 
Bureau to setup indices of individuals who 
by electronic devices and who may be under 
prosecutive action.

Wick 
Cospcr — 
Callahan 
Conrad ’-i 
Felt__ -

Vinson be told that

M. Vinson 
dated September 27

and desirable for the 
may have been covered

' consideration for

The Director has instructed that
such an indices is already in operation and that if he feels the 
need to.consult with any Bureau officials, Mr. DeLdach has been
designated to handle the contact. The Director also inquired as 
to whether the statements in Vinson’s letter to the effect that a 
gambling case in Miami had been closed because of prior electronic,, 
coverage were correct. ’ ' d)

. ■ ■­
In his letter, Vinson is apparently referring to the 

gambling case which we developed on\Frank “Lefty" .Rosenthal’ in
the Miami area. We did have confidential coverage on Rosenthal § 
and Attorney General Katzenbach approved^this coverage on our memo of p . 
AprilJ2,JLS65. Rosenthal was not arrested in the Miami case 3
until November 28, 1965, well jafter^the .Attprney^G.ene^al had '
approved our^confidential"’cove rage. This fact is being called • 
to^the“attention of the Attorney General and Mr. Vinson in the 5 
attached letter.

• “V

With reference to other statements made in Vinson’s •
letter,’ we have made available to the Department, wherever requested, 
pertinent logs of our former confidential-coverage. Cur indices
are adequate to handle any further contact 
this regard. We are so advising Vinson in 
to the ’ Attorney General.

ACTION:

by the Department in 
the attached letter

There is attached for approval a letter-to-the-Attorney
General with copies to Vinson and to theJTIeputy Attorney General
pointing out we have appropriate indices'in operation; indicating

Enc. “*

1 - Mr. DeLoach
1 -Mr. Gale

N,rf653^j 59

T - Mr.
1 ■- Mr.

/' NOT RECORDED \
McAndjrews 145 OCT 1.S P"'’ \' ■ vv
Stefanak ‘ //jA

------- - —v
CONTINUED - OVER " '



Memorandum to Mr. DeLoach
Re: Electronic Devices

that we are not always aware of cases in which the Department 
may have a prosecutive interest; suggesting that._the„.Department 
should check with us whenever they contemplate prosecutive 
activity’, particularly^ in jtax cases involving organized, crime 
figures and informing.,,the.Department. that__ if„they_desire_to 
further discuss this matter, Mr. DeLoach_ of the Bureau will be 
'in a position, "to"handle such contacts. ' '

. This letter also advises the Attorney General that 
he approved the coverage on Rosenthal on April 12, 1965, and 
points out that Rosenthal was not arrested until November 28, 
1965. •
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4 Ed. 4-26-65) _ •• .. ♦ .
J - •

UNITED. STATES GOVER:«pNT

Memorandum '
’ ’’ CONFIDE. UTAL

/, - • ' —

$IENT OF JUSTICE

TO

FROM

Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Fred M. Vinson, Jr.
Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division

date: bid

NATIONADWDURITY INFORMATION 
Unauthorized Disclosure

Subject to Criminal Sanctions

In recent months the Department has been confronted with serious 
problems concerning the prospective or continued^rosecutioii..Q£4^ 
who have bee^the^ubject of prio^ surveillance. These problems
Have^ometimes arisen comparatively late in the investigative or prosecutive-' 
‘process. For example, we recently were forced to close an important / 
investigation involving major gambling figures in Miami because we were ; 
advised that the evidence necessary to obtain a conviction was tainted. In • 
~thcr cases the problem arose after indictment (United States v. Davis, ' 
Bufile 49-16547; United States v.' John Drew) or in the appellate stage after • 
trial (LJnited States vT~Black; United States v. Kolod). ;

- In view of these experiences, it appears necessary and desirable
that the Department have full knowledge of the extent of any device probler 
at as early a stage of preparation for prosecution as possible in order to 
\determine whether a particular case may or may not be tainted or what 
responses will be necessary with respect to a motion under Rule 16 to 
Produce statements.
X ■ ■ ■ •

r

K * Accordingly, I feel it is imperative for us to establish between 
tne Bureau and the Department (and perhaps United States Attorneys in x 
cases of direct referral) some sort of "early warning’’ system. This may ■ 
require the Bureau to set up and maintain appropriate^ndices with respect 1 
to electronic surveiHance ana the materials derived therefronv ,

I have discussed this suggestion with the Attorney General and tne^ 
Deputy Attorney General. Both feel that the establishment of such ii^Sel 
is necessary. They have suggested that I discuss the details of their 
Establishment with representatives of the Bureau. I should therefor^” ' 
appreciate your designating $$ individual.for this purpose at your earliest

DENTIAL^
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Mr. W. R. Wannall _

A. B. Fulton.

MICROPHONE AND TELEPHONE
SURVEILLANCES

12/4/74

Memorandum J. Keith to Mr. Cleveland, captioned as 
above, dated 10/23/74 recommended an airtel to all offices which 
instructed each field division maintaining a Title III or a national 
security electronic surveillance to submit by close of business each 
Friday an index card on each person who was the subject of direct 
electronic surveillance coverage and each individual monitored by 
such coverage.

Pursuant to insti4actions by the joureau, these cards are 
submitted by cover airtel which lists the names of the individuals 
contained on the cards.

INTD feels the transmission of this list in open Bureau 
mail could compromise security of certain sensitive investigations 
and that the above procedure should be amended to prevent the 
listing of those persons surveilled and those persons overheard in 
an open communication.

INTD recommends that as a security measure, current 
instructions be amended and that the inventory of the names of 
persons overheard or subjected to electronic surveillance be 
included in the enclosure with the index cards and the cards and 
inventory list be submitted by cover airtel merely stating that the 
enclosures are being forwarded pursuant to Bureau instructions.

Enclosure

CONTINUED - OVER
(19) .

ioanwut & prepared in response to pour request and is not for dissemi- 
wm? Committee ' Its use i* l-mited to official proceedings by y^Com^tteeand foe content may mot be disclosed to unauthorized person­

nel without the express approval of the F81 .

ROUTE IN ENVELOPE
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 1 * «
Re: Microphone and Telephone 

. Surveillances • . t I
r : 
I*

RECOMMENDA TION: ■

That the attached amendment to existing instructions be 
approved and reproduced for. transmission to all field offices.

........ ..  ’
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TRUE COPY

Airtel

To: SAC, Albany JUNE 12/6/74

From: Director, FBI PERSONAL ATTENTION

MICROPHONE AND TELEPHONE SURVEILLANCES

ReBuairtel to Albany captioned as above dated 10/23/74.

Referenced communication instructed that index cards prepared in 
connection with electronic surveillance coverage should be submitted under 
the above caption with a cover airtel listing the names appearing on each 
card. In an effort to tighten the security of the submission of these cards, 
those instructions are being amended as follows:

Cards are to be submitted by airtel each Friday under the caption 
’’Microphone and Telephone Surveillances'* and carry Bureau file number 
62-318. The cover airtel is to merely state that the cards are being 
submitted pursuant to instructions contained in Bureau airtel of 10/25/74. 
The enclosure envelope should contain a listing of the names appearing on 
the cards contained in the enclosure.

No other instructions set forth in referenced Bureau airtel are 
,amended. /

2 - All Offices

TRUE COPY

document's prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi- 
'maHion outside your Committee. Its use it limited to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel, without the express approval of the FBI .

ROUTE IN ENVELOPE
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] ’ * ’ * -r' .- 1 "' . . • • r

airtel T. «

. . 10/25 A^

To: SAC, Albany .

From: Director, FBI

MICROPHONE AND • v.; - f-
TELEPHONE SURVEILLANCES

This airtel supersedes ail previous instructions set forth by 
FBIHQ concerning the maintenance of the special indices containing

. / names of individuals who were subject of direct electronic surveillance 
coverage or monitored by an electronic surveillance.

1 • •

All offices who currently or will in the future use microphone 
J__ _ahd telephone surveillances in criminal and national security investiga­

tions, will submit to FBIHQ, as well as maintain in their own office
■ special indices, tlis usmss of all individuals who uro subject of direct- 

electronic surveillance coverage or monitored by an electronic survell“ 
lance by Friday of each" week.

» ’ •

A 3x5 white index card will be utilized in the maintenance of 
this special indices in national security investigations using the authority 

, of the Attorney General Of the United States. A 3x5 blue index card will 
be utilized in criminal cases involving the authority in Title HI of the

• Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. Both these cards 
should have the name of the individual identified, identity of source, and 
date of direct or monitored coverage. See the attached samples of both 
special indices cards. The use of a blue card in court-approved 
electronic surveillances makes for easy recognition in the special indices

: Enclosure : ‘
2 - All Offices (Enclosure)
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.Airtel.to Albany .. 'j ..
Re: Microphone and Telephone Surveillances

? ■ ' ' ' ’ .. !

at FBIHQ and each field office. All cards are to be submitted to the 
attention of the Special Investigative Division, Criminal Intelligence and 
Organized Crime Section- The cards will be submitted by airtel each 
Friday under the caption ’Microphone and Telephone Surveillances. ” The 

■ name on each card enclosed with the airtel should be listed in the body of
the airtel. ' ।

I \
' : f -

*• On each individual on whom a card is prepared, the card must 
.indicate whether or not the individual was the subject of direct coverage or 
monitored. Only one of the last two items on the index car& should be used.

We require only one card In the special Indices for an individual 
j who was subject of direct electronic surveillance coverage or monitored in

a conversation by an installation. If ths individual was monitored in a 
' conversation by more than one installation, a separate card must be sub- 

mitted on each individual for each installation.
J

Henceforth, when an application for a court-approved electronic 
surveillance is being prepared by a field office for a telephone and/or

• ’ microphone surveillance, a blue card should also be prepared and submitted 
on each individual on whom the application is being prepared, i. e., the 
principals, along with your initial submission of the application to FBIHQ , 
for filing In th® special indices'at FBIHQ. See the attached sample of this 
blue card.

V

In addition, each field office having had a prior court-approved 
electronic surveillance or surveillances should immediately review each 
Individual application and submit a 3x5 blue card on each principal.

. Promptly forward these cards by airtel to FBIHQ under the individual case 
caption listing the names of the principals in the body of the airtel.

s A You are also reminded that Bureau policy requires a search of
the FBIHQ special indices regarding all ths principals in your application •

. for a court-approved electronic surveillance prior to the submission of 
same to FBIHQ, A statement is required in your application showing the 
results of this search. ......
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Airtel to Albany ' .' .
Re: Microphone and Telephone Surveillances . I .

1 ■ IV

FBIHQ is also receiving an increasing number of requests 
from the Department for electronic surveillance Information on individuals 
appearing before Federal Grand Juries or defendants in criminal prosecu« 
tions. Therefore, it is imperative that the special indices at FBIHQ 
contain names of individuals who were monitored in conversations covered 
by our electronic surveillances and be current. ' . .

• - You are reminded of the necessity to handle these sources on 
a strictly need-to-know basis in order to afford maximum security to this. 
type of surveillance. Insure that appropriate administrative procedures 
are established in these matters. Your submission of special indices 
cards to FBIHQ will be closely followed. 7 .

„ A,-. JI—. k A AMA* AA. ♦«*«**•
P butVUMXttUVU AVgO

Indexed in accordance with instructions set forth in Part H, Section 3, ,

P

J
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NAME i LAST NAME FIRSTi (Blue Card)

Source: AL NDNY 1

Bui ile: f

Direct Coverage - (Date)

Participant - (Date)

NAME (LAST NAME FIRST)
(Blue Card)

Principal Title HI

Source: AL NDNY 1

AME (LAST NAW FIRST)

Source: AL 1000 ~ S or R

Bufile:

Direct Coverage - (Date)

Participant - (Date)
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A OSA GtN. t(O. MO. 37 (

. UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

■ Memorandum
’ ; ''

to : Mr. ClevelancK . ’
___— * x

FROM : J. Keitk . /

. 0

SUBJECT: MICROPHONE AND 
TELEPHONE SURVEILLANCES

date: October 23, 1974 
" i. ।

\ The attached airtel to all field offices contains instructions which
. will supersede previous instructions set forth concerning the maintenance of 

, the special indices containing the names of individuals who were subject of
• ’direct electronic surveillance coverage or monitored by an electronic 

surveillance, .

. . This airtel instructs-that henceforth all offices who use microphone
• ' • and/or telephone surveillances in criminal and national security investigations 

will submit to FBIHQ, as well as maintain in their own office special indices.
' the names of all individuals who are the subject of direct electronic surveillance 

. coverage or monitored by an electronic surveillance by Friday of each week.

.A 3x5 white index card will be used in the maintenance of this
. • special indices in national security investigations and a 3x5 blue index card in 

criminal cases. These cards will show the name of the individual identified, 
. *<, identity of source, and date of direct or monitored coverage. The cards will
• \i\be submitted to the attention of the Special Investigative Division, Criminal 

Intelligence and Organized Crime Section. The cards will be submitted by 
airtel each Friday under the caption "Microphone and Telephone Surveillances. ” 

' . . The name on each card enclosed with the airtel should be listed in the body of
P* t the airtel. . ...

; ' • ' ” We require only one card in the special indices for an individual
who was subject of direct electronic surveillance coverage or monitored in a ..

