
V 
i Serial Scope:

Released under the John F. Kennedy 
Assassination Records Collection Act of 
1992 (44 USC 2107 Note). Case#:NW 
55360 Date: 11-17-2022

NW65360 Docld:329836M Page!



—•h.

f°*M KO, tO " 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
OSA »Mll CFW loj-ii $

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 7
Memorandum

TO :Mr. J. B. ./•Adams
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Cochran 
Wannall 
Cregar

date: 8/12/75
- Personnel File - / 

Wilbur G. Stevens 
- Mr. Hotis / A'Y
- Mr.' Daly

Assoc. Dlr._____  
Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD Inv.,._

Comp. Sys*.___  
Ext. Affairs___  
Files &^Com.__  
Gen. Inv._____
Ident.______ y/f 

InspectionffZ^Intel 1^23? 

Laboratory * .* 
Legal Coun.
Plan.& Eval.__  
Spec. Inv. ....
Training - 
Telephone Rm.__

Director Sec’y __

Michael Eps.tein, Staff Member, Senate Select Committee, 
requested on' 8/12/75 that Special Agent Wilbur G. Stevens be made 
available for a Staff interview Thursday, 8/14/75, at 10 a.m. in 
Room G308, Dirksen Building. Stevens is. currently assigned at 
.FBI Headquarters in the Laboratory Division. Epstein stated the 
topic of interview would be the. Bureau’s investigation of Martin 
Luther King in the Southern Christian Leadership Conference 
(SCLC). '

RECOMMENDATIONS:

(1) That SA Stevens be released from his existing 
employment agreement for purposes of. this interview, concerning 
the Bureau's investigation of Martin Luther King in SCLC.

(2) That an Intelligence Division representative be^ 
available, but not present '.during the interview of SA Stevens to 
assist in making a determination whether a question may be 
properly responded to.
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PVD:lad - 
(9)

^9SEP 171975 ,
Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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Ciales evils'
SELECT COMMITTEE TO 

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

(PURSUANT TO S. RSS.il, S«H CONCRKSs)

Washington. D.C. 20510

August 27, 1975

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. Esq.
Special Couns^. for Intelligence 
Coordination

Office of t^e Deputy Attorney General
,U. S. Department 
Washington, D.C.

of Justice 
20530

O'

Dear Mike:

Attached 
materials in two

is an additional request for FBI 
parts. Part I for delivery to the

Committee offices and Part II for access to screen 
for delivery to the Committee offices.

Except where covered by other arrangemenLs, 
HP Wd-tn to KXHXj HI A CuGuS • lHS GSHGliilc
for delivery/access is September^9^1975.

Thank you for your assistance.



August 1975

REQUEST FOR FBI' MATERIALS

Part I. Request for Delivery . . _

1. Materials pertaining to NSA watch list activity, requested 
for access in Part V.E. of the request of August 5, 1975.

2. Additional materials pertaining to NSA watch list activity,- 
as set forth below. .

. .a. The original list on American citizens whose names were 
submitted by the Bureau to the NSA for inclusion on 
the Watch List. This list is referred to in the 18 '
May 1962 memorandum from W. R. Wannall to W. C. Sullivan.

b. The original request to the NSA to monitor illegal travel
between Cuba and the United States "through a third country.
This request is referred to in the 16 January 1963 memorandum
from W. R. Wannall to W. C. Sullivan.

c. A list of all American citizens among the 65 individuals 
in Cuba whose names were submitted by the Bureau to

. the-NSA for inclusion on the Watch List. This list is referred 
to in the 16 January 1963 memorandum from. W. R. Wannall to 
t.t p c::i n 4 ,

d. A list of the 300 Security Index subjects whose names were 
.. submitted by the Bureau to the NSA for inclusion on the 

Watch List. These subjects are referred to in the 16 
January 1963 memorandum from W. R. Wannall to W. C. Sullivan.

e. The Bureau’s Watch List for the NSA which was current as 
■ of 1 April 1965. This list is referred to in the 6 April-

1965 memorandum from W. R. Wannall to W. C. Sullivan.

f. Materials pertaining to correspondence between the Bureau 
and the NSA regarding the Watch List from 1965 to 1970.

g. A list of the "New Left Key Activists" whose names were 
submitted by the Bureau to the NSA for inclusion on the 
Watch List. This list is referred to in the 3 June 1970 
letter from J. Edgar Hoover to the Director, NSA.

h. A list of the individual black extremists whose names were 
submitted by the Bureau to the NSA for inclusion on the Watch 
List. This list is referred to in the "Note" at the end of

. 9 March 1971 letter from J. Edgar Hoover to the Director, NSA.

i. The 29 memoranda regarding Weatherman fugitives which were 
enclosed with the 16 April 1973 letter from L. Patrick Gray

. to the Director, NSA. .
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j. The Watch List current as of 21 September 1973. This Watch 
List is referred to in the 26 September 1973 internal 
memorandum on the Keith case.

k. A copy of the Watch List which was delivered to Henry 
S. Petersen. This Watch List is referred to in the 22 
January 1974 letter from Petersen to Director Kelley.

1. \rhe "product” received from the NSA regarding the following 

individuals and organizations whose names had been submitted 
by the Bureau for inclusion on the Watch List:

1) Grover C. McArthur
2) Roy Innis
3),Charles Garry
4) Student National Coordinating Committee
5) Black Student'Association, Memphis State University

3. The following materials pertaining to mail surveillance:

a. Memorandum from D. J. Dalbey to Mr. Tolson, dated 26 
July 1971, captioned "Mail Covers/Trash Covers."

b. Letter from William J.., Cotter, Assistant Postmaster \ 
General, Inspection Service, to J. Edgar Hoover, dated : 
12 October 1971. This letter is referred to in the 
letter from Mr. Hoover to Mr. Cotter dated 14 October

- 1971.

c. Memorandum from W. R. Wannall to E. S. Miller, dated
13 October 1971 captioned "Requests for Mail Covers." 
This memorandum is referred to in the letter from 
Mr. Hoover to Mr. Cotter dated October 14, 1971.

d. Memorandum from the Legal Counsel to J. B. Adams, dated 
15 July 1974, captioned "Mail Covers." This memorandum 
is referred to in the 15 July 1974 memorandum from the. 
Director, FBI, to the Assistant Attorney General, 
Criminal Divison, captioned "Mail Covers."

e. All materials pertaining to requests by the Bureau for 
special mail covers from 1971 through 1975 which have not 
been previously delivered to the Senate Select Committee. 
This request encompasses all special mail covers which 
have been terminated, regardless of whether the investi
gation for which the special mail cover was requested is 
active or inactive.
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f. All materials pertaining to cases in which prosecution 
of persons whose mail was intercepted was considered 
by the Justice Department. This request includes, but ' 
is not limited to, material pertaining to meetings or .

> correspondence between Bureau and Departmental personnel in 
regard to such cases, material pertaining to the decisions 
not to prosecute, and material pertaining to knowledge of 
any Department personnel of FBI mail intercept activity ■

\in such cases. ■

g. All materials reflecting knowledge and/or authorization of 
• FBI mail intercept activity by Department officials.

4. All materials pertaining to the following FBI practices, 
including but not limited to the origins, authorization, 
periodic review, and termination of the practices:

a. Use of automatic data processing by the Extremist 
Intelligence and New Left Sections, and any other 
related Sections, of the FBI Intelligence Division 

, in connection with the Computerized Telephone Number 
File. .

b. Incorporation of the Security Index into the FBI's 
. . computerized data bank and the availability-of.this.-.

• data to all offices through automatic data processing.

c. The use of automatic data processing to store, collate, 
or otherwise handle lists of Key Activists, New Left, 

. ’ and Extremists individuals, addresses, phone numbers,
demonstrations in which certain individuals have parti
cipated, summary reports or listings required for 
dissemination to the field offices or other interested

. agencies, and any related matters, as proposed by Inspector 
E.S. Miller on 9/1/71 (p.331 of 9/71 Inspection Report).

5. The Executive Conference memoranda reflected in the following 
abstracts: . , •

94-3-1-23957 z
66-2554-12745 ■ ,
66-2554-12761 ‘

■ 66-2554-12790 ’
66-2554-12795
66-2554-12801 ■
66-2554-12806
66-2554-12808 .
66-2554-12828 • ’
66-2554-12832
66-2554-12834
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66-2554-12848 
66-]554-12875 
.66-2554-12877 
66-2554-12887 
66-2554-12910 
66-2554-12949 
66-2554-12958 
\66-2554-12962
66-2554-12961 
6^6-2554-12964 

66-2554-12968 
66-2554-12966 
66-2554-12971 
66-2554-12972 
66-2554-12978 
66-2554-12984 
66-2554-12996 
66-2554-12998 
66-2554-12999 
66-2554-13001 
66-2554-13011 
66-2554-13014 
66-2554-13016 
V-V“ U ”* 1 J* 0 □ 
66-2554-13026

6. The'following materials pertaining to COINBTELPRO:

a. . Unexcised copies of all originating documents previously- 
delivered pursuant to letter of July 18, 1975.

b. The July 14, 1964 memorandum from Mr. Baumgardner to 
Mr. Sullivan, captioned "Counterintelligence Program, 

. Internal Security (Soviet-Satellite Imitelligence) " /
contains the following statement: "At the end of this 
90-day trial period, we will evaluate, our success and 
thereafter submit recommentations. . .. " Please submit 
all memoranda and other materials reflecting said 
evaluation and recommendations. ■

c. The July 15 airtel to SAC, New York, Chicago, and 
Washington Field, captioned "COINTELPEO—Internal 
Security, (Soviet-Satellite Intelligence) contains the 
following Statement: "Within 30 days (each of these 
offices should submit to the Bureau recommendations 
and detailed plans for implementing onse or several 
such operations." Please submit all memoranda and 
materials reflecting said recommendations and detailed 
plans. .

NW65360 Docld:32989634 Page?



d. The airtel described in Item c. above also contains the 
statement: "Other offices participating in the COINTELPRO 
against the CPUSA are urged to. . . promptly make available - 
any comments or suggestions to.the Bureau and the 3 offices 
participating in this new endeavor." Please submit all 
memoranda and other materials reflecting said comments 
and suggestions. • ■

e. The airtel described in Item c. above also refers to 
"Bulets dated 9/13/63 and 3/16/64" which were attached 
to said airtel. Please submit copies of these two "Bulets”.—

f. The August 25, 1967 letter described in Item e. above 
includes the statement: "At this time the Bureau is 
setting up no requirement;'for status letters to be period
ically submitted under this program." Please submit any . 
materials which subseaquently set up a requirement for 
status letters, and all status letters which were there
after received.

g. All memoranda and other materials which reflect recom
. mendations and decisions at FBI Headquarters to transmit 

the letter described in Item e. above*
-s * . *. , , ... . ,

h. An unexcised copy of the March 4, 1968 airtel from the 
Director to the SAC, Albany, captioned "Counterintelligence 
program, Black Nationalist-Hate Groups, Racial Intelligence."

i. The March 4, 1968 airtel described in Item h. above 
contains "Instructions" that each of the addressed field 
offices are to submit certain advice, summaries, lists, 
and suggestions within. 30 days. Please forward all 
memoranda and materials received by Headquarters in -
response to the instructions. (These need not include 
the individual suggestions which were to be submitted "by 

' separate letter’.')

j. The March 4, 1968 airtel described in Item h. above also 
requires each office to "submit a progress letter" each 
90-days. Please submit copies of all such progress letters.

k. All status letters received by FBI Headquarters pursuant 
to the instructions contained in the May 10, 1968 letter 
from the Director to all offices, captioned "Counterintelligent 
Program, Internal Security, Disruption of the New Left."

A, iocld:32989634 Page 8
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1. The "NYlet captioned "Communist Party, USA; Counter
intelligence Program; IS - C: (La Cosa Nostra)," 
dated 9/22/66" which is referenced in the communication — 

. from the Director to the SAC,-New York, captioned "Hoodwink
(Internal Security)" dated 10/5/66.

m. Bulet 11/14/60 captioned BOCOV, which is referenced in the 
\communications from the Director^ SAC, San Diego, captioned 
'Counterintelligence-Border Coverage Program, dated 1/9/61.

n. Please submit all documents which modify the originating 
documents furnished, including but not limited to the 

’ modification of Item h. above, to all BPP offices, 
requiring the biweekly submission of counterintelligence 
recommendations and reports, dated 1/30/69. 

_ /

o. Please furnish all 90-day status reports, as otherwise 
' specifically requested, from*all COINTELPRO programs.

■ p. Any yearly evaluations of the various COINTELPROs 
prepared by the Bureau, the two documents relating to the 
termination of all COINTELPROs: 1) memorandum from C. D. 
Brandon to W. C. Sullivan.-dated 4/27/71, Captioned

■’ "Counterintelligence Programs (COINTELPROs) / and 2)”'air'tel " 
to SAC, Albany, dated 4/28/71, daptioned "Counterintelligence 
Program (COINTELPRO)".

7. The following materials pertaining to FBI activity'with regard 
to Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.: •

a. Page 7 of FBI’s memorandum of July 24, 1975, identifying 
electornic surveillance reflects that ’Dr. King "was 
overheard on three occasions on tesurs on other parties". 
Please identify the targets, addresses., and dates of 
installation and termination.

b. Memorandum reference in Item a. above indicates that 
there might have been additional surveillances on which 
Dr. King was monitored, however, this information can’t 
be retrieved because the elsur indices "did not come into 
existence until October 5, 1966,." Please provide 
further elaboration of this problem in- view of the 
instructions sent to field offices in October 1966 direct
ing them to submit "the names of all individuals whose 
voices have been monitored through a microphone installed 
or a telephone surveillance operated by the office anytime 
since January one, one nine six zero."

NW 65360 Docld:32989634 Page 9
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8. ' The locations, addresses, and telephone ambers of all 
supervisors and coordinators for New Left and Black Extremis 

. COINTELPROs for 1967-71 in the following cities: New York, 
Newark, Los Angeles, San Diego, St. Louis* Chicago, Detroit, 
Boston.

9. The locations, addresses, and telephone numbers of all 
supervisors and coordinators for White Hate COINTELPROS 
for 1964-71 in the following cities: Jackson, Atlanta, 
Richmond, Alexandria.

10. All materials which relate to a meeting between the FBI 
Director and representatives of Newsweek JMagazine (Benjamin 
Bradlee and Jay Iselin) in September, October or November 
of 1964, including but not limited to:

a. Proposals, invitations, and replies for such meeting.

b. Arrangements, briefings, and preparations for such 
meetings.

c. Summaries or other5 evidence of what occurred at such 
meeting.

d. Conversations between Mr. Bradlee and/or Mr. Iselin, and 
former FBI official Cartha LeLoach on the day of the 
meeting or proposed meeting with the Director.

NW 65360 Docld:32989634 Page 10
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Part II. Request for Access

1. All materials pertaining.to FBI activity with’respect to the 
following:

a. National Organization for Women
b. ' August 26 Women’s Strike for Equality
c. Philadelphia Organization for Women for Employment Rights 
d. October 23-October 25, 1970 women's meeting at Fellowship

Hall, Limerick, Pennsylvania
e. New York Women’s Liberation Center
f. Women's Liberation Movement

■ g. Women’s Action Alliance

2. The following Executive Conference abstracts which are 
missing from the abstracts already provided for access:

66-2554-12741
66-2554-12742 - -
66-2554-12750
66-2554-12753
66-2554-12788
66-2554-12789

. 66-2554-12825. . ... .... •
66-2554-12830
66-2554-12863
66-2554-12870

- 66-2554-12898 ■
66-2554-12925
66-2554-12930
66-2554-12936
66-2554-12951
66-2554-12959
66-2554-12964
66.-2554-12988

3. All documents relating to disclosure of information to 
IRS Special Services Staff other than the documents 
actually furnished and all documents relating to (including

• documents generated as the result of) disclosure to FBI or 
Justice Department of information gathered by Special 
Services Staff.

NW 65360 Docld:32989634 Page 11



4. All materials pertaining to the opening and maintenance 
of a Bureau file, if any, on the following persons and 
organizations, including material reflecting the ■
decision to open the file, the information compiled in 
the file, and any other Bureau activity related to the

. subject and recorded in the file: .

a. Ron Karenga . ’ . , '

b. Whitney Young ■

5. The following materials pertaining to events in Chicago 
in November and December, 1969:

a. All materials developed between November 1, 1969, 
and December 4, 1969, relating to the existence of 
weapons in possession of the Chicago Black Panther 
Party at the apartment at 2337 West Monroe Street, 
Chicago, Illinois.

b. All FBI inspection reports or other reports 
relating to the raid conducted on December 4, 1969,

. by the Cook County State’s Attorney’s police, at 
.the apartment identified above. , .. . .

c.’ All FBI materials reflecting dissemination of information 
pertaining to the Black Panther Party or members thereof.

. to the Cook County State’s Attorney’s Office or members 
of the State’s Attorney’s police between November 1, 1969, 
and December 4, 1969. . ■

d. All FBI materials reflecting dissemination of information
■ pertaining to the Black Panther Party or members thereof to 
the Gang Intelligence Unit of the Chicago Police Department 
between November 1, 1969, and December 4, 1969.

e. All materials reflecting contacts by personnel of the FBI, 
including members of the Racial letters Squad of the 
Chicago field office, with personnel of the State's 
Attorney’s office, State’s Attorney’s police and Gang

- Intelligence Unit of the Chicago Police Department between 
November 1 and December 4, 1969, with respect to the Black 
Panther Party and members thereof.
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August 28, 1975

TO: Jolin A. Mintz, Assistant Director
Legal Counsel Division
Federal Bureau of Investigation

FROM: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for Intelligence 
Coordination

SUBJECT: Senate Select Cossnittee Requests

Attached are two letters from. the Senate Select Committee, 
one dated August 22, 1975, the other dated August 27, 1975. Both 
were received by this Office today.

The letter of request dated August 27, should be treated as 
part of the document request dated August 26, 1975, as the former 
specifically references the latter.

The letter of request dated August 22, 1975, is self- 
explanatory and not of the saw priority as that dated August 27.

Please arrange for compliance with these requests as soon 
as possible.



, PRANK CHURCH, IDAHO. CHAIRMAN 
JCHn G. TOWER, TEXAS. VICE CHAIRMAN

PHILIP A. HART, MICH.
WALTER F. MO IDALE, MINN.
WALTER D. HUDDLESTON. KY.
ROBERT MORGAN. N.C.
GARY HZ.RT, COLO.

HOWARD H. BAKER. JR., TENN, 
BARRY COLDWATER, ARIZ.
CHARLES-MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD. 
RICHARD S. SCHW21KER, PA.

WILLIAM G. MILLER. STAFF DIRECTOR 
FREDERICK A. O. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL 

CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL

‘SCmfeb

SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDT GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 

RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, MTH CONGRESS)

•• WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

August 27, 1975

Michael E. Shaheen, 
Special Counsel for 

Coordination

Jr., Esq.
Intelligence

Office of the Deputy Attorney General 
U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mike:

Attached is an addition to the Document 
Request delivered to you earlier today. The additional 
items list should be incorporated in the Document 
Request dated August 26, 1975.

Sincerely,

Domestic Intelligence Task Force



REQUEST FOR FBI MATERIALS

August 27, 1975

. ..

Additional items to be incorporated in the Document Request 
dated August 26,, 1975. .

Under Part I, Item 6 ■

q. Paragraph (e,) of SAC Letter No. 63-50, dated 10/1/63., 
contains the following statements:

. 'the following offices should submit to the 
Bureau, by letter under above caption ("Communist 
Party, USA - Negro Question - Communist Influence 
in Racial Matters") due 30 days from date of this SAC 
letter, an analysis of their current coverage of 
•communist activities in the Negro field plus 
details of their plans for intensifying such 
coverage:. . . . Also, those_16 offices which 
are participating in the Counterintelligence 
Program on a continuing basis should include in 
their next monthly letters due at the Bureau by 
October 15, 1963, any plans they may have to 
neutralize or disrupt any Party activities 
in the Negro field. Such information should be 
set out under the category "Possible Counter
intelligence Activity." ’

Please supply all letters received by FBI Headquarters 
" in response to the above-quoted instructions.

r. All memoranda and other materials reflecting proposals 
and decisions to issue the instructions quoted in 
Item q. above, and all memoranda and other materials 
pertaining to the following statement in the second 
paragraph of SAC Letter No. 63-50, dated 10/1/63: 

'there is also an urgent need for imaginative and 
aggressive tactics to be utilized through our

' Counterintelligence Program for the purpose 
of attempting to neutralize or disrupt the Party's 
activities in the Negro field. "

Under Part I, Item 7 ■ ■

c. The following materials'which are referred to, described, 
or discussed in the January 30, 1.975 FBI letterhead 
memorandum captioned "Special Squad at Democratic 
National Convention, Atlantic City, New Jersey, August 
22 - 28, 1964": ,
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(1) August 20, 1964 teletype to all continental 
field offices captioned "Disruption of Democratic 
National Convention, Information Concerning 
(Internal Security)".