' .• ’ conversation by an installation. If the" individual was monitored in-a conversa- * *
' . tion by more than one installation,, a separate card must be submitted on eXbh . <

' individual on each instajlatw-. • .

nt for dissemi-to your request and isThis document is VT^ed in^^ Med to officia ^oceedingsb^
nation outside y°^Cf^£nt may not be disclosed to unauthorized poison-

FBI •
nel without the expi
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1 Memorandum to Mr. Cleveland . .
; Re: Microphone and Telephone Surveillance

‘ ■ • - /

■ Henceforth, when an application for court-approved electronic 
■ surveillance is being prepared by a field office for a telephone and/or • • 

microphone surveillance, a blue card should also be prepared and submitted 
on each individual on whom the application is being prepared, that is to say, 
the principals, along with the initial submission of the application to FBIHQ 
for’filing in the special indices at FBIHQ.

- Each field office is also being requested to review their prior .
< ‘ court-approved electronic surveillances and promptly furnish FBIHQ a 3x5 . 
. . .blue card on each principal for filing in the special indices. ••

. ’ Each office is reminded of the necessity to comply with existing
. ■ Bureau policy and request a search of the FBIHQ special indices regarding 

"" all the principals in their application for a court-approved electronic surveil-
. . ■ lance prior to the submission of same to FBIHQ. . • ’ ’

A, . FBIHQ is also receiving an increasing number of requests from
- ’• the Department for electronic surveillance information on individuals appearing 

■ ■ ■ before Federal Grand Juries dr defendants in criminal prosecutions. Therefore,
— ■ ’ it is imperative the special indices at FBIHQ contain the names of individuals

i ■ : : • who were monitored in conversations covered by our electronic surveillances 
' and be current. t ’

' All SAC!s are reminded of the necessity to handle the sources on
• - a need-to-know basis in order to afford maximum security for this type of .

. ■ •• surveillance. Compliance with these instructions must be closely followed.

’ This matter was coordinated with !
7 ■ • ‘ Intelligence Division. • . ■i ■ , .. * ■■ f.- >..i . . • : . . > . ■ ■' • - •> ‘

COMMENDATION: ’ z ’ 7’’ 7 1 ‘
! • ■ “ ■ ■ ‘ • That the attached airtel to all offices be sent. .• ,
■ \ I

i - •
t

’ ' 03
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Airtel

to: SAC, Albany

From: Director, FBI

MICROPHONE ADD TELEPHONE SURVEILLANCES

11/10/66, bothReButel 10/5/63, and Buairtel 
captioned as above, 

u •
Recent procedural changes to create unixormity ..a 

electronic surveillance checks for the Department have eliminated 
’'mentioned or discussed" references. This was the subject of 
discussion in Buairtel to all offices dated 8/13/69, captioned I__ 
"Department Inquiries Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage."}

In view of this it will no longer be necessary to * / 
submit cards for the Bureau’s special indices containing names ? 
of individuals v/ho were "mentioned or discussed" by others in / 
the presence of our electronic surveillance sources. ' ;

This change doos not in any way relieve: your office of 
the responsibility to index electronic surveillance material : 
in accordance with existing instructions., .. i_4.i_._s_____ _________ . .

I

2 “ All Offices

wel'without the express approval of the P Hi .
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• Form DJ-15O
* (Ed. 4-26-65)

; , united'‘STATES GOVERNMENT 
» 1 1

. Memorandum
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

TO

FROM

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 
Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
dohpifie M. Walters
^sistant Attor.ney~General
Tax Division'

date: AUG.

subject: Electronic Surveillance Disclosure Matters!

Reference is made to your July 25, 1969, memorandum' V 
to the Attorney General noting that, in view of recent com 
decisions, the Criminal Division has amended its guidelines 
for use in checking the Bureau's electronic surveillance 
indices. You note that the Tax Division guidelines require 
checks of ^"mentioned or discussed" references whereas they 
are not required by the Criminal Division.

1
> The Tax Division has reviewed this and determined that 
it no longer will require the "mentioned or discussed" 
references. We would like to have the information submitted 
in response to our future surveillance check requests conform 
to the guidelines of the Criminal Division, including the 
'information relating to whether the individual checked had 
,a proprietary interest in the premises surveilled.

We appreciate your calling this difference in procedure 
to our attention and we are happy to conform procedures in this 
way.

and the content may not be diedosed to vnaMorwd fenon- 
nel without the express approval of the vol .

_cc: The Attorney General (

NW653W DocM:329«M Page 72



■ 8/13/69
AiftbT: ' ’ — a , - . ......V

To: SAC, Albany I
i ' •

^rom: Director, FBI 1 •
j t - ---- - ■n

fcEPARTREENT^INQUIRIES CONCEENING^

ReBuairtel tot SAC, Albany dated May 2, 1969, which 
furnished new guidelines for electronic surveillance checks
conducted for the Criminal Division of the Department.

In view of a recent procedural change to create 
uniformity in electronic surveillance checks conducted for the 
Department, the- Tax Division of the Department no longer 
requires "mentioned or discussed" references resulting from 
electronic Surveillance checks. Effective immediately all 
electronic surveillance checks conducted at the request of the 
Tax Division will be in accordance with Lu« guidelines cot for 
in Criminal Division memorandum dated April 16, 1969. This 
memorandum was furnished to all offices as an enclosure with 
Bureau airtel to SAC, Albany dated May 2, 1969. ‘

Insure that all employees in your office handling 
electronic surveillance checks are made aware of this change.

2 ~ All Offices

^Haagocument is prepared in respond to -.iw reavest * routside your Committee. It* use I KvS %
yywr Committee and the content may not be disclosedmil without the express approval of the FBI , lauthomzed person"
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< 7/31/69

Airtel

To: SACf Newark (66-1356)

From: Director, FBI

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
UNDER TITLE IXI OF TEE 
OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND 
SAFE STREETS ACT OF 1968

Reurairtel 7/15/G9. .

Your assumption to not include in the electronic 
surveillance indices.fragments of names is correct since it 
would be virtually impossible to identify these names with 
tho subjects of an electronic surveillanco check.

Tho preparation of logs should include th© names 
overheard by the zgonitor'ing personnel. Those names should 
bo indexed in the electronic surveillance indices and in the 
general office indices. In those instances whore only a 
partial name such as "John” is recorded the forwarding of an 
index card should be held in abeyance until additional 
identifying data is developed, / .

Tkis document is prepared in. response to your rem/est z • •
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited not.for dissemi- 
your Committee and the content may not be dicloseJ
nel without the express approval of the FBI $ person-
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The Criminal Division and Tax r-ivision guidoXinos with 
iaspaet to .*oaltc"od corstTers.Tiicns x’oruxro that the FBI furnish 
1 jic?.ux a ‘. -■"’7'c? tho in[1 ivi.ijal qacchcd appears to bo prescxit
r-t; or r. • ■•ri^cipant in, convs;>?oation overboard in any electronic 
l-; wii'a.’i!:.? cxuauctod hy i.y.o Additionally, the Tore Division
oc. r; oaire ins:tar-c-’.s vboro the ihdividhax "./.ent zoned
er elsc...jscC‘; b^ others who uonitGred by electronic

ST: tto present rcr-uirsments of the Felix Alderisia end 
relaxed d~oir-'i^-m do not rc-coire the disclosure of ‘’mentiouad or 
di-: ” roforcncos io .subjects in electronic surveillance
j~o. r,, it u/uil;. appear that tu-necassary time and effort arc belne- 
utiiiza.d in cc-mpixing. such information for the Tax Division.

In vier, of recent court decisions. the Criminal Divisidif 
furnished amejidad guidelines requiring a ebook of our records to 
alee .'otorsinc if the individual being chocnod had propric •:xy • 
interest in provisos- whex’o our electronic uurveillaHee coverage 
^•as maintained.

In order to establish uniformity in the matter of eloc- 
.. ^ron^c o.^yveillaucG chocks being wade for the Doparteont ? it is 

requested that the Department advise whether the "mentioned or 
cincunsud" references not now required by the Criminal Division

• should coni'isiuQ to receive consideration for Tax Division elec— 
- . trbnic su? veixlUizOG cheeks. Far her, please, advise if this 
. ’ Bureau should also dotertaino proprietary interest fox- reauosts-

/ rocoiv’od fxom thc.Tax Division, as is done in Criminal Division . _.. 
j_ requests^ ,

This dQC^;inc"t b '-^ rrsp-3r?.e to vovt r^qv.c^t ard is not for dissemi-
nation c',.ts!/~-' ;v 7 \ .hb .sc is l-'n-'’ _'7 to official proceedings by
your Corn,"5:f? cncy arc bo disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the FBI . ’
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In Kcply, Please liefer to 
File No.

ERSONAL ATTENTI 
iAC LETTER 69-37 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT DE JUSTICE

FEI) E K A L B V K E A U OF I A V E S TI G AT I O

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535 •

July 8, 1969

(A) INDEX SYSTEMS — In an important case with great public 
interest, an individual was not identified because of the failure of 
an office to properly index a nickname.

Recent court decisions have resulted in the public 
disclosure of electronic surveillance logs and related material 
which heretofore were confidential. The information in these 
surveillance matters is being afforded close scrutiny by the news 
media, the general public, Federal, state, and local officials; 
therefore, the importance of proper indexing h^s become 
increasingly significant.

Each Special Agent in Charge will be held strictly 
responsible for insuring that all names, nicknames, and aliases 
appearing in electronic surveillance logs and related material 
are properly indexed in accordance with the instructions set forth 
in Part II, Section 3, page 4, of the Manual of Rules and Regulations.

is prepared in’ response to gour request and is not for dissemv- 
vAiv endside your’ Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by 

Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel the- express approval of the FBI .



•< • F B.I

pate: 7/2/69
Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

Via Airtel
(Priority)-

To: SAC, Albany - Enc

^Froa: Director, FBI

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
UNDER TITLE III OF THE 

•OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND 
SAFE STREETS ACT OF 1968

* Reference is made to previous correspondence to all
field offices concerning the maintenance of special indices 
containing names of individuals who were monitored or mentioned •

. by our electronic surveillances.

In view of the contemplated activity under the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 with regard 

. to electronic surveillance, certain instructions are being set 
forth with regard to inclusion in special indices the panes of 
individuals monitored, etc., by court approved orders for 
electronic surveillance under the above legislation.

It is desired that, during the tenure of any electronic 
surveillance approved under the new legislation referred to 
above, that the name of each individual who was directly covered,

special indices5 monitored or mentioned is to be included in the special indices 
at: the Bureau and each field office maintaining the electronic 
surveillance. This is to be accomplished through the medusa of
a 3'* X 5” plain blue index size card containing the information 
as set forth in the sample card attached to this communication.

2 - All Offices - Enc

- This Comment is prepared in response to your request^ and is not for dissem^r. 
nagion outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings bif 
^mor Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to Unauthorized person­
nel! without the express approval of the FBI

Sent Via M Per
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X ■ ।A A

v • •

Airtel to SAC Albany 
-----—Re: Electronic Surveillance 

This system will enable each office to deter 
. electronic surveillance coverage of individuals; as in 
.and the blue card will be easily recognizable as cover 
a court approved electronic surveillance. These cards 
be submitted to the attention of the Special Investiga 
Criminal Intelligence and Organized Crime Section, eac 
in line with existing instructions.

You will note that, as to each individual on 
card is prepared, the card must indicate whether or no 

' individual was the subject of direct coverage, a parti 
conversation or mentioned by others who were monitored 
one of the last three items on the index cards should

The Bureau requires only one card in the spe 
. for- an individual monitored or mentioned in conversati 
.by an installation. If‘the individual was monitored o 
.in conversation by more than one installation, a separ 
must be submitred on each indiviauai tor each installa

------- In the event an index.card is forwarded, dis 
an individual was mentioned in a conversation covered 
electronic device and subsequently the individual is m 

’ by the same device, an appropriate index card revealin 
coverage must be .forwarded. It is not necessary to li 
dates on which he was monitored by a particular source 

■ first date• '

-. Each source will be identified as to judicia
where the court order was approved followed by a numbe 

’with number 1 for the first order, and each subsequent 
receiving one number larger. In addition, the abbrevi 
the office which obtained the court order should be ut 
identify the source (for example: AL NDNY 1).

.( You are reminded of the necessity to handle
on a strictly need-to-know basis in order to afford ma 
security to this type of surveillance. Insure that ap 
administrative procedures are established for such han

Keep in mind that all electronic surveillanc 
must be properly indexed in accordance with the instru 

- forth in Part II, Section .3, page 4, of the Manual of 
Regulations. .

4 . • •

- 2 -
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Form PJ-15W 
4 ^6-65}

• ~ UNITED SlAlkS GC £ ' • ^EPARTMENT OF JI :>TICE

■ Memorandum1

April 16, 1969 
to : Director - date: _ l

Federal Bureau v: Investigation t ,
. • ’ i. . . . . . :

FROM / : will Hi Ison —— •
Assistant Attor ney General . , , ‘ ■
Criminal Division i

subject: EIEC5S0IEC SURV3ILLANCE " "
. John Baborian et al, ■

i I Rhode Island - Maine ’ $ •i . --------- .--------—~-------------- . i

As you know,, the decision of the Supi’.ne Court on March 10, 
196?,’ in Willie Israel Alderirrn, et al. y. United States expanded 

‘the concept of standing vatli respect to electronic surveillance and 
held that an individual has standing not only with respect to his own 
overheard conversations but also with respect to’overhearings on 
premises in which he has a proprietary interest, even though he w.s
not present at the time of the conversations. Because of this decision, 

. it will be necessary in future requests for electronic surveillance
'g-® 5 information to ascertain whether or not there was coverage on premises
» in which the subject .'.ad a proprietary interest. Accordingly, it is

requested that you advise as to each of the individuals on the attached
Sgl list: -

£ I , . ”r"
§ (a). Whether the named individual appears to be present at,
.3 e | or a . anticipant in, c '.iversations overheard in any electronic surveillance

§ by your agency.