(.2) "Follow-up instruction" issued on August 21, 1964.,

(3) All "Bureau memoranda prepared setting forth 
pertinent developments."

(4) Letter dated August 21, 1964, to then Deputy 
Attorney General Katzeribach which "responded to a 
request dated August 19, 1964, from Mr< John Doar..."

(5) Memorandum dated July 22, 1964, furnished to the 
White House "at the request of Walter Jenkins of the 
White House staff." ■

(6) Any materials reflecting Mr. Jenkins’ request 
referred to in Item 5. above.

(7) Director Hoover’s memorandum of September 10, 
■ 1964 reporting a telephone call from Mr. Jenkins.

(8) All 302's and any other materials or reports 
reflecting the FBI's inquiry into this matter.

(9) Memorandum contained in Newark files dated August 22, 
. 1964 concerning technical surveillance at the

Democratic National Convention. .

(10) Materials reflecting the attribution "to then Senior 
Resident Agent Clark that on Bureau instructions a 
mike should be considered for the temporary Congress 
of Racial Equality headquarters."

(11) July 2, 19'68 instructions that all Agent personnel 
are prohibited to pose as newsmen or representatives 

’ of any wire service for the purpose of establishing 
an investigative cover.

(12) All materials pertaining to the instructions 
described in Item 11. above.
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PHlUs* A. HART, MICH.
WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN.
WALTER D. HUDDLESTON, KY.
KOBERT MORGAN, N.C.
GARY HA.RT, COLO.

FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN
C. TOWER, TEXAS. 7(CE CHAIRMAN

HOWARD H. RAKER, JR., TENN. 
BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIE. 
CHARLES MC C. MATH1AS, JR., MD. 
RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.

WILLIAM G. MILLER, ST.M7 DIRECTOR
FREDERICK A. O. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL 

CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL

J&tafes Senate
SELECT COMMITTEE TO 

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
j RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

^(PURSUANT TO S. RCS. 21, WTH COHSRESS)

Washington,p.c. 20510

August 22, 1975

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esq.
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination
Office of the Deputy Attorney General
U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mike:

On May 14, 1975, the Senate Select Committee to 
Study Governmental Operations With Respect to Intelligence 
Activities requested all memoranda and other materials 
related to the 1969 disappearance of Associate Professor 
Thomas Riha, University of Colorado, insofar as such memo
randa and materials related to: (a) efforts of the FBI 
to ascertain the identity of confidential sources of the 
Central Intelligence Agency; and (b) inspections and 
administrative inquiries related to the disclosure of 
information to Dr. Joseph R. Smiley, then President of the 
University of Colorado. The Select Committee also request
ed all memoranda and other material related to actions by 
the Director or any other official of the FBI severing 
liaison or terminating contact between personnel of the 
FBI and personnel of the Central intelligence Agency. On 
June 13, 1975, the Select Committee received a very ade
quate response to the Committee’s May 14 request.

The Select Committee would,, however, like to 
request one further item in relation to the Riha case. 
Specifically, the Select Committee would like to request



Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esq. 
Page Two August 22, 1975

Professor Riha, any and all background material the Bureau 
may have on his disappearance, and any subsequent informa
tion the Bureau has developed on his current whereabouts.

Sincerely,

Tp-TyUVv

John T. Elliff
Director
Domestic Intelligence Task Force

J
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CODE TELETYPE URGENT

1 — Mr. J. A. Mintz 
TO SAC JACKSON 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall AUGUST 25, 1975

1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
FROM DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) 1 - Mr. S. S. Mignosa

1 “ UAr
(^SENSTUDY 75; BUDED AUGUST 29, 1975. 1 - Mr. T. F. Howard 

REBUCAL AUGUST 25, 1975.

THIS CONFIRMS REFERENCED CALL WHEREIN YOU WERE INSTRUCTED

TO FURNISH TWO XEROX COPIES OF CERTAIN MATERIALS WHICH WERE 

SPECIFIED TO YOU REGARDING A. I. BOTNICK, TOM HENDRICKS, 

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS, RAYMOND ROBERTS, GORDON CLARK,THOMAS A. 

TARRANTS, AND KATHY AINSWORTH. UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES ARE YOU ‘ 
1

TO EXCISE ANY INFORMATION FROM MATERIALS WHICH YOU COPY.

EXCISION WILL BE DONE AT FBIHQ.

WHERE INFORMANTS ARE CONCERNED, ADVISE WHETHER THEY ABE. 
ACTIVE OR FORM^J^F PUbSSiS'^^

WHEN AND UNDER WHAT CIRCUMSTANCES E AUG 26 1975

BUREAU DEADLINE MUST BE MET WITHOI^^L^ND-M^RIAL

^COvfA1^ FBIHQK0
. , * COMMUNICATIONS SECTION

TFH:rbs%l/^
(8) AUS 2 b 1975
NOTE:

The above concerns a enate

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

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. ----------  
Comp. Syst.-----  
Ext. Affairs - -- 
Files & Com.---  
Gen. |nv. - .. . 
Ident. - 
Inspection-------  
Intell. , 
Laboratory - 
Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv. . . 
Training -

Legal Coun. - ■ 
Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec’y----

Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect 
to Intelligence Activities,dated 8/20/75. The request is for 
materials pertaining to FBI activities with regard to the above 
individuals in the Jackson and Meridian, Mississippi, areas during 
the period,, of 1967-1970. These materials are requested for 
access by" 9/4/75fe;,, The materials specifically requested were 
furnished telephonically to Field Supervisor Larry Buteau by 
SA T.F.,Howard, who is handling this specific matter.

M. TELETYPE UNIT E



"V

FEDERAL BUkeAU Or MmfttMnON 
CQIWWflONS SEGHON

Assoc. Dir. ____ ’
Dep.-A.D.-Adm.— i

4 NR 005 PH PLAIN TaEWPE
645 PM NITEL AUG* 27* 1975 DCC

TO: DIRECTOR (62-116395)

FROM PHILADELPHIA (62-0)

JEN STUDY'75 ?

, RE BUREAU NITEL, AUGUST 26, 1975.

'' 1 ' 1 1

Dep.-A.D-Inv.____ i
Asst. Dir. :
Admin.--------
Comp. Swt____ 
Ext. Affairs ___ 
Files & com.___ 
Gen. Inv. _ 
Ident._ __ 
Inspection, 
Intell, lv£z 
Laboratory-
Plan. & 2^1. -L
Spec. Inv.---------
Training ------ ,—

Legal Conn. —.— 
Telephone Rm.
Director Sec'y___

J 
i
!

MRS. KATHLEEN LOGAH, FORMER EMPLOYEE* SPOUSE OF SA RICHARD E. 

LOGAN* PHILA. DIVISION* CONTACTED AUGUST 27, 1975, BY ASAC LEE F. 

LASTER RE POSSIBILITY SHE MAY BE INTERVIEWED BY SSC STAFF. SHE 

INDICATED THAT faLE ASSIGNED TO FBIHQ SHE PERFORMED DUTIES RELATING? 

TO THE MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. CASE. BOTH SHE AND HER HUSBAND

INDICATED THAT IF CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF* SHE WILL IMMEDIATELY ADVISE

PHIL A. DIVISION AND CONTACT THE LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION PRIOR TO

INTERVIEWS AND UNDOUBTEDLY WILL REQUEST PRESENCE OF AN AGENT

PROBABLY HER HUSBAND* DURING ANY INTERVIEWS

END

IS SEP & 1975
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ffOERAL BUREAU 0.- INVESTIGATION 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION

AUG 271975

, NR006 AL CODE
.''

MetW
11*36 PM NTTEL AUGUST 27, 1975 LVV

TO DIRECTOR (62-1.16395)

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

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin.
Comp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs . 
Files & Com. . 
Gen. Inv. 
Ident.____

Laboratory
. Plan. & Eval.

* Sp-c. Inv.-----  
Tr. insng 

Legal Conn.
Telephone Rm. 
Director Sec’y .

REBUTEL AUGUST 26, 1975.

ON AUGUST 27, 1975 JOHN H. KLEINKAUF WAS CONTACTED 

BY ASAC ALBANY ADVISED CONTENTS RE BUTEL.

END

SMD FBIHQ CLR FOR ONE

8 4 SEP 4 1975.
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■4-
FEBUAl '.'Z'.La

3 “Ci I0H

’ j NR 001 ba code

1055AM URGE

FBI

AUGUST 27, 1975

TO: DIRECTOR

z^ORFOLK
•^OMS BALTIMORE (66-3127)

^tRSONAL ATTENTION 

< SENSTUDY 75>

RE BUREAU TEL., AUGUST 2

ALBANY, AUGUST 26, 1975

TELETYP £><J W

st vr’^’~,roj

latter teletype advised of following

INQUIRIES HADE OF BUREAU BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

Assoc. Dir. ----- 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm.
Den-A D,-Inv._

Asst. Dir.:
Admin.-------  
Comp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs 
Files & Com.

। Gen. Inv.----- 
I Ident.

Laboratory —■— 
Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv.------—
Training  ------—

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

1975, AND BUREAU TEL TO

(SSC) CONCERNING BELOW-LISTED FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES SUGGESTS

THEY MAY BE INTERVIEWED BY SSC STAFF. WHILE SUBJECT OF 

INTERVIEWS HAS NOT BEEN DISCUSSED BY SSC, INTERVIEWS WILL 

LIKELY PERTAIN TO THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES* DUTIES WHILE IN

THE INTERNAL SECURITY AND/OR SUBVERSIVE CONTROL SECTIONS AND 

MAY ALSO RELATE TO THE FORMER BUREAU’S INVESTIGATIONS OF 

MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., COMMUNIST INFLUENCES IN RACIAL 

MATTERS AND RELATED MATTERS. SET OUT BELOW ARE LAST KNOWN

/©DRESSES OF THESE FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES.

EACH OF THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY 
■ pq KEV*

CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE S

Era SEP 2 1975 □

I c5 4 SEP 4
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PAGE TWO

STAFF. THEY SHOULD BE TOLD THAT IK THE EVENT THEY ARE 

INTERVIEWED AND DURING COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED 

WHICH RELATE TO SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS (SOURCES, 

METHODS AND TECHNIQUES, ONGOING INVESTIGATIONS, AND THIRD 

AGENCY RULE, INCLUDING IDENTITIES OF FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 

AGENCIES), THEY MAY REQUEST AN FBI AGENT BE PRESENT. BUREAU 

WILL PROVIDE AGENT ON REQUEST OF INTERVIEWEE. AS A PRELUDE 

TO INTERVIEW, THE FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY, AFTER BEING CONTACTED 

BY SSC STAFF, CONTACT BUREAU’S LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION BY 

COLLECT GAU FOR FULL INFORMATION TO ASSIST HIM, INCLUDING

I OBLIGATIONS AS TO CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION ACQUIRED AS 

FBI EMPLOYEE. IT IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAU’S OFFER OF 

ASSISTANCE IS NOT INTENDED TO IMPEDE SSC WORK BUT IS DONE AS 

COOPERATIVE GESTURE AND TO SAFEGUARD SENSITIVE BUREAU 

INFORMATION. CONTACTS WITH THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES TO BE 

HANDLED PERSONALLY BY SAC OR ASAC. IN EVENT THIS NOT 

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

IMMEDIATELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOULD BE FURNISHED 

BUREAU BY TELETYPE IN ABOVE CAPTION. IF A FORMER EMPLOYEE 

NO LONGER IN YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AWAY, SET OUT LEAD

NW 65360 Docld:32M®634 Page 23



• ♦
PAGE THREE 

TO OTHER OFFICE IMMEDIATELY WITH COPY TO FBI HEADQUARTERS.

RE FORMER FBI EMPLOYEE JAMES F. BLAND, 4310 ROSEDALE 

AVENUE, BETHESDA, MARYLAND, 200M, 

INQUIRY IN VICINITY OF BLAND'RESIDENCE AUGUST 26, 1975, 

REVEALS JAMES F. BLAND ON VACATION AT WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, 

DATE OF RETURN TO BETHESDA, MARYLAND, NOT KNOWN. MR. BLAND 

CAN BE CONTACTED THROUGH HIS DAUGHTER, MRS. MARY LYNN WILDING, 

105 RONDANE PLACE, WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, TELEPHONE NUMBER 

804-5 64-9 4 77, HER HUSBAND’S TELEPHONE NUMBER BEING 220-00 60. 

IF WOT AT ABOVE, MR. BLAND MAY BE CONTACTED THROUGH HIS SON, 

ATTORNEY ROBERT BLAND, WILLIAMSBURG AREA TELEPHONE NUMBERS 

229-6381 OR 229-3770.

LEAD:

NORFOLK

WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA

IMMEDIATELY CONTACT JAMES F. BLAND PER INSTRUCTIONS 

IN RE BUREAU TEL, AUGUST 26, 1975. .

END 

VLN FBIHQ CLR
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The Attorney General

Director, FBI

August 26, 1975
1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz x
.. - (1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) >\
I - Mr. W. R. Manual1 '

<~X 1 - Mr. W. 0. Gregar
UNITED STATES DERATE 1 - Mr J ® Lee
SELECT COMMITTEE Oil ~ ‘ ‘ '
TMTmrlGEiXE-AeTIVITIES (SSG)

On August 15, 1975, Mr. John T. Elliff, Director, 
Domestic Intelligence Task Force, SSG, and two members of vj 
his staff were briefed concerning our participation in mail 
intercept programs as well as-our participation in the 
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) mail intercept program pe3sc\ 
your approval based on our letter dated August 13, 1975.

During this briefing members of the SSG staff - 
expressed interest in our participation in the GIA moil /;
intercept program and inquired about a Stop List maintained^ , 
by the Bureau of individuals in whom we were interested. ' N 
The names on this Stop List were furnished to CIA for its 
guidance. The staff members inquired if we requested and V‘ 
received information on the citizens of the U. S. and , 
domestic organizations in the U. S. At the time of the 
briefing the Stop List was not available. ••

Ue have now located the Stop List maintained in_-?^ 
the Bureau for this project. From a review of the cards 
in the Stop List we have determined that names of American 
citizens as well as domestic organizations are included.

I

On receipt of your concurrence, we ^yill make 
arrangements to inform Mr* Elliff of the location of this 
Stop List and the fact that it included names of American « . * ... _ t     _ *_ * _    —. 2* _ . — a .1   . •  ♦ i i_ n _
forhim for review.

SEP 2 1975
Assoc. Dir.--------  

Dep. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. .. ...
Comp. Syst.-----  
Ext. Affairs-----  
F iies & Com.---  
Gen. Inv. .--------- ■
Ident. ._________ 
Inspection_____ 
Intell. ________ -
Laboratory -------  
Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv.--------- 
Training

Legal Coun. ____  
Telephone Rm. —

62-116395 ‘
1 - The Deputy Attorney General 

Attentions Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

JPLsemg
Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination

1

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920
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The attorney General

Director, FBI

1 - Mr. J.W. Adams V \
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) k 
1 - Mr.
1 - Mr.

1 - Mr.

W.
W.

L.

R. wannall >
0. Cregar

August 26, 1975 

F. Schwartz

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

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED * k

I fro k,
kk

Reference is made to the August 20, 1975, request 
of the SSC for FBI materials. ’ x

Enclosed is a memorandum for your approval and 
forwarding to the Committee in response to Part I of the 
referenced request on which a deadline for delivery was set 
for August 26, 1975. s' 1 ‘

Also enclosed for your records is a copy of the 
memorandum prepared for the Committee.,

Enclosures (2)

62-116395

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination

IFS:lhb/AL
(10)

NOTE:

as SEP 2 1975

ROOM”
A copy of Part I of the SSC request

As^"': attached to the file copy of this communication. Exact copies 
comp. syet.Qf the materials being furnished are maintained in the office of 
FiiesTcontSe Senstudy Project and a detailed record has been maintained of

Assoc. Dir.--------  
Dep. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD lnv« of 8/20/75 is

Gen. in.. materials furnished. Arrangements have been made for a
inspection representative of the Legal Counsel Division to deliver the 
in.eti—attached memorandum as well as the materials being provided to 
"^tEe SSC on 8/26/75.
Spec. Inv. --------  
Training _

Legal Coun.-------  
Telephone Rm. ---

M TELETYPE UNIT GPO : 1975 O - 569-9’20



62-116395

S 8 a w 9

c

<*5

O

.CO

Es & £

1

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

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1

1
1

- Mr.
- Mr.

W. R. Wannall

August 26, 1975

W. 0. Cregar 
L. F. Schwartz

STUDY GOVERNMENTS OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to Part I of the August 20, 1975 
request by the SSC for FBI materials for delivery by 
August 26, 1975.

The materials requested in Part I have been 
processed and will be delivered to the Committee on August 26 
1975, with this communication.

Considerable research has been necessary to gather 
the material requested in Part I, Item 7 of your request. 
Material pertaining to the origin and approval of Item 7b 
<HThe Extremist Speaks”) and Item 7d ("Stop the Bombing 
Campaign; A Communist Cause") is being furnished herewith. 
We are continuing our research concerning the remaining 
publications listed in Item 7 and any pertinent material 
located will be forwarded by September 4, 1975, With regard 
to your request for material pertaining to periodic review 
of the preparation and dissemination of the publications 
listed in Item 7, it is noted that Item 7d and Item 7e were 
single publications. The remaining publications were subject 
to periodic review with each specific publication of the
particular item.

Assoc. Dir.--------  ,
Dep. AD Adm. —
Dep. AD Inv. — In connection with Item 9 of your request, special

Ar;min?"______ arrangements between the Department of Justice and the SSC 
Comp. Syst. —— provide that this material be furnished to the Department 

riJ&X”prior to being furnished to the SSC. The Department is \
presently studying this matter.Gen. Inv. 

(dent.________  
Inspection_

-- ---------- The information requested in Items 11 and 12 is 
Laboratory-------  ' ' *
Pion. & Eval. —being forwarded by separate memorandum.

1 ' Attorn^ General SECSET MATBRIAL AX?

j Telephone Rm. — \
DheeUrSee^-J^ILJEgM^ T 569-920
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August 20, 1975

' REQUEST FOR FBI MATERIALS

/ Part I — requested for delivery by August 26, 1975

. 1. Materials pertaining to the origins, approval, and 
implementation of SAC letter 70-48 dated September 15, 
1970, which authorized development of Security Infor
mants between the ages of 18 and 21.

2. Materials pertaining to a two-day conference held at 
FBI headquarters on September 17-18, 1970, with racial 
supervisors from 39 field offices plus two legal 
attaches, including the initiation of- the conference, 
the subjects discussed, and any advice or instructions 
to the field related thereto.

3. Materials pertaining to the origins, approval, and 
implementation of decision in 1970 to grant approvals 
for Special Agents in Charge on their own initiative 
to authorize use of concealed recording devices by a 

vSpecial Agent or proven source in covering public 
appearances by black and New Left extremists except 

x where such appearances are at educational institutions.

/
4. Materials pertaining to the Attorney General’s testi- 

\ ,-mony on February 27, 1975, regarding "types of .abuse 
' for which the Bureau has been susceptible in the past."

. (This material was previously made available for review 
per III. D. of your letter of August 1, 1975. Delivery 
is now requested.)

5. All SAC letters and SAC memoranda previously made avail
able for access by SSC staff at FBIHQ. (Cf., Part IV, 

’ item 3.)



- 2 -

6. - Materials pertaining to the furnishing of information 
to the White House in 'February 1970 and March 197 0 
regarding the role of Klan organizations in mailing 
letters to the President protesting school desegrega-

____-tion.

7 .^-Materials pertaining to the origins,, approval, and 
periodic review of the preparation and dissemination 
by the Research'Section of the Intelligence Division 
of the following:

a. CINAL, a periodic intelligence letter summarizing 
significant items of interest in the security field;

4

b. "The-Extremist Speaks", a monthly compilation which 
shows the extremist views of rigiht, left, and racial
ly oriented groups and individuals;

c. "Special Report, Nationwide Civil Disturbances", 
an extensive brief prepared at t&e request of Vice 
President Agnew;

d. "Stop the Bombing Campaign: A Communist Cause", a 
study prepared at the request of the President's 
Foreign Intelligence Advisory beard;

e. A secret paper for the U. S. Intelligence Board 
analyzing "Racism, Radicalism, and Nationalism in 
the Caribbean";

f. "FBI Summary of Extremist Acitivities", a weekly 
summary of racial extremist activities.