■ (b) Whatner an electronic surveillance was conducted on any 
| premises of which the named individual vs the owner, lessee or licensee.

(c) If the individual or the premise" ':f which the individual
’ was owner, 3gs.ee er licensee was she • bjec« of an electronic surveillance, 

©T-g co did the surveixlan^-- consist of wiretapping or an electronic • dropping 
•_ device. ' ’

ft o ■ ' ’ • '

w) If the latter, please-advise us, 01 the method of entry1 j
£ | ’ utilised • iri the ptacerv nt of thC. ievicov", ■

7 . ■
p p §• • Was th. Information ’’ven any such device disseminated -in

£ | o- w any manner to any otnor agency, L -% when and to

‘ Did the information- • a-:m, ' y vuch uevferj^p^^^fe^^-iy
. 5 ® X or indirecudy in any renorts made -in reference to the individual by
■R ■°ur u<_-nc.y. If so, wcul'-’ you ease'advice us of the reports in which

such information apr Jared and if the information was attributed to a 
,'$n symbol, the designation of that symbol in the pertinent report, *•

5 r 50ur records indicate that the individuals have used names___ -
'other than those indicated^ please check your electronic surveillance 
indices with rospact go the additional naves.
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Aii’tel . '

To: SAC, Albany ~ Enc 1—

From: Director, F?I .

D^AKTMENT INQUIRIES CONCERNING
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE COVERAGE

Buairtel to SAC, Albany, January 12, 1967’, v/ith Exhibits 
A and B furnished guidelines for conducting electro*.ic surveillance 
checks for the Tax and Criminal Divisions • of the Be pax’tine nt.

In via-;? of tlse Supreme Court decision on March 10, 1969, 
in the Y/illie Israel Alderman case, the Criminal Division of the 
Department has revised some of the questions referred to the 
Bureau relative to individuals to be checked in our records for 
electronic surveillance coverage. A copy of a memoreandu:.’ from the 
Criminal Division dated .April 1G, 1939, captioned "Electronic . 
Surveillance, John Laborian et al., Rhode Island Eaino." is 
enclosed fox’ each office containing a brief explanation of what 
will bo required in*£utui’e electronic surveillance checks. The 
significant change- is contained in question (b) of the enclosed 
' ■” ■ or:.nduw.

In future electronic surveillance requests from the 
Criminal Division in line with the April 16, 1969, memorandum, ’ 
each office will be referred to this airtel and its enclosure as 
^5i:.coining the guidelines to follow for the electronic surveillance 
■check. •

* 4

• • /

Each request fop electronic surveillance information 
received by your office muse he carefully searched through existing 
records to insure complete accuraev as to the coverage and ri'ated 
•manorial. ‘ •

I ' Also, in each reply to the Bureau containing detai' j of
electronic surveillance coverage on individuals checked, th^ 
-identity of the monitoring microphone must be included-- .

|2~All Offices - Enclosure • . *

This docurnert is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi- 
natioii'ou’sids Its use is United to official proceedings by
your Comrditee and the co.tic', it may not be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the. F2I .■ .
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(E) ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES (ELSUR) — In connection with 
electronic surveillances, you are reminded of the absolute necessity 
that true copies of the original logs be made in connection with the 
program of furnishing logs to the Department for possible use in 
court proceedings. There must be no deletions whatsoever of any 
type markings which appear on the original logs. ,

Very truly yours, • I

John Edgar Hoover

Director

^hss dhavmreTrB-wr prepared' in respanta'-ymir- request and is not for dissemi^ 
outside your Cf^iwittee. I i '.'mited to officio'1 proceedings bij • 

your Committee and the content may Hot be disclosed to unauthorized persons 
nel without the express approval of the FBI . ' • •

7-1-69
SAC LETTER 69-36 -4-



•. u ’•; . 5.. / . '.v • ./• . s* ’ v - • • f •*: • 'V< •• . • '' •» ?•’ • • >•. • •

To: SAC, Albany . . _

From: Directri^ FBI ,- A ?i-T>/ ( ■-------- —~------ 'r 7 V n ‘
DEPARTMENT INQUIRIES CONCERNING
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE COVERAGE

ReBuairtel to SAC, Albany, 1-12-67 with Exhibits A and B 
which were guidelines for conducting electronic surveillance checks 

A furnished by the Tax and Criminal Divisions of the Department.

• The guidelines furnished by the Criminal Division were
contained in Department letter dated 12-2-66 which is Exhibit B to 
referenced Bureau airtel. The Criminal Division of the Department 
has reauested that naragraph H of their December 2, 1966. letter be 
deleted, and the following substituted therefore:

”If any information was 
. obtained from electronic surveillance, to 

your knowledge was such information '
communicated in any manner to any other

■ agency." •. • •

1 . In all future requests received by each office to conduct an
electronic surveillance check for the Criminal Division of the Department, 
you must insure the review of records is conducted to encompass the 
information set forth above. Insure the appropriate correction is made in

■ the Criminal Division guidelines as furnished by Bureau airtel dated 
January 12, 1967, as described above.

I 2 - All Other Offices

This document is prepared i^imited^to offiM fr^ee¥n^s^ .
nation -outside your ^ay not be disclosed to unauthorized per ।

■ ■

: NW 65360 Dtocld:32989604 Page 83



(Ed.* 4-26-65) ‘

' .* UNTIED STATES GOVERNMENT ’ I c s > APARTMENT OF JUSTICE

&UnQS 196q
to : Director • date:

Federal.Bureau of Investigatipn. .. . . .................   „

, . from .:. .Fred.Mo Vinson, Jr. • ... ■
“ ’ " "Assistant ’Attorney' General" ’

Criminal Division

subject: ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
December 2, 1966 Memorandum

J

Reference is made to my memorandum of December 2, 1966, 
concerning electronic surveillance. It is requested that in 
lieu of paragraph (h) the following be substituted:

If any information was obtained from electronic 
surveillance, to your knowledge was such 
information communicated in any manner to any 
other agency.

TUs

S without the oaorooo mrovol of the FBI . ,
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■ ' ■ • y \'- 'y. , March 23, IDS?/
. * ♦ • • • I ‘

■' ■■■ ■■

Alltel . . • : ■ . . ; ’

. * * • * " ‘ • •
* ’ • . < •

To: SAC, Albany ' ’ . >
- ' * ‘ \ , - k

From: Director, FBI • , ' _ ;

ELSUR ' ' . ' ' ■ ' .
. ■ 1 •- ■

In order to expedite handling of mail with regard to ■ 
ELSER matters, all offices nra*requnsted in future communications 
to the Bureau to mention'the narde of on© individual about whom the 
Attorney General has inquired, in their replies* . •

• i . - •'.• ■ • ■

2 * AH Other Offices ;■ •■'. '• .
, ■ ‘4' ‘ *r , » ,

. • ..- ' •• ■■ • ’• • . •■• ■ ■ ; ■

- . . . ' ' • 0 • . . . -o. »•

This document is prepared in response to your request and is not fordissem^’ 
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings bg 
gour Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the FBI . ■ 1



March 13, 1967

Airtel

To:

From:

SAC, Albany

Director, IBS •

DEPABHIENT/l: X’OJmES

SUBVBILLAnC7J C^h'AGE^

Be Bureau airtel January 12, 1967.

To save transcription time and contmunicntions costs,
Uli communications handling captioned inquiriuy, necessitating
review of special electronic indices and ok.'rar aopropriato 
records, nva tn Hn r»0nt.4nrm« with nori? wov* ’'' ifjl;,” and carry 
Bureau filo 62-313, the control file in this project. In 
addition, you are to insult that any communication under a 
substantive or intelligence case caption, dealing with captioned 
inquiries, has a copy designated for Bureau filo 62-313.

. In view of questions which have arisen regarding the
use of the “June” classification in connection with*these 
communications, the following guidelines are being furnished:

. Communications which merely make inquiry to determine
whether certain individuals have been covered by electronic 
surveillance, and contain no positive data identifying the 
individual with an electronic surveillance, or discuss the 
results thereof, will not be designated ’‘June,” Communications 
which reply to Bureau inquiries regarding such coverage, where 
jtho response is negative, would fail in this‘category^

IT's " .
Any coramunication which identifies an individual or 

individuals with electronic coverage by this Bureau, or which’ 
discusses the results.of an electronic surveillance, oi* the 
circumstances under which such a surveillance was established, 
maintained or discontinue^ are to carry the “June" designation.

2-All Other Offices

nation ozitside may not be disclosed to unauttomed person,
*the FBI •
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ornoNAt no. 10 > 
ma W61 (Dino* 
GSA C£H. rt4?. NO. 27 ,

30J0-J06

UNITED ST/XTES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
JUNE

to •. Mr. Tavel p?.1 date: 2-9-67
|/rom : L. E. ShoiyL.

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE REQUESTS
FOR ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE V/'
CHECKS (62-318)

As you are aware. Department is submitting by letter to 
Bureau names of individuals presently being prosecuted or being 
considered for prosecution in all types of cases with request they 
be advised if any of these individuals have been involved in any 

i electronic surveillances. Indications are that there will be 
(thousands of such requests received. These names are checked 

through special indices maintained in Special Investigative Division 
(SID) and Domestic Intelligence Division (DID), and Department is

I
 advised by letter of results. SID is co-ordinating program, but 

some correspondence will be prepared by DID and General Investigative^ 
Division if substantive cases supervised by them involved. If any 
record is located, Field Office where surveillance occurred is 
requested to furnish pertinent logs which are subsequently trans-

| mitted to Department. 
I
I

j ' ‘ With representatives of SID,’ where majority of correspond­
ence will be handled, we have worked out mechanics of processing

. • and- filing record material. Purpose of this memorandum is to set
forth these details.

*
: A control file has been opened entitled, "Department of

Justice Requests for Electronic Surveillance Checks" (62-318). All
! requests from Department will be filed in this file. Outgoing 
| answers to Department will also be filed in this file unless subject 

of communication is subject of a Bureau investigation in which case , 
( original will be filed in substantive(file and copy in control file.

On any communications from Field relating to substantive file,, copy

Thzs document is prepared in reside to yorr request and is not for dissent 
nation outside your Committee. I.-, -me & limited to officialproceedinoTbif 
your Committee ana the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized 
uel without the express approval of the FBI . a Peison^
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Memorandum Short to Tavel < 1
BE: Department of Justice Request I

for Electronic Surveillance £ \
Checks * . J . I '

if

—I

will also be placed in control file. Supervisors preparing corre­
spondence should prepare extra copy specifically' designed for 
control file when correspondence relates to substantive case.

As set forth above, if subject of communication is subject 
of a Bureau investigation communication will be filed in case file • 
with copy in control file, and no indexing will be necessary ,'^If" 
subject of communication is not subject of Bureau case, but voice was I 
recorded incidental to electronic-surveillance in one of our cases 
and we are furnishing Department positive information, communication 
will b« filed in control file and name of subject will be indexed. 
We will not index names of individuals on which no record is located 
similar to procedure followed in handling Bureau’s name check program. 
Communications relating to these negative checks will be filed in 
control file.

In order to appropriately cover necessary files, uniformity 
of caption of communications is most desirable. On outgoing commu­
nications to Field and Department, ’’Electronic Surveillance Check” 
should be in caption to facilitate classifying material. If Bureau 
case is involved, subject of case should also be part of caption 
with sufficient copies to cover both'case file and control file.

When Bureau has record on name check, Field is requested 
to send in logs and copies are hand-delivered to Department. 
Departmental official receiving logs is required to sign receipt 
which should be attached to related outgoing yellow for filing 
purposes by Supervisor preparing outgoing communication. Supervisor 
should prepare sufficient copies of receipt appropriately designated 
for substantive files in which electronic surveillances were conducte



Memorandum Short to Tavel
RE: Department of Justice Request s '

for Electronic Surveillance '
Checks (62-318) <

RECOMMENDATION: 
f J

That this memorandum be referred to Special Investigative, 
Domestic Intelligence, and General Investigative Divisions for infer 
mation and dissemination to appropriate supervisory personnel for 
their assistance in handling material relating to these checks.



OFFICIAL USS ONLY •

' November 2, 1966

TO J Director / • •'
Federal Bureau of Investigation ' ’
(Commissioner, Bureau of Narcoticsj etc.)

005
• Sf- d AtHx1

FROii I Fred K. Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General

SUBJECT-

• Criminal Division

s ’ John Doo, 123 Fourth Street, Jersey City,/New Jersey) 
FBI #123456 (any other appropriate identifying data) .

• 'We anticipate that John Doe will bo indicted in the near 
future on a charge of , ’ ' ■ ■ ••

would you please advise us:

w 
'•W'

(a) Whether the above-named individual was subject to 
electronic surveillance. by your agency.

(b)
K • 
8’o'Ct- 
.a »».

If he was, did the electronic surveillance consist 
of wiretapping or an electronic eavesdropping device.-

(c) If the latter, please advise us of the method of
•», entry utilized in the placement of the device.

(d) When, by date, did the electronic eavesdropping take 
place and where did it occur, that is, at his home, 

' office or other location. ' . .
■ g.*
: -c h 8

S. s-

’§ >® >8 S'

(b) Whether the named individual appears to be present at, 
or a participant in, conversations overheard by any 
electronic device which are reflected in any recordings 

■ transcripts, logs, notes, memoranda or other records of 
any such device. ’

to-®
•T -

§ •»

(f) If so, and if such recordings, transcript's, logs,/notes, 
memoranda or other records still exist, would you please 

• '“7'make them available to us. ’ . •
8

JS 8'0 to

(g) Did the information from any such device appear directly
■, or indirectly in reports made in reference to the above

.h. individual by your agency. If so, would you please advise 
us of the reports in which such information appeared and 
furnish us with copies of those reports if you have not 
already dnno sor'" J,. ; ,

§5'360; ’Qo?;lil?329896b4 '^§’90





Form D’-l50— i
. (E? 4-?? 6'> .. .