8. Materials pertaining to the origins, contents, and main
tenance of additions to, and periodic review of, the 
National Security File maintained by the FBI'laboratory.

9. All materials pertaining to Project HUNTER, including, 
but not limited to, all memoranda discussing the origins, 
approval, implementation, and periodic review of the 
requests by the FBI for the opening of mail by the CIA 
in connection with this project and any other CIA mail 
intercept activity; and all materials pertaining to the 
origins, approval, and implementation of the requests 
by the FBI for CIA mail intercepts directed at the

65360 Docld:32989634 Page 29
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following: SNCC, Institute for Policy Studies, Clergy 
and Laymen Concerned About Vietnam, and Jeremy Sto^e.

10. Copies of the 90-day status letters on COINTELPRO 
activities submitted by the Chicago FBI field office 
to the Bureau.

11. Last known address.of former FBI clerical employee 
Katherine Osborn Jensen.

12. Present office of assignment or last known address of 
the following present or former Special Agents:

.a. John Kleinkauf;

b. William Forsythe;

c. James Bland;

d. Paul Cox;

e. Theodore P. Rosack;

f. Robert Denz; ’ ........

g. Fred Fox.



5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressee: _ Senate Select Committee__________________

8/26/75I I ^.TR Fxl LHM | | Memo | | Report dated 
U. S. Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
Caption of Document: Activities. (part p of 8/20/75

re^t st by SSC. )
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE
E: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 

BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO: Intelligence Community Staff
ATTN: Central Index

FROM:

FBI
SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. date provided

gi| DOCUMENT |BRIEFING | INTERVIEW | [TESTIMONY OTHER 8/26/75

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

ssc

HSC

4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer, 
interviewee, testifier and subject)

and enclosures

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal 
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.)

SSC letter 8/20/75, Part I, Ite&3 1-6, 7B end I) 
8 and IO

6. classification of 
INFORMATION (enter
U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword)

TS

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

Opting procedures
Intelligence collection

(

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

liatericls pertaining to; Origins, approval, and isplementation of SAC I 
letter 70-48 dated 9/15/70 which authorized development of Security 
InforsWMbsi between ages 18-21; A 2-day conference held at FBI head
quarters 9/17*18/70, with racial supervisors from 39 field offices plus 
two legal attaches^origins, approval and implementation of decision 
in 1970 to grant approval for SACs on their own initiative to authorise 
use of concealed recording devices by a SA or proven source in coverings
publiQ appearances by black and New left extremists except where such 
appearances are at educations! institutions? Attaway Generates testimony 
m 2/27/75, regarding ^types of abuse for which the amu has been 
susceptible in the past”; Ml SAC letters and SAS memoranda; Furnishing 
of information to the White House in 2/70 and 3/70 regarding the role ofof
Klan organizations in smiling letters to the President protesting sch >ol 
desegregation} Origins, approval, and periodic review of the preparat Lon 
and dissemination by the Research Section of the Intelligence Pivlsio;i 
of the following; ”The Extremist Speaks”, and "Stop the Bombing Campa Lgn: 

A Cosmunist Caused Origins, contents and maintenance of additions to

_S2.
3791 «

IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75
rm

COVER)
NW 65360 Docld:32»634 Page 32



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 transcript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary.
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Page two

andperiodic review of, the National Security File maintained by 
the FBI laboratory; Copies of the 90-day status letters on COINTELPRO 
activities submitted by the Chicago FBI field office to the Bureau.
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The Attorney General

1 - Mr, J. A. Mintz
1 - Mr. J. Cochran

(Attn: W. G. Stevens)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

August 25., 1975

Director., FBI
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

U. S. SEWE. SELECT COMMITTEE 
Oly INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) /J iNFUKMATlON CONTAINED 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DATE2-23#

Enclosed for your information is the original of a
memorandum concerning an interview by Staff Members of captioned 
Committee of FBI Special Agent 'Wilbur G. Stevens. A copy of th©', 
memorandum is also enclosed for forwarding to Mr. James A.
Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President.

Enclosures (4)

62-116395

1 -

1 -
1 -

The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr

100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
67-278117 (Personnel File SA Wilbur G, Stei^n^ 2 1975 *

SFP:lhb | k Io 
(11)

Assoa. 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 Soc’y___ MAIL ROOM I I TELETYPE UNIT I I
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62-116395

1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
1 - Mr. J. Cochran

(Attn: W. G. Stevens)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

August 25., 1975

1 - Mr. W. Q. Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

W. S. SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDY GOV«WMTAL OPERATIONS WITH 

RESPECT TO STELLIGBICE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

SSC STAFF F

DATE^ii^^
Set out belo’r is information concerning an

AGENT 
^knORCONTNO 

-.As i!<-.''.assified .

interview of FBI SA Wilbur G. Stevens by SSC Staff Members. 
Stevens is currently assigned to FBI Headquarters. The 
details of the interview are as furnished by Stevens.

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

Asst. Dir.:
Admin.________ 
Comp. Syst. .. . 
Ext. Affairs___  
Files & Com.__  
Gen. Inv, ... .. . .
Ident._____ -----  
Inspection — ----  
Intell. ________  
Laboratory____ 
Plan. & Evol.--  
Spec. Inv. .____ .
Training - .

Legal Coun. _ .
Telephone Rm.__  
Director Sec’y__

On advance notice from Mr. Michael Epstein, 
SSC Staff Member, Stevens was advised that he was to be 
interviewed at 11:30 a.m., August 14, 1975, in the SSC 
offices. Stevens was informed by the Legal Counsel Division 
of the FBI that he was being released from any applicable 
employment agreement for purposes of the SSC interview 
concerning the former FBI investigation of Martin Luther 
King, Jr. It was explained to Stevens that he had a 
right to counsel; however, the FBI was unable to provide 
private counsel. Stevens was also told that there were 
certain privileged areas concerning which he would not be 
required to answer questions. These areas concerned infor
mation which might divulge the identities of FBI sources; 
information relating to sensitive methods and techniques; 
information which might adversely affect ongoing FBI 
investigations; and information which had originated with 
other agencies, including foreign intelligence agencies. 
Stevens was informed that if a question arose during the v 
interview in one of these areas, he had the privilege, 
before replying, of consulting with an FBI representative

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
1 - 67-278117 (Personnel File SA Wilbur G. Stevens)
SFP.lhb (10) ORIGINAL ^ND ONE COPT TO A^^ H0IE PAGE 5

MAIL ROOM I I TELETYPE UNIT I I Gi’O
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SE'WE SELECT COMMITTEE OH WELL1GEHCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: IIITERVIE7 OF FBI SA BY SSC

■who was to accompany him to the intcrvie-'. This representative 
would not be present during the actual interview but would 
merely be available nearby in the event consultation was 
desired^, ’

Stevens was interviewed in SSC offices for the 
approximate period 11:30 a.m. to 12:20 p.m., August 14, 1975, 
by SSC Staff Members Michael Epstein and Mary DeGreo.- At 
the outset of the interview, Stevens was requested to, and 
did, sign an ADVICE OF RIGHTS statement, a Xerox of which is 
attached hereto.

The following is a statement of areas covered in 
the interview, as furnished by Stevens.

It should be noted that the subject matter does not 
necessarily follow in a chronological fashion as it concerns 
dates and times, or as it concerns the order in which the 
questions were asked. It should also be noted that the 
Committee and Epstein were evidently interested in activity 
pinpointed Ln the area of 1961-1967.

Stevens was first questioned about his background 
and employment at the FBI. He advised that he was employed 
in March, 1942; terminated temporarily January, 1944, for 
military service; continued in March, 1946; terminated 
temporarily in August, 1950, again for military service; 
and again continued from August, 1951, until September, 1956, 
when he was appointed an SA with the FBI. After training 
and a short assignment in the Charlotte, Forth Carolina, 
Field Office, Stevens was transferred back to FBI Headquarters 
and assigned to the Radio Engineering Section in the Laboratory. 
He has continued work in this Section since then.
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Stevans ®s next questioned about the chain of 
ccmmand In the Laboratory and who muo the assignments of 
vorZ^» 'Xho chain of cocwnd mas explained storting "ith 
the Director ; then the Assistant Director, in this ease of 
the laboratory; next the Section Chief; the ’umber One Fan 
in the Section; finally ctom to the SA level. It was also 
nointel out that at the tire in question there were no 
Unit Chief positions in the laboratory.

The next question by Epstein concerned the physical 
location of various facilities of the Hadio Engineering 
Section; l.e*, where certain SEs were assigned office space. 
Included in this question las the SA complement in the 
office Stevens occupied. Stevens replied that at the tine 
ho occupied space in Boo© 7110 in the Department of Justice 
building along with five other SA Supervisors: John II. Fatter, 
Lillies C. Harvard, Hebert Hiller, Bruce F. Fisher and 
Charles K. Corbett* Stevens also said that this comlement 
changed as people retired ano that as changes occurred there 
were additions to this group; Joseph B. Parsons and 
Ililliam D. Campbell.

The question was then asked as to whether Stevens 
knew anything about magnetic recording tapes concerning 
1-Mrtin Luther King, Jr. Epstein was told by Stevens that he, 
Stevens, did have knowledge of this but received his infor
mation only through hearsay, having no direct knowledge as 
to the existence at the time that Epstein alleged the tapes 
wore mdc. Asked if he had listened to the tapes or to 
composite tapes, Stevens advised that he bad not.

Spstein then asked Stevens whn would have the 
ability to ’'ork on tapes such as these. Stevens advised 
that almost ony of the Sa Supervisors previously mentioned 
rzould have the ability to work on tapes of this kind.

- 3 •
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Asked if John flatter end William Campbell could 
have worked with this type of magnetic recording, Stevens 
advised that they could have,

Stevens was asked whether they both could have 
been doing the same things with these tapes and Stevens 
advised he did not know as he was not present ut any time 
that the alleged tapes were being worked on.

Stevens was asked whether he knew what a composite 
tapa was. Stevens answered in the affirmative. He was then 
asked if he had ever made a composite tape and Stevens 
again answered in the affirmative. Stevens was then asked 
whether he knew that a composite tape was being made at this 
particular time which concerned Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Stevens answered, “Ho,” He was further asked whether he 
knew what was done with this alleged composite tape and 
Stevens again answered;, ’’Mg.”

Questioning then changed somewhat and Stevens 
was asked if there were any personal favors done by the 
Aadio Engineering Section personnel. Stevens advised that 
there were once in a while; in fact ho, Stevens, had repaired 
small radios at various times for people. Epstein asked if 
Stevens had any knowledge regarding complaints to the Section 
Front Office about the frequency of those personal favors 
or requests. Stevens presumed that there were complaints 
once in a while, When asked how these were handled, Stevens 
said he did not know.

Epstein, again asked Stevens about assignment of 
work in the Sad io Engineering Section and was again told that 
at tliat time the work was assigned from the Section Front 
Office, cither by the Section Chief or the dumber One tian, 
directly to the SA Supervisors,
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Stevens ■•"« asked when he had last seen John letter 
and replied. that he, Stevens, had seen Letter upproximtely 
three txxfe Epstein asked if the subject which this 
interview concerned ’ 's discussed "xth Fatter. Stevens 
raSf-oadcu, Epstein the-* nude inquiry as to the tiro
spent with letter and vas advised that Fatter was in Stevens* 
office for approximately two or three minutes. Lh.cn asked 
■ho was present at the sane time as I utter, Stevens said 
that a number of people were present but that he could not 
indicate nacas.

Epstein asked Stevens if he had discussed anythin:; 
concerning the current interview’ vith anybody in the FBI 
prior to the interview and he vau advised that he had not. 
xhls reply by Stevens addressed itself to substance rather 
than procedure. • .
Enclosure .

Legal Counsel Division briefing of Stevens prior 
to interview was by Supervisor P. V. Daly. Stevens was 
accompanied to the interview by Supervisor S. F. Phillips 
of the Senstudy 75 Project but it was not necessary for 
Stevens to consult with Phillips during the interview.
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Before you answer any 
of your rights..

'SJCnHcb Percale
SELECT COMMITTEE TO 

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES V *

(PURSUANT TO «. KEO.it, MTH CONGRESS) 1 Q fe&V

WASHINGTON. D.O-20510 ... —

“ . •

ADVICE OF RIGHTS - ” J___

questions, we would like to advise you

This, interview is completely voluntary and you have a right 
to leave without being interviewed, or to terminate the inter
view at any time.

You have the right to remain silent.

Although the Senate Select Committee is not a prosecutive 
body, it is possible that anything you say might become avail
able to a prosecutive body and could be used against you in 
court.

You have the right to consult -with an attorney before any 
questions are asked, and you may have an attorney here with 
you during questioning.

•If you cannot afford an attorney, the Committee shall then 
endeavor to obtain counsel for you.

If you decide to answer questions without an attorney present, 
you still have the right to stop answering questions any time;, 
or you may defer your answer until you consult with an attorney.

WAIVER OF RIGHTS I

I have 
rights

read this statement of rights ‘and I understand what my 
are. I am willing to be interviewed and to answer ques

tions without a lawyer at this time. No promises or threats 
■have been made to me and no pressure or coercion of any kind 
has been used against me.

Signed:

Witness:

Witness <

Date:
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The Attorney General

2 - Mr. J. A. *

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) ax
1 - Mr. E. W. Walsh ’

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar V
1 - Mr. S. F. Philli^ggust 25, 1975

Director, FBI /
-v . g4

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to the SSC request dated 
August 20, 1975, for materials from this Bureau.

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the 
Committee is the original of a memorandum which is in response 
to some of the requests.

Attention:

MS:

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for

Intelligence Coordination

- The Deputy Attorney General

TELETYPE UNIT GPO : 1975 O - 569-920

A copy of this memorandum is being furnished for 
your records.

J

Enclosures (2)

62-116395

1

SFP:lhb//l^j 

(10)

Assoc. Dir.--------  
Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD Inv. -
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. —..
Comp. Syst. . 

' Ext. Affairs . .
F iles & Com.__ 
Gen. inv. . 
Ident.______ —
Inspection . -
Intell. --------------  
Laboratory .---- —
Plan. & Eval._  
Spec. Inv. .. _ 
Training______

Legal Coun. - - 
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec’y —— MAIL ROOM



2 - Mr. WA. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

1 - Mr. E. W. Walsh
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. Si F. Phillips

62-116395

S ACTIVITIES (SSC)RESPECT TO INTELLIG:

Reference is made to the SSC request dated 
August 20, 1975, for materials from this Bureau.

■ ■ >

'3^-
I

Part I, Item 11 requested the last known address 
of former FBI clerical employee Katherine Osborn Jensen. 
Part I, Item 12 requested the present office of assignment 
or last known address of the following present or former 
Special Agents^ John Kleinkauf, William Forsythe, James Bland 
Paul Cox, Theodore P. Rosack, Robert Denz, and Fred Fox.

cn

§ In respect to Item 11, this individual’s name is 
Kathleen Logan, the wife of Richard E. Logan, an FBI 
Special Agent assigned to our Philadelphia Field Office. 
The Logans reside at M William Ellery Building, Clusters 
at Washington, Turnersville, New Jersey 08012.

§
Data responsive to Item 12 is as follows

a

Assoc. Dir. _____

As of 1969, John Henry Kleinkauf resided at 
1153 Cullen Avenue, Schenectady, Hew York 12309, and was 
employed as Director of Security and Safety, Union College 
Schenectady, New York 12308.

Dep. AD Adm._  
Dep. AD Inv. ,__

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. - , , _ ■ - 
Comp. Syst. — 
Ext. Affairs ___  
Files & Com. — 
Gen. Inv. _ . — 
Ident. - . . — 
Inspection ,—. 
Intel). ________  
Laboratory____  
Plan. & Eval._  
Spec. Inv._____  
Training

William T. Forsyth (not Forsythe) was last known 
(1971) to reside at 350 Boca Grande Boulevard, Punta Gorda, 
Florida 33950. Note should be taken that on August 4, 1975, 
during an interview by SSC Staff Member Michael Epstein of 
Special Agent Seymor Fred Phillips of this Bureau, Phillips 
furnished Epstein Forsyth’s name and also advised Epstein g J 
that Forsyth is deceased. f I '

SFP:lhbll^ ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO AG 1$^ |'

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

(9)

MAIL ROOM I ] TELETYPE UNIT I I
i 'k?' //k > wo
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Jams Field Bland vas last to reside at 
4310 Fosedale Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland 20014.

Paul leslic Co:: ixss last ka-n to reside at 
2101 Sarahs® Street, Hyattsville, dryland 20782.

//Y^ s Zrederick F. For: vus last knom to reside at
•1450 Vest Biscuyne Canal Hoad, ilia®!, Florida 33161.

Theodore P, iia£-<ak is currently Special i'ctnt in 
Chsir^e of the Denver Field Office of the FBI.

Fobert Charles Banz is presently assigned as one 
of the Spacial Agents in Charge in the FBI field office in 
Kc’r 5fork City,

The fore^oiniaformtion is the nost recent 
available in the files of the FBI,

1 - The Attorney General
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/U.S.Renate Select Committee.
Wtonoftfocume*: 8/20/75 request: Part I, 11 & 12

Delivered by:

Received by:

Originating Office:

Title:

Return this receipt to
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copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.
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HAVEN

*

GENT 8/17/75 RG

TOSDIRECT (62-11639 5)

/ --------—
‘ SENSTUDY 75

REBUTEL 8/15/75

b£D£i«I. Bureau ■;
COMMUNIC/WONS SECTION

AUG 17 1975

FORMER SA JAMES T. HAVERTY CONTACTED 8/16/75, BY SAC AT

As—. Dir. „ 
Dep - \.D.-Adm. 
Den -A D.-Inv._

Arr* Dir.:
Ad> i : __
Ccnp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs . 
Filas & Com. . 
Gen. Inv.

Lanor:
Plan. & EvaL __
Spec. Inv.
Training

Legal Conn.
Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec’y ___

Ident.

'1

HIS RESIDENCE, WESTPORT, CONN

HAVERTY HAS ALREADY BEEN CONTACTED BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

(SSC) AID, FREDRICK BARON... HAVERTY IS TO MEET WITH SSC AIDES IN 

WASHINGTON, DC,2PM, WEDNESDAY, 8/20/75. HE WILL ARRIVE IN

WASHINGTON, DC LATE IN THE MORNING OF THAT DAY AND GO DIRECTLY 

TO THE BUREAU’S OFFICE OF LEGAL-COUNSEL FOR DISCUSSION REGARDING
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Date: 8/15/75

Transmit the following in  
y (Type in plaintext or code)

Via AIRTEL____________________ • AIR MAIL
(Priority)

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395)

FROM: ADIC, LOS ANGELES (66-6243) (P)

SUBJECT: JJ. S. ORNATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

/’INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC):
INTERVIEW OF/SA WALLACE~Er~. WARD 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBER ~~----

Re Bureau teletype to Los Angeles dated 7/31/75 
captioned ’’SENSTUDY 75”, Los Angeles airtel dated 8/7/75 ’
and Bureau telephone call 8/15/75.

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are the original 
9 and seven copies of a letterhead memorandum (LHM) concerning Ls 
u the above interview.



In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Los Angeles, California 
August 15, 1975 .

U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA WALLACE E. WARD 

BY SSC STAFF MEMBER

On August 5, 1975, Special Agent (SA) Wallace E. 
Ward was interviewed by SSC Staff Member Lester Seidel at 
Los Angeles Field Office regarding Cointelpro/Black 
Panther Party. The interview lasted ”from~~9":T2“a.m. to 
9:22 a.m.

SA Ward was advised by Mr. Seidel that the 
interview was voluntary but SA Ward was not advised of 
his rights in this matter.

Seidel asked how long SA Ward had been a 
Special Agent with the FBI, and SA Ward responded nine 
years. He further requested previous offices SA Ward 
had been assigned to, and SA Ward responded Cincinnati, 
Ohio. Seidel advised the Bureau informed him that SA 
Ward had been assigned Cointelpro/Black Panther Party 
in June 1969. Seidel requested to know what work SA 
Ward had been assigned before this, to which SA Ward 
responded he could not remember, but believed general 
criminal work.