' UNITED STAGES GOVET'WeNT

* I -

■ . *’ • ’ • ’

Wartment of justice ,

to' : Mr. J, Edgar Hoover ’ date: October 24, 1966
Director . . • . . •

fbqmZ): Mitchell Rogovin '
'• •' ' Assistant-’Attorney General. " —’ -•■■■■■ ~;r /• ..

Tax Division mMQO
subject: . .

Organized Crime and Racketeering cases 
pending in the Tax Division,

S’® § | 2 g

■ As has been discussed with Mr. DeLoach, we are 
anxious to obtain information regarding the possibility 
that tainted evidence has inadvertently been used by 
us in the prosecution of criminal tax cases, or exists 
in cases currently being considered by us for prosecu­
tion. Under the assumption that if this exists at all, 
Organized Crime and Racketeering cases are the most 
likely source, the attached list relates to criminal 
cases pending in the Tax Division which appear to be 
Organized Crime Drive matters. Some of these matters 
are currently under consideration as to whether prosecu-
+• rtaken; some been referred to

° *8
** r\

the United States Attorneys for prosecutive action; some
are 
on ;

; the subjects of indictments, and a few are pending 
appeal.

be
It is requested that the names on the attached list 

checked against the indices which you have set up in
relation to electronic listening devices and you advise

& e 
Su

i this
Hlist

office as soon as possible whether any name on this • 
appears on your indices.

•R:

Su S' ? 
.40 2 53

I. We wish to know:

whether the named defendant shows up in; 
your indices;

b) whether he was the direct subject of 
electronic surveillance; and

IT* O 
5?

57^whether he appears on any recordings', 
ttranscripts, logs, notes, memoranda, ■ 
other records as a participant in con 
versations overheard or as a person 
mentioned or discussed.

Pafle 92 _ _ f I
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Iio If an individual’s name on our list is found 
in your indicest we would like to be advised:- '

. memoranda, or report of the conversa-
: t- -? >tion exists ;■"••••"-”• • ; - ;=»•

b) the nature of the surveillance involved, 
the duration of the surveillance, and

c) if any of such records are in existence 
that they all be made available to uso

IIIo If any information was obtained from elec­
tronic surveillance, to your knowledge was 
such information communicated in any manner 
to the Internal Revenue Service? ’

a) If so, to whom was the communication 
made; when was it made, and what is 
the nature of the information com- . 
municated?

These matters are under the jurisdiction of the 
Criminal Section of the Tax Division and any questions 
relating to the foregoing requests can be directed to me, 
to Mr. Richard M. Roberts, Second Assistant, Tax Division, 
or Mr. Fred G. Folsom, Chief of our Criminal Section. Mr. 
Roberts and Mr. Folsom are designated as attorneys who may 
receive the information and records requested in this 
memorandum. .

Attachments

Approved: . •

Ramsey Clark
Acting Attorney General
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• I

, The Director
.Federal Bureau of Investigation

December 2, 1963’

Fred M. Vinson, Jr.
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division

Electronic Surveillance Information Requests ■ <

It will become necessary to direct aniicreasing number 
' of requests to your Bureau to determine whether named subjects 

and defendants participated in or, were present at conversations 
overheard by ary electronic devices. Our previous memoranda 
have repeated the categories of information requested. In order 
to obviate the necessity of repeating this list of categories in the , • 
future'! am enclosing a sample memorandum setting forth the 
items of information required in all such requests. Henceforth 
all future memoranda from this Division will refer to this sample 
memorandum to describe the scope of the information requested. ' .

document is prepared in response to your req^'w^not fotdrssemg- 
'nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to. official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person. 
net without the express-approval of the FBI .

• . * • *
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1/12/67

■1 '... ,;.• i •• - -

Albuquerque - Enc. (2)
' Anchorage - Enc. (2) _
j Atlanta’ - Enc. (2) ,.
> Baltimore ~ Enc. (2)

3?ron: Directory FBI.

inquiries coNCEsninG
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE COVERAGE

Dirmingham ~ Enc. (2) 
Boston ~ Enc. (2) . „ 
Buffalo - Enc. (2) 
Butte - Enc. (2). - 
Charlotte ~ Enc. (2)

The Dopartmont .of Justice, pursuant to their program 
to choc's names of individuals undox* prosecution or being 
considered fox* prosecution, ox- already convicted and 
inertreox’atod after Eeacx’al prosecution, to determine if these 
individuals wore involved in any electronic surveillance 
conducted by this Bureau, is submitting requests to the Bureau 
Uy letter. ,s ■

Those requests' are being received primarily from 
.•the Department’s Tax-Division and Criminal Division, and each 
require answers to guidelines previously submitted that 
differ in the nature of- response necessary. Guidelines for 
response ’ to inquiries from the Tax Division ax’® set forth in 
Department loiter dated lO/B-VCU, captioned, "Organised Crime ; ■ 
and Dnczctooring Casos Ponding In Th® Tax Division,” a copy 
of which is enclosed and will hereafter be referred to as
Exhibit A.■ • - ' .. ,

The inquiries originating in the Criminal Division 
arc to bo answered in accordance with the- guidelines as set • 
forth in Departnont letter dated 12/2/66 captioned, "Electronic 
irr/voillanco Information Bequests,” and its attachment dated 
11/2/36, copies of which uro enclosed and willhereafter be 
referred to as Exhibit B.

TMr document is prepared in respor^ to ynrr request and is not for dissemi- 
nation <S your Committee. I • i- 'Pitied to officii proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the FBI .
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Airtel to Albany
',Re: Department Inquiries Concerning 

Electronic Surveillance Coverage

Instructions emanating from the Bureau in seeking 
response to future Department inquiries pertaining to this 
subject matter will direct the field to respond in accordance 
v/ith the guidelines of either Exhibit A or Exhibit B. Your 
response must be in accordance with instructions to facilitate 
the Bureau’s response to the Department and to insure compliance 
v/ith their specific inquiry.
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UNITED STATES »GO\1 MEN1
! 1 V </

Memorandum" J

.TO :Mr. C. D. DeLoach date: January 11, 1967

FROM ;J. H. Gale and W. C. Still*

SPECIAI/’-INDICES-OF,ELECTRONIC
SURVEILLANCES ' "

PURPOSE:
0

The Special Investigative Division and the Domestic 
Intelligence Division are -maintaining separate special indices of 
individuals monitored oi' mentioned through microphone or telephone 
surveillances. Those of the Special Investigative Division contain 
names obtained through coverage of criminal matters. Those of the 

| Domestic Intelligence Division contain names obtained through 
’ coverage of internal security matters. The purpose of this memo­
randum is to recommend that these two special indices be consolidat 
and operated. oy me Files and Conmiunicativns Division.

BACKGROUND: . .

In accordance with the Director’s instructions, special 
indices were established in October, 1966, because of the 
Department’s insistence that the Bureau provide a rapid determin­
ation as to whether any given person subject to prosecution was 

. 'overheard, present, or referred to in the course of a conversation 
• -covered by electronic devices. Based on available information at 
' that time from the Department that there would be selective cases 

to be reviewed, it was determined to be most logical that two 
separate indices be established, one to cover criminal matters and 
the, other security matters. Subsequently, the Solicitor■General 
publicly disclosed that an extensive review would be made on past 
and pending cases to determine if evidence had been used from 
electronic devices and the Department requests that all names be 
searched through both the criminal and security files« This ’ ,
completely changed all aspects of the operation of these indices ‘ 
and the amount of work involved, particularly when the Department 
began submitting not<only‘names, of persons subject to prosecution 
but names of attorneys involve^3and associates, qL-the-^iubjects.

CURRENT STATUS: '

There are approximately 60,000 cards^ of the special 
indices in the Special Investigative Diyision“'and" approximately

CONTINUED - OVER
Th^ document is prepared in resr^- i0 request and is not for dissemi­
nation outside your Committee. I :-twei- Cmited to official yroceedinas bif 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthoiizedS^ 
net without the express approval of the FBI . rizea person-
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach
RE: 'SPECIAL INDICES OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES 
66-5815

200,000 cards of the special indices in the Domestic Intelligence 
Division. Furthermore, because of the telephone surveillances 
currently in operation in the security field, approximately 300 
new cards are being received weekly in the Domestic Intelligence 
Division. - ! .. •

CURRENT OPERATION OF SPECIAL INDICES: '

Since the special indices were established in 
October, 1966, the Department has submitted approximately 1,000 
names for searching. Each name is searched through both of these 
special indices. There is attached a sample of the form being 
used requesting searches and a copy of three cards from the 
special indices. •

The Department has indicated that in the immediate 
future it contemplates asking the Bureau to check as many as 
25,000 names Through the special indices, Without a doubt, all 
future cases involving prosecution will require search of these 
indices.

OBSERVATIONS:

The position adopted by the Department in these matters 
makes it impossible for us to maintain these indices separately 
as originally established. The checking of these indices would 
have imposed no great burden on either the Domestic Intelligence 
Division or the Special Investigative Division had the Department 
followed a logical and reasonable course in the submission of 
names of persons to be checked in connection with a particular 
criminal or security prosecution. But as matters now stand, 
these separate indices should be’consolidated to avoid duplication 
of effort in checking the same names through each as we now must 
do to comply with the Department’s requests. Both Divisions are 
in agreement on this point.

■ Consolidation of the indices into one raises the 
question of where it should be maintained. We believe the 
consolidated indices should be maintained by the Files- and 
Communications Division. There is no reason for it to.be main­
tained ■either by the Domestic Intelligence Division or the Special 
Investigative Division. .

The maintenance of this indices and the search functions 
involved fall logically within the normal operations and ’ 
responsibilities of the Files and Communications Division and 
can be carried out in the most efficient manner by that- Division.

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach •
RE: SPECIAL INDICES OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES 
66-5815

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the special indices under 
discussion of -the Domestic Intelligence Division and the 
Special Investigative Division be turned over to the Files 
and Communications Division and be maintained and searched 
by that Division.

ADDENDUM: W.S.TAVEL FILES & COMMUNICATIONS DIVISION 1-16-67

I am opposed to the'maintenance of this index being shifted to the Files 
and Communications Division. It would not save personnel, since this division 
is expending every effort to keep up with the greatly increased volume of other 
types of name checks and could not absorb an additional 25, 000 or more with 
existing personnel. This index has no relation to the Bureau's master index, 
and must be maintained separately since the cards contain little or no identifyin

(Addendum continued page 5)

’ - 4 - .
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Addendum, to memo C. D. DeLoach
Re: Special Indices of Electronic Surveillances

ADDENDUM: Continued

data. For this reason, each check where possible identity is established 
necessitates correspondence with the field, which must be handled by the 
substantive supervisor. Since the cards disclose names of all persons 
mentioned in technical surveillance logs, it would appear essential to limit 
the number of employees having access, to keep to a minimum those who 
^might be subpoenaed to testify concerning these matters. We do nothave 
‘room or personnel in our special file room to operate such an index, and 
since this room is in the Identification Building, moving it there would only 
serve to further remove itfrom the. supervisors handling it, who now have 
immediate access. It is similar to other specialized indices now maintained 

’ by substantive divisions, such as the Fugitive Index, Security Index, index of
libr 
and

cards on communist material, etc., which serve a specific purpose 
most efficientlv operated by the divisions using them.

■■ t
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. .... ,._M.rtel,. . \- .. ■

Wo; SACs? Albany Denver Kimi BichRiond -•
Albuquerque Detroit miw&ukes St» Juouis
Atlanta Houston Minneapolis San Antonio
Daltimor© Indianapolis Mewark San Diego
Birainghaio Jackson New Haven San Pruneiseo
Boston Jacksonville New Orleans San Juan
Buffalo Kansas City X^evz york City Savannah
Charlotte Xjus ^bgas Norfolk Seattle
Chicago kittle Boek Oklahoma City Springfield
Cincinnati Bos Angeles- Philadelphia Tampa i
Cleveland Louisville Phoenix Washington

l» ©alias Memphis Pittsburgh

Director3

mb swwmws ■ 71 i
! I
^oSutel 10/5/66 and Kuairtel 10/21/66* 1
I ' ' '
In connection with problems arising ©nt of past eloctwnl^: 

surveillance coverage of individuals now undos:’ prosecutiong or against] 
whoa prosecution is being eonto^latodf tho Kopnrtacat and© a ' !
general request that wo establish a means of quicZzly enabling a 
cheek to dstonain© if we have monitoyed the voices of an individual 
la question by electronic surveillance* In line with th® Depart­
ment’© requirements., appropriate instructions vzore issued in ! I

• referenced communications* I
; I

Bine© th© issuance of th© original instructions5 the I
Department has broadened its resist for a rovievz of thi^ inSe^ ‘
and now desires to know also if th© individual of prosecutive ।
interest in question appears in our records as a person mentioned ]
or discussed in monitored conversationsg though not himself 
necessarily a participant in such conversations* Wherefores it ;

This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi­
nation outside your Committee. C: use it Vmited-to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized perso'h- 
nel soithout the express approval of the FBI ,
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•‘Ah

Airtel to Albany
He? Mcrophon® and Telephone Surveillances

will be necessary that you submit cards also on all individuals in- 
this latter cate^o^j that isj'tho^o individuals who are mentioned 
or discussed in moaltorad conversations? though such individuals 
say never have appeared personally before any of our electronic 
surveillances*

In completing this phase of the project ?• offices must 
use a certain amount of common sense in recording names in this 
category inasmuch as there are literally thousands of instances 
in which a subject covered engages in completely inconsequential 
eonvorsations in which ho may rsomtic^ the name of a third party* 
Examples of this would be a subject engaging in conversations 
in which he mentions th® am® ©2 a marchant or a serviceman with, 
regard to handling his dry ©loanings running an errandp or getting 
his car washed* Where a name is i^ntioncd in this way? no purpose 
is sowed by including it in this indosu Whoro nay doubt arises? 
it should be resolved in favor ©£ including the na«j© in question 
in the indole

This additional phase of th© project should be completed 
by l®Aa/S5*

9 m***
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T
ji • I*
1 . The instructions issued to the United States Attorneys by the

-■ Acting Attorney Gend^l are as follows:
" . ।

"You will recall that in May 1966 the Department advised the 
Supreme Cdurt of facts relating to the case of Black v. United States, 
Octobe'r Term, 1965, No. 1029. Its memorandum in that case stated 
in pertinent part:

’Notwithstanding the Department of Justice's conclusion 
that the monitoring of conversations between petitioner and 
his attorney had no effect upon his conviction or the fairness 
of his trial’, we have no doubt that in the circumstances 
outlined above petitioner is entitled to a judicial determination. 
We also recognize that petitioner has standing to raise, in a 
district court, the question whether other conversations (i. e., 
.’conversations not involving an attorney-client relationship)

which were overheard as a result of the listening device 
installed in his suite furnished any leads or evidence 
in his case. At an appropriate hearing, the government 
proposes to submit all of the facts upon which a full 
judicial determination can be made.'