Seidel requested to know what specific 
instructions were issued with regard to operating 
Cointelpro/Black Panther Party. SA Ward advised 
that due to his employment agreement, the sensitive 
nature of the Bureau work, and the possible overlap 
of Bureau investigation, he did not feel he could 
respond to any further questions. Seidel advised he 
understood SA Ward’s position as he, Seidel, had 
worked criminal matters himself and knew the need 
for secrecy. The official interview was terminated 
at this point.
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In a friendly conversation that followed 
for approximately ten to fifteen minutes, SA Ward 
advised Seidel that he had only been assigned the 
Cointelpro/Black Panther Party matter for three 
months and had no knowledge ,that would be of value 
to Seidel. The Cointelpro/Black Panther Party matter 
was not further discussed. The rest of the time was 
involved in discussing points of interest in the Los 
Angeles basin of tourist value, such as Marineland, 
Palos Verdes, and Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles.

SA Ward advises that he is aware that the 
Director waived his employment agreement with certain 
exceptions regarding privileged areas. With this in 
mind, SA Ward reviewed his employment agreement and 
concluded, after noting the following quotation, that 
he could not disclose any information without following 
the prescribed procedure:

"The burden is on me to determine, prior to 
disclosure, whether information may be disclosed, and 
in this regard, I agree to request approval of the 
Director of the FBI in each such instance by presenting 
the full text of my proposed disclosure in writing to 
the Director of the FBI at least thirty (30) days prior 
to disclosure”.

With this in mind, SA Ward answered Mr. 
Seidel as noted heretofore. -

This document contains neither recommendations 
nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the 
FBI and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents 
are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Los Angeles, California 
August 15, 1975

U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA WALLACE E. WARD 

BY SSC STAFF MEMBER

On August 5, 1975, Special Agent (SA) Wallace E. 
Ward was interviewed by SSC Staff Member Lester Seidel at 
Los Angeles Field Office regarding Cointelpro/Black 
Panther Party. The interview lasted from 9:12 a.m. to 
9:22 a.m.

SA Ward was advised by Mr. Seidel that the 
interview was voluntary but SA Ward was not advised of 
his rights in this matter.

Seidel asked how long SA Ward had been a 
Special Agent with the FBI, and SA Ward responded nine 
years. He further requested previous offices SA Ward 
had been assigned to, and SA Ward responded Cincinnati, 
Ohio. Seidel advised the Bureau informed him that SA 
Ward had been assigned Cointelpro/Black Panther Party 
in June 1969. Seidel requested to know what work SA • 
Vlard had been assigned before this, to which SA Ward 
responded he could not remember, but believed general 
criminal work.

Seidel requested to know what specific 
instructions were issued with regard to operating 
Cointelpro/Black Panther Party. SA Ward advised 
that due to his employment agreement, the sensitive 
nature of the Bureau work, and the possible overlap 
of Bureau investigation, he did not feel he could 
respond to any further questions. Seidel advised he 
understood SA Ward's position as he, Seidel, had 
worked criminal matters himself and knew the need 
for secrecy. The official interview was terminated 
at this point.
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In a friendly conversation that followed 
for approximately ten to fifteen minutes, SA Ward 
advised Seidel that he had only been assigned the 
Cointelpro/Black Panther Party matter for three 
months and had no knowledge that would be of value 
to Seidel. The Cointelpro/Black Panther Party matter 
was not further discussed. The rest of the time was 
involved in discussing points of interest in the Los 
Angeles basin of tourist value, such as Marineland, 
Palos Verdes, and Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles.

SA Ward advises that he is aware that the 
Director waived his employment agreement with certain 
exceptions regarding privileged areas. With this in 
mind, SA Ward reviewed his employment agreement and 
concluded, after noting the following quotation, that 
he could not disclose any information without following 
the prescribed procedure: ’

’’The burden is on me to determine, prior to 
disclosure, whether information may be disclosed, and 
in this regard, I agree to request approval of the 
Director of the FBI in each such instance by presenting 
the full text of my proposed disclosure in writing to 
the Director of the FBI at least thirty (30) days prior 
to disclosure”.

With this in mind, SA Ward answered Mr. 
Seidel as noted heretofore. -

This document contains neither recommendations 
nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the 
FBI and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents 
are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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1 - Hr. J. B. Adams
2 - J. A. Mintz

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

The Attorney General

I1 Director, FBI
August 13, 1975

1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. P. Lee

UNITED STATES SENATE
■^SELECT COMMITTEE ON

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to the letter dated June 13, 197$, 
from John T. Elliff, Director, Domestic Intelligence Task . ’
Force, SSC, to K. William O’Connor, Special Counsel for^Intolli-^ 
gence Coordination, requesting information concerning the ‘f 
technique referred to as mil surveillance, including mail 
covers and opening mail and the utilization of this technique 
in internal security, intelligence collection, and/or 
counterintelligence matters, operations or activities. An A 
oral request has been made by John T. Elliff of Special / 
Agent W. 0. Crogar of this Bureau for a briefing on these 
matters.

Enclosed herewith is a copy of the briefing we 
propose to give to Mr. Elliff and his staff providing you 
concur in this procedure. This briefing was originally 
prepared for presentation to the House Subcommittee on 
Postal Facilities, Mail and Labor Management; however, the 
briefing of this Subcommittee has not taken place.

With reference to the request made in paragraph
three of referenced letter, 
accumulate the documents in 
they will be made available

we are currently attempting to 
response to that request and 
to the SSC for access. ।

Upon receipt of your co make
arrangements for th© briefing of Mr. Elliff and hip,stafx

Dir______  
\D Adm._ 
>D Inv.__

Syst-------- 
fairs — 
1 Com.---

1 - The Deputy Attorney
Attention: Michael 

x Special

General
E. Shaheen,. Jr 
Counsel for

SEP 2 1975 J
I $

&LSWMT WML ATMeHsD
JPL:cmlil 

(10)

Intelligence Coordination
t -

SEE NOTE PAGE 2 A J

GPO : 1975 O - 563-
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The Attorney General

NOTE:

Proposed briefing will be conducted by 
Assistant Director W. R. Wannall, INTD, and appropriate 
members of his staff.

- 2 -



If- Mr. J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Botis) 

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar 
1- Mr; J. W. Dalseg

The Attc August 25, 1975

•

it Director, FBI

OPERATIONS V/ITH RESPECT TO 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

-11-0° 
V>‘

Reference is made to the memorandum dated August 13, 
1975, from Mr. Douglas R. Marvin, Counselor to the Attorney 
General, to Mr. W. Raymond Wannall, of this Bureau, captioned 
’ Senate Select Committee Request for Information on Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances," which enclosed an SSC request dated 
July 7, 1975.

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the .
Committee are the originals of separate memoranda containing 
responses to some of the requests. Questions 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 

* 117, and 24 involve statistical data and identifying specific documents. -
■ /This information is currently being compiled and will be furnished
i to you immediately upon completion.

< A copy of this memorandum, with attachments, is
enclosed for your records.

Enclosures (16)

1 - The Deputy Attorney General
Attention:
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JWD:jmn i
(9) J
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Michael E. Shaheen, Jr 
Special Counsel for 
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2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

1 - Mr. W.. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg

August 25? 1275

UNITED STATES SENATE SXXTCT CmiliaSE
TO STUDS GOUERNtSNTAL OPERATIONS

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO WARRANTLESS 
ELECTRONIC eURVEILLTAZCLS FOR 
NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES

Reference is made to SSC latter dated July 7, 
1375, with attached questionnaire:

Question v2 asked: ”Do Justice Department standards 
and procedures for the authorisation and roauthorization of 
^..warrantless electronic surveillance require the concurrence 
of the State Department in the request for such surveillance? 
If so, in what types of cases is such concurrence required?”

With respect to this question, State Department 
concurrence is requested by the FBI prior to initiating any 
electronic surveillance directed against a target with 
diplomatic immunity. The fact that State Dsparteent concurrence 
has been received is set out in the initial request for an 
electronic surveillance submitted to the Attorney General for 
his approval and in any request for continuation of the 
electronic surveillance. State Departeont concurrence is not 
requested in certain highly sensitive isatters involving 
defectors-in-place.

1 - The Attorney General

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG
Assoc. Dir.--------

SEE NOTE PAGE
Admin. .
Comp. Syst.-----  
Ext. Affairs -----  
Files & Com. — 
Gen. Inv. . 
[dent. —----—
Inspection .__  
Intell. ,______■-
Laboratory_  
Plan. & Eval._  
Spec. Inv. _____  
Training .______

Legal Coun. - , . ■■ 
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec’y---- MAIL ROOM CD

CECHPT-
Classified by 4375^^

12’er'pt fro® CDS, Category Cumber 2 
Date of Declassification Indeiihito

TELETYPE UNIT c=^C®S^

2

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920
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SECRET

Senates Select Cosriittee on Intelligence Activities (SSC)

Re: Request Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for 
national Security Purposes

Classified ’’Secret” since unauthorised disclosure 
would jeopardise sensitive nethods-

^ECREg

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

1 Mr.- W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg

62-116395 August 2g, 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

REs REQUEST PERTAINING TO nARRANTLESS 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES LOR 
NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES

Inference is made to SSC letter dated July 7f 
1975, with attached questionnaire:

Question #3 asked: MT7hut procedures, if any, 
have bean followed to obtain the concurrence of the State 
Department in the request for warrantless electronic 
surveillance?1’

With respect to this question, the FBI submits a 
written request in memorandum form to the State Department 
requesting"concurrence in electronic surveillances directed 
to targets with diplomatic status. A State Department 
official indicates his written concurrence by his signature.

1 - The Attorney General

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG
JWD:caw s
(8)^W

NOTE:

Assoc. Dir---------- WOU1<3.
Dep. AD Adm._  
Dep. AD Inv.__

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. ——— 
Comp. Syst.  
Ext. Affairs   
Files & Com.  
Gen. Inv. ,. __
Ident. — 
Inspection ---- 
Intell. ------------—
Laboratory____  
Plan. & Eval. — =

Classified "•GeogotH since unauthorized disclosure 
jeopardize sensitive methods.