’’This Department must never proceed with any investigation or 
case which includes evidence illegally obtained or the fruits of that 
evidence. No investigation or case of that character shall go forward 
until such evidence and all of its fruits have been purged and we are in 
a position to assure ourselves and the court that there is no taint or 
unfairness. We must, also, scrupulously avoid any situation in which 
an intrusion into a confidential relationship would deny a fair hearing 
to a defendant or person under investigation.

’’For this reason we are in the process of requesting each 
investigative agency concerned to review its files in order to determine 
whether there has been wiretapping or electronic surveillance touching 
a particular case or matter. We are making a similar review of cases 
and matters pending in the Department. You will be informed im­
mediately whenever a case or matter in your office is found to fall 
in this category. . :

’’Many matters are referred directly to your offices by'the 
investigating agencies. Special attention must be given to these. But, 
it is imperative that you and your assistants’' make every effort to 
ascertain whether any cases, now pending or hereafter received, present 
the problem of wiretapping or electronic surveillance. No single means 
of checking is infallible but you should keep in mind that the same 
person or matter may have been investigated by several Federal or 
State agencies and the information supplied to you may in fact come 
from more than one source. You should be particularly attentive

. to those cases which involve, directly or indirectly, hard core elements 
of organized crime.
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"It is, of course, the very rare case—one out of thousands-- 
in which you will encounter‘the problem to which this memorandum is 
addressed. The problem will arise in cases in which some investigation 
was conducted prior to July, 1965. Present practice,, adopted in July 
1965 in confirmity with the policies declared by President Johnson on

June 30, 1965.for the entire Federal establishment, prohibits the 
installation of listening devices in private areas (as well as the ’ 
interception of telephone and other wire communications) in all 
instances other than those involving the collection of intelligence 
affecting the national security. The specific authorization of the 
Attorney General must be obtained in each instance when this 
exception is invoked. Intelligence data so collected will not be 
available for investigative or litigafive. purposes.

• "If you have any reason whatever to believe that there has 
been wiretapping or electronic surveillance touching a particular case, 
you should immediately notify Mr. J. Walter Yeagley, Assistant 
Attorney General, Internal Security Division, so that further inquiry 
may, be pursued by the Department."



I 
i 
I immediately notify Mr. J. Walter Yeagley, Assistant Attorney General, , 

Internal Security Division. \
' ... - - -t

With reference to this subject matter the Bureau is currently ' 
handling numerous requests from-the Department to-check the names of 
various subjects against the special indices set up at the Bureau on all 
persons who have been subject of any FBI electronic surveillance. It 
is expected that any cases questioned by the United States Attorneys 
and referred to Mr. Yeagley will be given the same examination on the 
request of the Department. •

Although instructions to the United States Attorneys by the 
Acting Attorney General do not specifically require contact with the 
various investigative agencies at the fipld level j it is quite likely that 
some of our field offices will receive inquiries from the United States 
Attorneys. In case such inquiries are received by field offices requesting 
that information obtained from electronic surveillances be'furhishe'd,"the 
Bureau should be immediately advised of the request and all'pertinent 
details. No response should be made to the United States Attorneys in 
such instances without prior Bureau authorization. This procedure is 
necessary in view of the possibility that the subject of a case may have 
been in some way covered by an electronic surveillance in a field office 
not participating in investigation of the prosecutive case in question.

L
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.11/15/66 ’ ■ ■
SAC LETTER 66-72 . . .

(G) TECHNICAL AND MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES -USE OF
* INFORMATION FROM ELECTROI^&MVICES IN CRIMINAL PROSE­

CUTIONS -- The AGtm^v^ltorn^^ Generarbylnemorandu-m 493 dated
■ November 3 , 1966, has transmitted to all United~States Attorneys

- instructions to be alert as to each prosecutive case for evidence that 
nfight belalrrted because of the use of electronic devices during the.’ 
investigation. The instructions require that in the event the United 
States Attorney believes that there has been wire tapping or other 
electronic surveillance touching a particular case, he is required to

11/15/66
SAC LETTER 66-72' - 6 -

This document is prepared in response to pour request and is not for dissemi­
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the FBI . .



'OPTIONAL FORM NO^ 10 X”. -.5Q10-IQ6
MAY-1962 EDITION {
/SA GEN. «G. NO. V/ (

K , ' UNITED' STATES GOVERNMENT

v1 ■■ ‘Memorandum* ■ -
TO : Mr. DeLoaci) ■ date:

1 ’ *

'from'V j^H^'Gale ' ‘
”t •••*• ’V ’* ." ‘ ; *• -»v * • ». * • .• .• ••• “ ->. •• •. z»‘ *

•-SUBJ.E.CT; MICROPHONE.:ANR.TELEPHONE.. SURVEILLANCES..

November 10, 1966

In connection with problems arising out of past 
electronic surveillance coverage of individuals now under 
prosecution, or against whom prosecution is being contem­
plated, the Department, as you know, made a general request 
that we establish an "early warning system" in the form of 
>&. index or other administrative device to enable a check 
to be made to determine if we have so monitored the voices 
of such individuals. The Department was advised that we 
had such a system in operation.

} In line with the Department’s requirements, this
* index, which is now in operation, is made up of names of 
:individuals whose voices were monitored by microphone 
'surveillances, technical surveillances, or other similar 
|electronic listening devices since. January, 1960.

As you know, the Department has recently forwarded 
H a list of 151 names of individuals currently of prosecutive 
M interest in the Tax Division, with a request that these names- 

be checked through our index to determine if they were the 
J subjects of direct electronic surveillance coverage; whether 
ian individual in question appears on any records, logs, notes, 

memoranda, et cetera, either as a participant in conversations 
overhe ard, or as a person mentioned or discussed.

This new and’belated category introduced by the Tax
•jDivision will require additional work on the part of the field 
?‘in ordei’ that references in this category can be added to the 
| names already included in the index so as to answer any future

11 inquiries from the Tax Division. It should be noted that the 
Criminal Division has never required any information concerning 
the names of persons ms ntioned in microphone logs and has always 
satisfied themselves with information concerning those whose con 
versations were actually rpcprdp^^ This new request, ■appaa,3?s;^to

Enc.
This document is prepared in respond to your request and. is not for dissent^ 
nation outside yovr C^mmi^ee. I. • ‘-e i 'mited to official p.oc&edings by . 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the FBI .

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. DeLoach ■
Re: Microphone and Telephone Surveillances

hbe an additional example of the Tax Division going far beyond 
J what’is required by the courts or even by another division of 
■ the Department. . Nevertheless, in order to answer any inquiries 
. | along this line with the dispatch desired, it will be necessary 
I | to include in our index the names of persons mentioned in 
’ microphone logs.

Attached is a communication to the field divisions 
| involved, alerting those offices to this additional requirement 
||on the part of the Tax Division and instructing those offices 
h’' to prepare index cards on individuals who are mentioned in 

monitored conversations. ;

I The field is being instructed to use a certain amount
I of common sense in recording names in this category inasmuch as 
there are literally thousands of instances in which a subject 
covered engages in completely inconsequential conversations in 
which he may mention the name of"a third party. Examples of 
this would be instructions to a maid or servant to get in 
touch with a particular merchant or serviceman to handle menial 
errands such as handling dry cleaning, getting a car washed and . 
like situations. Where a name is mentioned in this way, no

. purpose is served by including it in this index. We are, of
I course, following the Director’s instructions in connection 
Swith furnishing everything of possible pertinence to the 

Department and allowing Department personnel, not FBI personnel, 
determine if it is relevant. ‘ ■

ACTION: - -

Attached for youx' approval is an airtel to offices 
involved in the compilation of this index, instructing that 
cards also be prepared on all individuals who are mentioned 
or discussed in monitored conversations, except those in the 
completely inconsequential category cited -above, in addition 
to names of individuals already being included as those whose 
voices have been monitored. .

_ 2 -
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10/21/66

Airtel

To; -All SACs ____ _
i ':

Director FBI!

hicnoHioTh’ aed tslepme 
r
[ ReButel of 10/5/63 instructing that the Bureau

fee furnished indes cards containing certain information, 
.such as noses of all individuals whose voices have been 
Monitored since 1/1/S0 through microphone installations ’ 

. .or telephone surveillances,
I
| St has been noted that several of the offices . '
which iwc nubutlttcd cards failed to set forth on th" 
card tii® name of the office involved, Offices receiving 
this comunication make cex’tain that the office is , (

i identified on each card, 
i

Sn the event you find that retention of a duplicate 
i card may be of value to your office, you are authorised ‘ ' 
। to establish an indices of such cards, St is to be noted 
j such an indices would be a means of ready reference to 
' these offices which have currently in use telephone 
; surveillances, since names of individuals monitored in 
i the future can be checked against cards in your possession 
to determine if the Bureau has been previously furnished gj 

| card, ■ ■ ‘ "' ” ' ' ’ '
i -j

This document is' prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemv- 
‘nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the FBI .
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< OFFICE SUBLET TO XJUEAU BY C32C52S TExLSY-OEE, BEET, 

HAIES C7 ALL ZWVIK&LS VOICES HAVE DEEH E0UIT03ED 
' TlhoUGE A IKOEGKIXS ZHSTALLATIOn 03 A TELEPBOnE SUEVEMLWICs/ 

0P22ATBD BY TEE OPPaCe' CTTxUE SZHC3 JCTCT OHE, OX® £711® 

S22 SEJO. THESE inCLUSE’ KOEXTOEXLG ST ALL TYPES 07 ELECTEOnlC] 

DEVICES SUCH AS THOSE CATAUaD OH A PESSOA 03 III A CM* 17AHES 

V ’APS EOT TO BE LZUITED TO SUBJECTS 07 IHSTAITT SWTOLI^HCE BUT

, AL'.:: TO J30LU0E AI^ AI® ALL SimVWAL§J7^)SE COlTVWATIQ&Si__

' BX::?72E SLIGHT, UEE3 HGESTOEBD^ ‘ -

IB^JiniTTED TO TH2.JDBHEAIL. Al^XMraLAIJL/^^

e, in re^ ^Tto
lixs »3Bs i .... .. . '■”" 
sst“ ;””‘" “ '
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TELETYPE TO ALL SACS EXCEPT CO, EP, HN, SX, CM, I
PR, ARD SU I

,. .,. .^. V... ...J

Al® TELEPHONE SURVEILLANCE LOGS AND RECORDS MUST BE MADE, I
THEREAFTER, A THREE BY FIVE CARD SIUS? BE PREPARED Oil EACH 

INDIVIDUAL WHOSE VOICE WAS MONITORED. IN ADDITION TO THE NAME 

OF THE INDIVIDUAL, THE CARD MUST SHOW, BEGINNING WITH JANUARY ONE, 

ONE NI1H3 SIX SERO3 THE INITIAL DATE HIS VOICE WAS MONITORED ABD 

THE IDENTITY GF THE SUBJECT ON M THE INSTALLATION WAS PLACED^FJCS 

IF AN WmWMi’S VOICE WAS MONITORED ON MOUE THAN ONE OCCASION 

THOUGH A DARTICMR INSTALLATION^ ONLY ONE CARD NEED BE SUBMITTED 

IDENTIFYING THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE INmLLATIGN, HOWEVER, IF HIS 

y«w*TR wa$ wr^tnun tha?? rm s^r,~«n>x. A swawee

CARD MUST EE SUBMITTED XDEKiTmiL'G EACH SEPARATE H^ALLATION, 

THOSE CA^B PWAW.NG TO CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIONS SHOULD BE SENT 

ATTENTION OF ASSISTANT DIRECTOR J, H. GALE AND ALL OTHERS TO 

ATTENTION OF ASSISTANT DIRECTOR W., C8 SULLIVAN,

ADVISE BUREAU BY AIRTEL ON EACH FRIDAY PROGRESS BEING MADE 

AND ESTIMATE OF TIMS TO COMPLETE^ THEREAFTERa OFFICES HAVING 

CURMT TEL?3HWE AND MICROTONS SURVEILLAHCESj SUBMIT TO THE 

BUREAU EACH F4l»AY WES 07 ADDITIONAL INDIVIDUALS MONITORED. 

I 

i
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OHIOHAU'OKM NO. 10 ^^^3010-106
■» .«s MSY I^Al^DinON

'• GS*‘GtN.» MG NO. 27 * I

, w UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

■ . M^mdrandum
. A"

■ ( 1 ?

: Co Do DeLoach

TRQM •: Wo Ce S{lllivan

subjectlHICROPHONS AND TELEPHONE 
’ SURVEILLANCES

DATE: 10/4/66

In accordance v/ith the Director’s instructions, 
there is attached a teletype to all field offices which have. 
had microphone and telephone surveillances at any time since 
January, I960. '

’ The teletype instructs, that by £0/31/66, each office
is to transmit to the Bureau liames of all individuals whose 
voices have been monitored through a microphone installation 
or through a telephone surveillance operated by the office 
at any time since 1/1/60. ’.These include all types of 
electronic devices such as ,.those carried on a person or in a 
car. . The review is not to be limited to subjects of instant 
surveillance but is to include any and all individuals whose 
conversations, however slight, were monitored.

In order to make certain that every individual’s 
name is submitted to the Bureau, field offices are being 
instructed to review all microphone and telephone surveillance 
logs and records. Thereafter, a 3 by 5 card must be prepared 
on each person whose voice was monitored. The cards will show 
the name of the individual monitored, the initial date of 
monitoring, and the identity of the subject on whom the 
installation was placed, plus identity of the office. .

‘ ’ If a voice was monitored through a particular
installation on more than one occasion, only one card need 
be submitted; however, if the voice was monitored through 
more than one installation, a separate card must be submitted 
identifying each installation. Those pertaining to criminal 

^investigations will be sent to the attention of Assistant 
^Director J. H. Gale and all others to me. .

Each office is to advise the Bureau by airtel every 
Friday the progress being made and thetestimated time of

Zin
°f FB! • . -
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Memorandum to Mro DeLoach
Jie: MICROPHONE AND TELEPHONE 

SURVEILLANCES

completion. Thereafter, offices having current telephone 
and microphone surveillances -will submit to the Bureau each 
Friday names of additional individuals 'monitored.

This matter -will be closely fallowed and you -will 
be advised of progress being made to complete this project 
by 10/31/66. ’

RECOMMENDATION: • ;

The attached teletype be sent to all offices having 
had microphone or telephone surveillances, since 1/1/60.
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The Attorney General

Director, FBI ‘

October 3, 1966

\ r.’JT f ?

ELECTRONIC DEVICES 

.....i b: •’■ .
This will acknowledge Assistant Attorney General 

Vinson’s meraorandun of September SO, 1366, wherein he 
' requested information with respect to the maintenance of 

: , Bureau indices which will permit a determination as to 
whether persons of interest to the Department were subject 
of the Bureau’s electronic coverage. • y • ■ -

With respect to Mr. Vinson’s inquiry, it is pointed 
out that the maintenance of ttese indices ±3 a taechanical andr? 

. clerical function which it is not felt is particularly germane 
to the Department’s purposes. It is believed sufficient to 
know that unon recei^iPg the Rnvnrm wi.Tl. an a.
reasonable length of tine be able to provide the Department 

■ with information as to whether or not a given person..was 
overheard, was present or vzas referred to.an-any conversation 

/ . covered by one of the Bureau’s devices. / . .

■ ■ . Slay I again suggest that Mr. Vinson feel free to
’ contact Mr. DeLoach in the event any discussion is desired

■ relative to this matter. -■ .... ...Z-

X - The Deputy Attorney General

. 1 - Mr. Fred M. Vinson, Jr. '
. V ’ Assistant Attorney General

^rment is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemu- 
tnvr Comnvttee. Its use i* limited to official proceedings by 

^^Committee and^he content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person­

al without the express approval of the I til .
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Form -150 - - - —

UNITED .STATES GOVET^^NT

Memorandum ■
’ ' •’ " CONFIDENTIAL

ARTMENT OF JUSTICE

to ? Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation

date:

from V: Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 
' ' Aooiafnnf A f'f'r\-r-r»dTTAssistant Attorney General ___

■ Criminal Division 
subject:^ Electronic Devices

This is in reference to your memorandum of September 28 
to the Attorney General concerning information developed through 

• electronic surveillance devices. I am pleased to learn that the 
Bureau maintains indices on such information which will be avail­
able to Department attorneys. However, to make effective use of 
such records, I believe we should know how any such index is 
constituted. Specifically, it would be helpful to know whether or 
not there is a central index which will permit a rapid determina­
tion as to whether any given person was overheard, present, or 
referred to in the course of a conversation.’ " ' '

I assume that in all cases investigated by the Bureau you / 
will advise the appropriate Division of the Department as early 
as. possible concerning information derived from an electronic - 
surveillance bearing on the case or any person involved in that/ 

. case. We would, of course, propose to set up machinery to ~ 
advise the Bureau promptly of our interest in any case which is/> 
being investigated by another agency. , ....

• * / __
: ' We look forward to a discussion of the general problem'

. with Mr. DeLoach, but feel that such a discussion will be mor^ 
■ fruitful after we understand the nature and extent of your index/ 

system and can evaluate its impact on-^ur-joperation^ •
—-—Thank you for your cooperation. J

NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION 
Unauthorized Disclosure

Subject to Criminal Sanctions

XTONFIDENTIAjl -



1

;brnny' General'; 
■ ■ • •’/

^Kdopt&nboi-’ SSi" i960

b.!.rectO*?? I

$

h
A'* «. tt ’ » Zi.' !.»' 
j? ■{

‘ ’ Wiis will ackaowlodgo rocciptcf the letter* from •’>
Assistant Attox’noy General ,Vinson dated September 27, 1950, •■ 

. wherein ho suggests that it may bo advisable for thio Bureau 
to maintain appropriate indices with respect to electronic, j 

1 surveillances and materials derived thoi‘cfi*o:a*. Such indices Ay^'A
: $.re.'. already in existence*: • ' , ' > '. ■ - ‘V^XiV

.... ’ . .• • ' ’ • ‘ ••,;••■■ ’’•■'
,/ - ■« ’ frith reference to thevefisorvatioh concerning carly/^J.4^ 

advice. o:C any’electronic deyduge^ih cases being prepared for /' “'l'c'' 
j_pvosocution;. it should be aqtyd'that. we are not aware nt. all 

fiT*c5 of all cases falling into this,' category • It ..would ■ ! 
appear, thorofox*©, tncumbo'nt on the JOepartmont, ,vi.^

, in tax eases involving organised crime .figures; tc .hotify us 
1 .of those matters which ;aay bo undor consideration; as. to. •' 
’\prosocution. If, in such’mat tors# you will notify us of any 
' intent .us to prosecution, ^©.-.wili bo happy.Lto'.imedlacolyV'.4 
furnish ■ you .wi.th any .porfxhbht information,*''^’.'1 • ’ :\

*.r
■ > t- * * <

.w•W
. - ' * • ’ ’ * ■ 7. * • -? * •’ ■ • • . , , ; v •* ,.* ” < • - •.. *

.' \ In the event ydu desire ■'a^Xteparimentar
yto contact the i^troau concerning: this.matter//^ fool frso >-;•:'•’<•
p to cor.imunicatb -frith;1 Mr >;£oX»dach.,'frhG^i&/in’^ ',to discuss <ty,:

A£hls.

W BcckiWs 1>U£TO

This doGiiment is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi­
nation outside your Committee. Ils use w limited to^ official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed'to unauthorized person­
nel without the express approval of the FBI .

/ ■

■NW-S53fi«ollda»®«-^  ̂ ___ t
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• • ’’UNITE© STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
: Mr. DoLoaclrT'^ 

r

:• J. H.

4
: ELECTRONIC DEVICES

In the attached memo ran dura from Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division, dated September 27, 
1966, Vinson suggests it may be necessary and desirable for the 
Bureau to setup indices of individuals who may have been covered 
by electronic devices and who may be under consideration f^r - 
prosecutive action.

The Director has instructed that Vinson be told’that 
such an indices is already in operation and that if he feels the 
need to consult with any -Bureau officials, Mr. DeLdach has been 
designated to handle the connect. The Director also enquired as 
to whether the statements in VinsonJs letter no the efiecn that a 
gambling case *• had been closed because of prior electronic
coverage were correct.1

ClSlD AS 4= To priuAct? &cm-'> aka*?

• r: With reference to other statements made in Vinson*s 
letter; we have made available to -the Department, wherever requested 
pertinent logs of our former confidential-coverage. Cur indices 
are adequate to handle any further contact by the Department in 
this regard. We are so advising Vinson in the attached letter 
to the ’ Attorney General. ■ -

ACTION:

There is attached for approval a letter-to .the-Attorney 
General with copies to Vinson and to the’.-Deputy Attorney General 
pointing out we have appropriate indices‘in operation; indicating

»4^ *
ttSSSJS* the bodied to u^t^d
net without the express approval of the FBI
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Memorandum to Mr. DeLoach
Re: Electronic Devices

that we are not always aware of cases in which the Department 
may have a prosecutive interest; suggesting that,_the„_Department 
should check with us whenever they contemplate prosecutive 
activity", particularly in „tax cases involving organized crime 
figures 'and informing. jthe. Department that if. they _desire_to 
further £.iscusg this matter, Mr. DeLoach of the Bureau"will be 
'in a position ~to~handle such contacts. ............ ”
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1 jorm OJ-150
4 Ed. 4-26-65)^

J * UNITED. STATES f GOVER'^SNT

1 Memorandum ’
A. ‘ CONFIDENTIAL

>ENT OF JUSTICE i
_ ' * I

1 J

TO Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation

date: 1966

EROM Fred M. Vinson, Jr.
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division ’ Unauthorized Disclosure. - 

Subject to Criminal Sanctions

. In recent months the Department has been, confronted with serious 
problems concerning the prospective or contjnued^rosecutionjXindivM 
who have beenjhe^subject.of prioi^^ surveillance. These problems
have^ometimes arisen comparatively late in the investigative or prosecutive 
process. For example, we recently were forced to close an important j 
investigation involving major gambling figures in Miami because we were : 
adviced mat the evidence necessary to obtain a conviction was tainted.- In ’

* other cases the problem arose after indictment (United States v. Davis, 
• United States v. John Drew) or in the appellate stage after
trial (United States v. Black; United States v. Kolod). ;

In view of these experiences, it appears necessary and desirable 
that the Department have ‘full knowledge of the extent of any device probler 
at as early a stage of preparation for prosecution as possible in order to 
^determine whether a particular case may or may not be tainted or what 
Responses will be necessary with respect to a motion under Rule 16 to 

,/produce statements. ‘

Accordingly, I feel it is imperative for us to establish between 
the Bureau and the Department (and perhaps United States Attorneys in 
cases of direct referral) some sort of "early warning" system. This may ' 

;require the Bureau to set up and maintain gppropym^^ with respect ' 
to electronic sufvelHa'nceand’ the materials derived* therefrom? ‘ ’

I have discussed this suggestion with the Attorney General and tn©'^ 
Deputy Attorney General.- Both feel that the establishment of such inSJcel 
is necessary. They have suggested that I discuss the details of their \ 
Establishment with representatives of the Bureau. I should therefore” 1 

i appreciate your designating individual for this purpose at your earliest - . 
convenience '

-NFIDENTIAL
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Assoc. Dir.  —. 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm.—, 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv—

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin.--------- — 
Comp. Syst. ----- 
Ext. Affairs --- 
Files & Com. --- 
Gen. Inv.--------  
Jdent.---------— 
Inspection -------

• Intell. ------------  
Laboratory-----  
Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. inv.------- 
Training -------

Legal Conn.-------  
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sco’y ----

9--

tfifiii hrff ii

{

LA ELECTrtUilXC SURVEILLANCE XNDIUES^FWDICATE 
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4 K

2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz • .
(1 J. B. Hotis)

1 - Mr. JR V. Cleveland - Encs. 
(Attn: Mr. J. L. Smythe)
(Route through for review)

1 - Mr. R. Wannall-

The Attorney General JUNE

Director, FBI
1 - Mr.
1 - Mr.

W.
R.

July 18, 1975

O. Cregar - Encs.
H. Ross - Encs.

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to a letter dated May 14, 1975

to

requesting cer
tain information and documents from the Federal Eureau of Investigation.

Attached for your approval and forwarding to the Committee is the 
original of a memorandum, with attachments, in response to the material Q 
requested in Appendix D, Item 2, of the referenced letter. A copy of this 
memorandum, with attachments, is enclosed for your records. 4

& a Enclosures - 76
o w’

a 8
4

62-116395
© AUG 6

1 - The Deputy Attorney General
Attention: K. William O’Connor 

Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination

RHR:rkf/jmn
(10)

Assoc. Dir. _____ :
Dep. AD Adm.
Dep. AD Inv._  

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. . ,
Comp. Syst. - 
Ext. Affairs 
Files & Com. _ 
Gen. Inv.______  
Ident.
Inspection  
Intell. . ..
Laboratory ____  
Plan. & Eval._  
Spec. Inv._____

CfflFIOWL HAIM. AIMED

- f

LewRpoun.
Telephone Rm.
Director Sec’y - MAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT

NW 65360 nocM:329806®4 Page 121



2 - Mr^| A, Mintz 
(1 -W. J. B. Hotis)

1 - Mr. W. V. Cleveland
(Attn: Mr. John L. Smythe)

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. R. H. Ross

July 18, 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES

Reference is made to SSC letter dated May 14, 1975, with attached 
appendices, requesting certain documents and other information from the 
FBI.

Item 2, Appendix D, requests all memoranda and other material 
relating to maintenance and operation of the so-called "Elsur" (electronic 
surveillance) indices.

Attached are the following documents responsive to the above 
Committee’s request: .

1. Department letter to Director, FBI, dated September 27, 1966, 
captioned ’’Electronic Devices. ” •

2. FBIHQ memorandum J. H. Gale to Mr. DeLoach, dated 
September 27, 1966, captioned ’’Electronic Devices. ”

3. FBI letter to the Attorney General, dated September 28, 1966, 
captioned ’’Electronic Devices. ”

Afsoc. Dir. . . 
Dep. AD Adm. . 
Dep. AD Inv._

Asst. Djr.;
Admin. —— 
Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affairs , 
Files & Com. _ 
Gen. Inv. . , ,,
Ident. .
Inspection — - 
Intel). _________  
Laboratory - . - 
Plan. & Evol. __ 
Spec. Inv._____  
Training_______

Legal Coun._____ 
Telephone Rm.__  
Director Sec’y _

RHR:

4.

5.

Department letter to Director, FEI, dated September 30, 1966 
captioned ’’Electronic Devices. ”

FEI letter to the Attorney General, dated October 3, 1966, 
captioned "Electronic Devices." EWML MATERIAL mEHED

:rkf/jmn 
(9) /

MAIL ROOM

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG

Teletype unit

SEE NOTE PAGE 5
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Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances

6. FBI memorandum W. C. Sullivan to Mr. DeLoach, dated 
October 4, 1966, captioned "Microphone and Telephone 
Surveillances. ”

7. FBIHQ teletype to Special Agents in Charge, all offices, 
except Anchorage, et al., dated October 5, 1966, captioned 
"Microphone and Telephone Surveillances. "

8. FBI airtel to All Special Agents in Charge, dated October 21, 
1966, captioned "Microphone and Telephone Surveillances."

9. FBI memorandum J. H. Gale to Mr. DeLoach, dated 
November 10, 1966, captioned "Microphone and Telephone 
Surveillances."

10. FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, et al., 
dated November 10, 1966, captioned "Microphone and 
Telephone Surveillances."

11. Special Agent in Charge Letter 66-72, dated November 15, 
1966, captioned "(G) Technical and Microphone Surveillances 
Use of Information from Electronic Devices in Criminal 
Prosecutions."

12. FBI memorandum J. H. Gale and W. C. Sullivan to 
Mr. DeLoach, dated January 11, 1967, captioned "Special 
Indices of Electronic Surveillances."

13. FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, et al., 
dated January 12, 1967, captioned "Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage," with 
enclosures of

- 2 -
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Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances

Department letter to Director, EBI, dated
October 24, 1966, captioned "Organized Crime 
and Racketeering Cases Pending in the Tax 
Division," and

Department letter to Director, FEI, dated 
December 2, 1966, captioned "Electronic 
Surveillance Information Requests," and its 
attachment, dated November 2, 1966.

14. FBI memorandum L. E. Short to klr. Tavel, dated February 9, 
1967, captioned "Department of Justice Requests for Electronic 
Surveillance Checks (62-318)."

15. FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated March 13, 1967, captioned "Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage."

16. FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated March 29, 1967, captioned "Elsur."

17. Department letter to Director, FEI, dated June 3, 1968, 
captioned "Electronic Surveillance, December 2, 1966, 
Memorandum."

18. FBII-IQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated June 12, 1968, captioned "Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage."

19. FBIHQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated May 2, 1969, captioned "Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage," with enclosure of

Department letter to Director, FBI, dated April 16, 
1969, captioned "Electronic Surveillance."

- 3 -
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Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances

20. Special Agent in Charge Letter 69-36, dated July 1, 1969, 
captioned "(E) Electronic Surveillance (Elsur). ”

21. FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated July 2, 1969, captioned ’’Electronic Surveillance 
Under Title IH of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968, ” with enclosure (example of special indices card).

22. Special Agent in Charge Letter 69-37, dated July 8, 1969, 
captioned ’’(A) Index Systems. ”

23. FBI letter to the Attorney General, dated July 25, 1969, 
captioned ’’Electronic Surveillance Disclosure Matters. ”

24. FBI airtel to Newark, dated July 31, 1969, captioned "Electronic 
Surveillance Under Title HI of the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968. ” -

25. Department letter to Director, FBI, dated August 7, 1969, 
captioned "Electronic Surveillance Disclosure Matters."

26. FBHIQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated August 13, 1969, captioned "Department Inquiries 
Concerning Electronic Surveillance Coverage."

27. FBIBQ airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated August 15, 1969, captioned "Microphone and 
Telephone Surveillances."

28. FBI memorandum J. Keith to Mr. Cleveland, dated October 23, 
1974, captioned "Microphone and Telephone Surveillances."

-4 -
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Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillances

29. FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, and all other 
offices, dated October 25, 1974, captioned "Microphone and 
Telephone Surveillances," with enclosure (example of special 
indices card).

30. FBI memorandum A. B. Fulton to Mr. Wannall, dated 
December 4, 1974, captioned "Microphone and Telephone 
Surveillances," with enclosure of

FBI airtel to Special Agent in Charge, Albany, 
and all other offices, dated December 6, 1974, 
captioned "Llicrophone and Telephone Surveillances. "

Enclosures * 37

1 - The Attorney General

NOTE:

This is to transmit to the Attorney General Item 2 of Appendix D, 
which is part of referenced SSC letter 5/14/75. Specifically, this Item 
concerns memoranda and other material relating to maintenance and 
operation of the "Elsur" index. The enclosures to the attached memorandum 
were obtained by review of appropriate files by personnel of the Special 
Investigative and Intelligence Divisions. No third agency consideration 
present.
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
./ > WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressee: Senate Select Committee t
□ LTR ® LHM □ Memo □ Report dated----7/18/75--------- -

'U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE Re: Request 
caption of Document:Pertaining to Electronic Surveil-

inces Appendix D, Item 2 *
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SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING.CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

TO: * Intelligence Community Staff 
ATTN: Central^Index

FROM:

FBI

SUBJECT: ' Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document 
for review but not transmitted, so note.)

was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED

| DOCUMENT | [BRIEFING | | INTERVIEW | [TESTIMONY ( [OTHER 7/1S/75

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

K SSC

HSC

4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer, 
interviewee, test i fier and subject)

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

6. classification of
INFORMATION (enter
U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword)

SSC letter 5/14/75, Appendix D, Ite® 2

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

Survi^llance, electronic ALL INF0B«A5

DATEJl/ja/fi

.htaihed

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

. Furnishing SSC all ®emoranda end other mterlal relating 
to maintenance and operation of the so-called

62-116395

W ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX 

IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY

379 I (6-75)
classify as APPROPRIATE
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INSTRUCTIONS

• Type or print clearly in ink.

• Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom.

• Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

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

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

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY - enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transciy.pt 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary. ' • 1
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■MW

FEDERAL BUREAU Of jNVhSTIGAHON

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION

KR001 MI CODE

TO

FROM

10-48AM URGENT

DIRE

JUN 1 /19/,

TELETYPE

UNE 14, 1975 EEF

OR (62-116395)

WAUKEE (62-1710) (RUC)

ATTENTION: INTD - W. 0. CREGAR

JUNE^SENSTUDY 75

RE BUTEL DATED JUNE 13, 1975

-ELSUR INDICES MILWAUKEE DIVISION

MARTIN LUTHER/ KING, JR

END

KAC FBIHQ CLR

AssoJDir ~~^71
Oep.-A.D.-Adnu™. | 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv—___ i

Asst. Dir.: £
Admin.___ ■
Comp. Syst __  
Ext. Affairs ___s 
Files & Com.___ft
Gen. Inv.___ .___ |
Ident — '
InspectidrjnScL
Intell.
Laboratory_____
Plan. & Eval.__ 
Spec. Inv.____ __
Training ___  

Legal Coun. ___ _
Telephone Rm.__ I 
Director Sec’y__ |

NEGATIVE RE

fA \ 'T'teo-Sfc
^o,r cjD(^©-<r“

6 AUG 141
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BOWUDY/JBHSSB|Y "JUNE" ENCLOSURE FORM

RE “ HOUSTUDY 62-1164S4-.
OR '

. SENSTUDY 62-116395-0 6, •'
. ■■■■ -■ ■■■ f IIW 1 -l» .■J1-L14--

THE SERIAL INDICATED ABOVE IS AN OUTGOING MEMO/LETTER TO THE 

ATTORNEY GENERAL DATED FURNISHING COPIES OF FBI

DOCUMENTS IN RESPONSE TO REQUEST(S) MADE BY EITHER THE U.S. 

SENATE OR HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEES ON INTELLIGENCE. SINCE THE 

ATTACHED XEROX:COPY/COPIES ARE "JUNE” MAIL, IT/THEY HAS/HAVE 

BEEN REMOVED FROM THE ENCLOSURE- TO THE SERIAL INDICATED ABOVE 

AND IS TO BE FILED IN THE "JUNE” FILE AS INDICATED BELOW:

THIS ENCLOSURE MATERIAL IS TO BE FILED IN THE "JUNE” FILE OF

HOUSTUDY

OR

SENSTUDY

62-116U6O
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united states government 

■ Memorandum

FROM

$
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E-i

p
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?:•
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.0

TO W. C. Sullivan date: 5-18-62

W. R. WannalLpv/

f /bject: JMMUNICATIONS INTELLIGENCE - CUBA

1
1
1
1
1
1

this

Mohr 
Callahan

Evans — 
Malone .

Tavel_
<1^ Trotter

- Belmont 
- Sullivan 
- Wahnall 
- Mullins 
- Nasca 
- Emond

Tele. Room__
Holmes ■■ 
Gandy —

office betweenThis morning a meeting was held in ____________ _________
representatives of the National Security Agency (NSA) and representative 
of this Section, The NSA representatives were Miss Blanco Stevens, ,
and Messrs. . Hotchkiss Young, Richard Lee, Stanley 0’Shinsky and 
Thomas Pacl, Jr. Section representatives were Agents R. D. Cotter,' / 
R. A. Mullins, V. H. Nasca and W. R, Wannall. The discussion centered 
about the means by which NSA could be most helpful to the FBI in 
processing some 20,000 messages received each month In NSA coverage 
of Cuban matters. The messages relate to commercial and personal 
communications between persons in Cuba and in the United States.^^^

Mr. Young, who heads the division in which this material 
is handled at NSA, poinred out that Lhe eutlxe material cannot bo 
completely processed because of personnel restrictions and NSA was 
most desirous of furnishing to the FBI material which would be most 
helpful to our operations.• After considerable discussion, it was 
decided that,of the raw traffic now available,the material which 
would be most helpful to us would consist of periodic listing of 
firms in- the_U.S. which are doing business with individuals in Cuba 
and the Cub an,. Government. For the most part these would be legitimate 
commercial transactions, however, Mr. O’Shinsky had a few items, which 
by their very nature, appear suspicious—such as a $3,000 payment to 
a radio"firm with no indication as to the reason for such a large 
payment," It is felt that by receiving periodic studies .of such 
commercial transactidns we will be in a position to determine if , 
by repeated-action, th^re might be some intelligence interests in a 
particular firm in the U.S. which, of course, would be of great 
interest to us./ch, *

With regard to personal messages, we feel that those 
relating to individuals traveling between Cuba and the U.S. would be 
the most significant . We die presently receiving a considerable 
amount of information from communications intelligence sources 
relating to persons going to Cuba but:a very insignificant amount 
of material relating to persons going in the other direction. We 
brought up our interest in this area’ and Mr. Lee, under whose
responsibility this primarily falls, agreed to undertake a survey
over the next few weeks and give us the results of the survey so we
can determine specifically/what might be available in this general area 

CLASSIFIED - /a
i exempt from eENm-E/BErWWsnjs 

(7)

bureau source -

Schedule of execuw^ 
CATEGORY^ 

ALLY DEClMSb

1652

/



Memorandum to Mr. Sullivan
re: Communications intelligence - cuba

Mr. Young pointed out that all of the some 20,000 messages 
are scanned and items which, on the surface, have some intelligence 
significance are processed. We, of course, expressed an interest in 
continuing to receive this type of material.'^JL

For the purpose of extracting from the raw traffic other 
items which might oe of interest to the FBI but which do not appear 
to be from the context of the message, we will furnish to NSA a 
list of persons in whom we have an investigative or an intelligence 
interest. - When the names of any individuals appearing on this list 
come up in the messages, those items will be given us. For the' 
purpose of maintaining this list, the NSA representatives will .
ddvise a 5 x. 8 card on which we can indicate the name of an individual 
in whom we are interested together with any identifying data we desire 
to include. As soon as the format of the card has been devised, it 
will be submitted for our approval. Mr. Young assured that, if we 
provided name cf individual who was of vital interest to us and' we 
did not want data concerning him disseminated to any ether agencies. 
NSA could arrange this.~\^X.

' It is felt that the meeting this morning was quite 
beneficial to the FBI. This is a source of information which has not 
yet being tapped and NSA is most anxious to handle this source in a 
manner which is to our best benefit.• 

ACTION: / .

For information.
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V

VK'^randum for Mr. Sullivan
Communications intelligence - cuba

^30-2102^

yarding the approximately 300 Security Index subjects who were placed 
i jrvon for pro-Castro activities or for exhibiting sympathy for the

iCTSON:

For your information. The NSA representatives appeared most 
uacerested in assisting us and its increasing capacity for covering 

.ee transmissions between the U. S. and Cuba should prove valuable 
a our coverage of Cuban intelligence activities?^’''}
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siPY ON: 25XJ— J U N E

1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - Mr. E. s. Miller
1 - Mr. Boynton
1 - Mr. G. C. Moore
1 - Mr. Putman

September 26, 1973

Lieutenant General Lew Allen, Jr. 
Director

^National Security Agency
Toft George’s. Meade7 Maryland

Dear General Allen: *

BY LIAISON

1 - Mr. .Shackelford

. I am in receipt of your letter of September 17,
1973, concerning the necessity for a mutual review of our 
policies with respect to the compilation and maintenance of 
the Watch List. I share your concern and fully agree that 
we should review our procedures to assure that our authorities, 
particularly in light of recent court decisions, are not 
exceeded.

• _ As you are aware, however, the Department of Justice
in filing’ affidavits with the United States District Court, 
Eastern District of Michigan, in the case of United States 
versus William Ayers, et al., which case involved the Students
for a Democratic Society, an organization included on the Watch 
List, took the position that the intercepts obtained by your 
agency were lawful and not within the disclosure requirements 
of the court. U*’' REC-2

' We' are instituting a review of oui-^i^^eBuii^ but' 
feel that any decision reached respecting the Watch List ' 
should await the final ruling of .the court. ’’ ' ,

Assoc. Dlr.
Asst. Dir.: 

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

Gen. Inv. . 
Went. . . 
Inspection 
Intell. - . - 
Laboratory * 
Plan. & Eval. - 
Spec. Inv. . —

Telephone Rm, 
Director Soc’y

FBI
Exempt from GDS 
Date of Declas

SEE NOTE-PAGE 2

MAIL ROOM CZ J

Category 
cation ilia" ~

4
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Lieutenant General Lew Allen', Jr.

It is our desire to cooperate with you fully in any 
measures you deem necessary to protect your valuable SIGINT 
sources. ’

Sincerely yours.

Clarence M. Kelley
Director ■

NOTE: ,

See memorandum T. J. Smith to Mr. E.' S. Miller, dated 
9/25/73, captioned "National Security Agency (NSA) Watch List 
Procedures," prepared by RHHsglw.

SIGINT stands for Signals Intelligence and refers to 
NSA interceptions of international communications

Classified '45?op—Seeset-" because unauthorized disclosure
■could result in grave damage to the national security.
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1 - Mr.’
1 - Mr.
1 - Mr.

The Attorney General

Director, FBI
CLASSIFIED BYS^fedg^ 
DECLASSIFY ON: 25XJ ......

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

W. R. Waanall - Encs.
W. O. Cregar - Encs.
J. W. Dalseg - Encs.

September 19, 1975

TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made.to the SSC letter dated August 20, 1975, 
vath enclosures, requesting certain documents and other information ' 
from the I BI. ,

Attached is the original of a memorandum, with enclosures 
in response to the material requested in Part VI, Items a. through n. , 
of the referenced fetter. .x

. 1 * '
briefing for Senators Church and Tower has been provided 

covering5 warrantless electronic surveillances, ^surreptitious entry for 
recovery of cryptographic material, teletype coverage requested by the 
National Security Agency and electronic penetration of communications 
equipment requested by the National Security Agency?! The White Nouse 
asked that agencies of the intelligence community noFrespond to any 
requests from the SSC covering these matters until the briefing had been 
given. The goal of the briefing w to confine knowledge of these matters 
to Senators Church and Tower and avoid proliferation of this information 
throughout the SSC staff. In view of this, it is recommended that the , 
enclosed material not be made available tdRBe O& s^f<13ijtttyit^^ / 
cussed with the White House. I further urge that it bez ifiade jctear to the 
White House that if this material is to be made available to the SSC that
access to the enclosed material be limited to Senators Church, 
and SSC Staff Director William Miller only, " 0

U'’

TOPSECRET

Intel!.
Laboratory 
Pion. & Eval._ 
Spec. Inv. 
Training _ 

Legal Coun. 
Telephone Rm.___ 
Director Sec*y __ MAIL ROOM TELETYPE

Assoc. Dir. _____
De^J. AD Adm._

Dep. AD Inv. __
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. . _ -

Comp. Sysl. ,  tttyt> 
Ext. Affairs   JWD
Files & Com.

62-116395

Classified B
Exempt froi

>. Date of Dec silication Indefinite

5736
GDS, Category

SEE NOTE PAGE 2

Number 2

CPO 'j-
NW 65360 Docld:32989604 Page 1.38



Tho Attorney General

NOTE:

A copy of this memorandum, vith enclosures, is enclosed for 
your records.

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: A.dchnel E. Shaheen, Jr.

Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination

Classified "Tup Secret** since Unauthorized disclosure could 
jeopardize sensitive methods.

Enclosures - 50



JUNE

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis - Encs.) 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall - Encs.
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar - Encs.
1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg - Encs.

62-116305
September 19, 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 

V/TTH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE; REQUEST PERTAINING TO WARRANTLESS 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES FOR ■ 
NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES

Reference is made to the SSC letter August 20, 1975, with 
jJ £ enclosures. Part VI requested documents and other information from 

.5 the TEI relating to electronic surveillances.
p ££< a g

Item a. requested a memorandum of W. C. Sullivan dated
. 4 73 September 25, 1964. Attached is a copy of a memorandum from 
H Q .« Mr. VZ, C. Sullivan to Mr. A. H. Eelmoat dated September 25, 1904, 
S .0 captioned ' Confidential Informant and Similar Types of Coverage. *’

**
O £
H 3 o Item b. requested a follow-up memorandum referenced in
00 3 a September 30, 1964, memorandum from Mr. Sullivan to Mr. Eelmont. 

Attached are copies of a memorandum from A. H. Eelmont to
& & Mr. Tolson dated October 6, 1964, captioned Special Investigative

§ Techniques,” a radiogram addressed to all SAC’s from the Director, 
EEI, dated October 6, 1964, regarding technical surveillances, and

a; an airtel to all offices from the Director, TEI, dated September 30,
, / 1964, captioned "Mail Covers.

Assoc. Dlr. - -
Dep. AD Adm._
Dep. AD Inv. __

Asst. Dir.:
Admin.
Comp. Syst.____

Items c. and d. requested material resulting from 
President Johnson’s June 30, 1965, 1’Memorandum for the Heads of 
Executive Departments and Agencies, ” pertaining to electronic sur­
veillances. Attached are memoranda from A. H. Eelmont to

Ext. Affairs ____ 
Files & Com._ _ 
Gen. Inv. .
Ident. .___  
Inspection 
Intell. _---------------  
Laboratory -.
Plan. & Eval. _ 
Spec. Inv. _ 
Training

Legal Coun.------ . 
Telephone Rm. __ 
Director Sec’y .

Mr. Tolson dated July 30, 1965, captioned’ Technical and Microphone 
ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG j / _ .

JWD:jmn a
(8) J SEE NOTE PAGE 5

TELETYPE^^^i

TO^ SECRET (2Q,

Classified by¥573G
Exempt fron O, Categories 2 and 3
Date of De ification Indefinite
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Sonata Select Committoeon Intelligence Activities

Ho: Request Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for 
National Security Purposes

Surveillances (President’s memorandum of Juno 30, 1065)” and a 
memorandum from the Director, FBI, to the Attorney General, dated 
August 2, 1065, captioned ’’Technical Surveillances and the Use of 
Electronic Devices* ”

Item c. requested material reflecting a Starch SO, 1965, 
conversation between Director Hoover and Attorney General Katsenbach 
pertaining to ’’proper controls over wiretapping and the installation of 
microphones* ” Attached are copies of a memorandum for the Attorney 
General dated hlarch 30, 1965, a memorandum for Messrs. Tolson, 
Delmont, and DeLoach from Dlr. Hoover dated Diarch 30, 1965, and 
a memorandum from A* H. Belmont to mr. Tolson dated Diarch 30, 
1965, captioned ’’Technical Surveillances and Liicrophone Surveillances.

Item f* requested material reflecting the procedure which 
was ’’set up” concerning microphone surveillances referred to in 
Dir. Hoover’s memorandum of Diarch 30, 1965, to the Attorney General. 
The procedure for approval of microphone surveillances is detailed 
in the A. H. Belmont to Dir. Tolson memorandum of Diarch 30, 1965, 
enclosed in connection with Item e.

Item g. requested material reflecting the ’’various recent 
conversations” between the Director and the Attorney General as 
referenced in the first sentence of the September 14, 1965, memoran­
dum from the Director to the Attorney General concerning ’’special 
investigative techniques." In addition to the material submitted in 
response to Item e., enclosed are copies of a memorandum from 
W. Hoover to XAessrs. Tolson, Belmont, Gale, Hosen, Sullivan, and 
DeLoach dated July 14, 1965, and a memorandum from A. H. Belmont 
to Dlr. Tolson dated Diay 11, 1965, captioned ’’Technical and 
Microphone Surveillances. ”

- 2 -
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TOEXGECuET

Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities

He: Request Pertaining to Warrantless
Electronic Surveillances for
National Security Purposes

Item h, referred to the September 14, 1065, memorandum 
from the Director to the Attorney General concerning special investi­
gative techniques and then requested material concerning statements 
in the memorandum. Material furnished in response to Items b. and 
g. above indicatesinstructions regarding microphones, wiretaps (i. e,, 
telephone wiretaps), mail covers, and trash covers. The attached 
copy of a memorandum from R. I>. Millon to Mr. Conrad dated 
July 26, 1965, captioned ’’Senate Subcommittee on Administrative 
Practice and Procedure (Long Committee)” indicates instructions 
relating to the use of portable recorders. Concerning the use of the 
polygraph, attached is a copy of a memorandum from W. Li.J elt to 
Mr. Tolson dated July 22, 1965, captioned "Polygraph Matters. ”

Item i. requested a memorandum from the Director to the 
Attorney General dated September 23, 1964. A copy of a memorandum 
from the Director, FBI, to the Attorney General, dated September 23, 
1965, captioned "Pakistani Mission to the United Nations - Internal 
Security - Pakistan" is attached.

Item j. requested material reflecting revisions, modifica­
tions, or changes resulting from the Attorney General’s memorandum 
of September 27, 1964 (date should be 1965). hi response, attached 
are copies of a memorandum from A. H. Eelmont to xVir. Tolson 
dated September 28, 1965, captioned "Special Investigative Techniques," 
and a memorandum from W* C. Sullivan to Mr. Eelmont dated 
September 30, 1965, captioned "Special Investigative Techniques. "

Item M requested material indicating implementation of 
the June 16, 1967, "Memorandum to the Heads of Executive Departments 
and Agencies" from Attorney General Clark. Attached are copies of 
a memorandum from J. H. Galeto Mr. DeLoach dated June 28, 1967,

-TO^^CEET -

- 3 "■
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TOMECRET

Senate Select Comruittee on Intelligence Activities

Be: Request Pertaining to Warrantless
Electronic Surveillances for
National Security Purposes

captioned ' Department’s Rules Regarding Use of Wiretapping and Other 
Electronic Surveillance by the Executive Branch, ” a memorandum from 
the Director, I EI, to all FEI field offices, dated June 29, 1967, cap­
tioned ’’Wiretapping and Electronic Surveillances, ” and a memorandum 
from A. J. Faker to Mr. Conrad dated June 20, 1967, captioned 
"Department’s Rules Regarding Use of Wiretapping and Other Electronic 
Surveillance by the Executive Eranch. ”

Item 1. requested material indicating implementation of the 
Cctober 16, 1972, ’’Memorandum to the Heads of Executive Departments 
and Agencies” from Attorney General Kleindienst. Attached are copies 
of a memorandum from Henry E. Petersen, Assistant Attorney General, 
Criminal Division, to the Acting Director, FBI, dated October 18, 1972, 
captioned "Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and Non-telephone 
Conversations,” a memorandum from Daniel FL Armstrong, JU, to 
Mr. L. Patrick Gray, HI, dated November 8, 1072, captioned 
"Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and Non-telephone Conversations, ” 
and a memorandum from W. V. Cleveland to Air. Felt dated November 7. 
1972, captioned "Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and Non-telephone 
Conversations. ”

Items m. and n. requested material relating to "new standards 
and guidelines for use of electronic surveillance ... " referred to by 
Attorney General Richardson in a September 12, 1973, letter to 
Senator J. W. Fulbright. The proposed guidelines were not completed 
before Mr. Richardson left the Department of Justice in Cctober, 1973, 
and were not implemented as Air. Richardson indicates in his testimony 
before Senators Kennedy, Muskie, and Ervin on April 3, 1974* This is 
indicated in the published transcript entitled’Joint Hearings before the 
Subcommittee on Administrative Practice and Procedure and the 
Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights of the Committee on the Judiciary

TOl^CRET
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TOWECPXT

Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities

Re: Request Pertaining to Warrantless
Electronic Surveillances for
National Security Purposes

and the Subcommittee on Surveillance of the Committee on Surveillance 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate, Ninety- 
Third Congress, Second Session on Warrantless Wiretapping and 
Electronic Surveillance. ”

Enclosures * 24

1 - The Attorney General

NOTE:

Classified "TqppSecret" since unauthorized disclosure could 
seriously damage sensitive methods and indicate FBI interest in foreign 
establishments.
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