Classified V'
Exempt from CDS, y^u^yory Number 2 
Date*'of Dolcassiflcktion Indefinite

Spec. Inv.--------
Training........ - 

Legal Coun. —— 
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec’y —— MAIL ROOM EZ] TELETYPE UNIT - ..... . GPO : 1975 O - 569-920 

r
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62-116395

OECiffiT
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 Mr. _W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg

August 25., 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
STUDY GOVERRi^NTAL OPERATIONS

WITH RESPECT TO IMT3LLIGEZICB ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO WARRANTLESS 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES FOR

. NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES

^O' 

ft 

£ tr &€t*►'c

Reference, is mdo to SSC letter dated July 7, 
1975, with attached questionnaire:

Question §9 asked: MWhat procedures have been
followed for the review of all such, surveillance on a
regular basis to ensure that the criteria for the surveillance 
are satisfied?”

With respect to this question, prior to December, 
19GO, Attorney General approval for the continuation of 
national security electronic surveillances for periods of 
six uonths was obtained with individual letters which set 
out the facts and oircunstanecs predicating the request*

After Docchber, 1966, written approval of the Attorney 
General for continuation of national security electronic suzvoil 
lances 5/as obtained on a quarterly basis effective on the first 
of January, April, July, and. October. These quarterly requests 
took the fora of a listing which identified each mirveillancc.

Since December, 1966, requests for continuation have 
been submitted on a 9U-day basis.

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 —

JWDxcaw
(8)

MAIL ROOM

SEE NOTE PAGE 2

TELETYPE UNIT

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920

Classified by 4375
Exempt fran GDS, Category Nm-feor 2 
Date of Declassification Indefinitq
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Senate Select Committee. on Intelligence Activities (SSC)

Re: lloquost Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for 
National Security Purposes

Loginning in June, 1969, requests for continuation 
of national security electronic surveillances ware submitted 
on a 90-day basis, but in the form of individual requests for 
approval rather than previously submitted. listings* These 
individual requests specify the facts and circumstances 
bringing about the request.

Currently all requests for continuation of national 
security electronic surveillances are reviewed on a 90-day 
basis and each request for continuation includes a statement 
of the facts and circumstances predicating the request. In 
certain current instances prior to approving requested 
continuation of electronic surveillances the Attorney Conaral 
has personally examined the record setting forth the results 
of the surveillance.

1 - The Attorney General

NOTE:

Classified "Secret" since unauthorized disclosure 
would jeopardize sensitive methods.

The Attorney General has examined logs of surveillances 
on three recent occasions.

MW 65560 Docld:32S®S6>M Page 63
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62-116395

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

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg

August 25/ 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO XWRANTLESS 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES FOR 
NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES

Reference is mde to SSC letter dated July 7, 
1975, with attached questionnaire:

Question CIO stated HWith respect to non-' 
consensual electronic surveillance instituted outside the 
United States by agencies of the United States governr-ient3 
and continued with specific inquiries,

With respect to this question/ and excluding one 
particular electronic surveillance installed by a foreign 
intelligence service in a foreign country at FBI request/ 
the FBI does not engage in electronic surveillances outside 
the United States,

1 - The Attorney General

JWDxcaw , i 
(8)0^^

NOTE:

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG

Assoc. Dir. --------  
Dep. AD Adm. __ 

Dep. AD 1nv. -
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. „ 
Comp. Syst. 
Ext. Affairs

The reference to the surveillance in a foreign 
country is to Joseph Kraft (Bufile 65-75629). The SSC has 
previously been advised that an electronic surveillance of 
Joseph Kraft was conducted at the request of a Bureau official 
while Kraft was in a foreign country.

— Classified ■^■Seeseet" since unauthorized disclosure
_ would jeopardize sensitive methods.

F ties & Com. _ 
Gen. Inv. _____ .
Ident. ---------------  
Inspection---------.
Intell.-------------- .
Laboratory -------  
Pion. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv.-------- - 
Training-----------

Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm. —
Director Sec’y __ MAIL ROOM

4375Classified 2

TELETYPE UNIT

SECRET

1975 O - 569-920
&

Exempt fros^GDS/ Category Nwaber ,2. 
Date of Declassification Indofinite
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2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz

52-116395

ju

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 r Mr..W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg

August 25.? 1973

UNITED STATES SENATE SELICT COJniTTEE
TO STUDY OPERATIONS

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: REQUEST PrRTAIMING TO WARRAETLSSS 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES FOR 
NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES

Reference is mde to SSC letter dated July 7? 
1975? with attached questionnaires

Question v!4 ashed: l5What have been the standards 
and pi’ocodures, if any? that have been established for 
determining that ’ the minimum physical intrusion necessary 
to obtain the informtion will be used'?"

'With respect to this question? the specific 
standards and procedures for determining rttho, minhiua physical 
intrusion necessary to obtain the information (that) will be 
used5' vary with the type of electronic surveillance? i.o.? 
telephone wiretap or microphone and with the target of the 
electronic surveillance. Telephone wiretaps do not involve 
physical intrusion since -the actual cutting in on the telephone 
wire is accomplished externally to the targets premises. The 

I circumstances of a microphone installation with regard to
( *}J physical intrusion can vary frora actual physical intrusion 
Vg under secure conditions to no physical intrusion as? for 

instance? when the microphone is introduced to the targets 
promises in equipment to be delivered to the target. Currently 
the requests forwarded to the Attorney General indicate th© 
means by which the installation will be accomplished.

A“oc'ADnrAT-1 - The Attorney General 
Dep. AU Adm. _ •—
Dep. AD Inv. —

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----

JWD:caw
(8)

MAIL ROOM

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG

sified 1

&

4375

SEE NOTE PAGE

Exempt fros/WS? Category Number 2 
Date of Declassification Indefinite

TELETYPE UNIT "f A
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SECRET

Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities (SSC)

Re: Request Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for - ■
National Security Purposes

NOTE:

Classified "Secret" since unauthorized disclosure 
would jeopardize sensitive methods.

-SECRET

s ~ 2 “

NW 65360 Docld:32989634 Page 66
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2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

1 - Mr. W. R. Wanna11
1 — Mr.- W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. W. Dalseg 

August 25# 1975

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVmWNTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

EEs REQUEST PERTAINING TO VJARRAHTSSSS 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES FOR

SECURITY PURPOSES

Reference is made to SSC letter dated July 7, 
1975? with attached questionnaires;

Question £15/ "With respect to warrantless - 
electronic surveillance in cases of ’leaks* of infornation 
daomed either 4essential’ or * important5 to the security 
of the United States/5 ashed the following questions?

Question §15a asked: :ilas there been a -Justice 
Department policy specifically addressed to such cases?"

Question 515b asked: "Have there hear Justice 
Department standards or procedures specifically addressed 
to such cases?"

With respect to questions 315a and vl5br by ■ 
SiOmoranduB dated May 9? 1962F the Attorney General approved 
specific procedures which reflect the policy of the Department 
in "leak.*’ cases and the procedures involved in the investi
gation* These procedures are still in effect. A copy of

1] this memorandum is attached.

Involving questions vl5c through 5151/ no 51 leak” 
/ eases have involved warrantless electronic surveillances 

other than the matters involving the “Kissinger 17" wiretaps? 
Joseph Kraft and Yeoman Charles Edward Radford. Those matters 
have boon the subject of individual Senate Select Comittee

„. inquiries* The material furnished to the Committee or to which 
□op. ad Adm. _ it has been given access provides the response to or explains 
Dep. ad inv. _ application of questions 315c through 0151 * He further

response is therefore being made..
Comp. Syst.___  
Ext. Affairs ___ Enclosure
Files & Com. __ 1 - The Attorney General
Gen. Inv.  
Ident. _  ,
Inspection __
Intell. ________  
Laboratory___  
Plan. & Eval. —
Spec. Inv. _, ,—
Training_____  

Legal Coun.__— 
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec’y__

SECRET
RHR:caw ..x Classified by £&7 

(8) Exempt from
Date of DecZassif.

MAIL ROOM
e

ORIGINAL AND

ihrnber 2
inite

r
\)5^

ONE TO AG

SEE NOTE PAGE 2

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920
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Senate Select comittee on intelligence Activities (SSC)

Itos Request Pertaining to Warrantless 
electronic Surveillances for 
National Security Purposes

HOSS

Classified since unauthorized disclosure
vauld jeopardise sensitive nathods.
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Director ; .
Federal Bureau of Investigation

/•■Ap^ay L9'> 1962

■ • The Attorney General

Unauthorised Disclosure of Classified 
Information. to the Press ? <21^

By laemorandum of February 12, 1962 relative to the
captioned matter you requested that the Department advise 
whether the policy outlined therein meets with the approval 
of the Department. The policy as delineated in your memorandum 
with respect to various types of leak cases is set forth herein 
followed by the advice .of the Department. . ’ '

• 1. Restricted Data Under the Atomic Energv
ZiCt - Upon receipt of allegations, usually from 
the Zvtomic Energy Commission, of a leak of Restrict
ed Data w request detailed data from the Atomic

on such items-as date and identity of the article; (
exact statements alleged 'to be classified; whetl
the data published is accurate; whether -the data 
published was classified properly; whether the data 
can be declassified for purposes of prosecution and, 
if so, the name of the person competent to testify 
concerning classification; the extent of dissemina- 

■ tion of the data; whether the data had been the .
■■ subject of prior official releases; whether de-

• classification had been decided upon prior to publi
cation; whether the data came from a specific dccu- 
meat' hd, if so, the origin of the document; name 
of the individual responsible for the security of 

’ the classified data published; whether the material, 
or portions thereof, or enough background data had ’ 
been published officially or in the press to make 
educated speculation on the matter possible; and 
whether prior- clearance for publication was sought 
from proper authorities. We obtain such data to

। assist the Department in determining whether an
' investigation is warranted. Upon receipt of the 

detailed '* Lata we refer the matter to the Internal
. Security. Division for an opinion. ,

’ * - • . . • • * * ' - . 9 ..V . K. - -
. A ■ •• ■ • ■ > . - • ■ ■

This procedure ‘meets w£th Jfoe approval of the Department

NW 65^60 Docld:32989634 Page 69



of Classified Defense Information

4

/

/ /

The espionage statute applies to such -leaks,.
Upon receipt ox an allegation of a.leak of classi
fied defense data, not involving Restricted Data 
under the Atomic Energy Act/ we advise the referr
ing agency that the leak in’- question is administr
tiye in nature and is one -to be handled by the 
agencies possessing or distributing•the classified ' 

I data involved. In each instance we send a copy of
| our referral, and of our reply to the Internal ■ 
I Security Division. ■ ' • •

In the light pacific statutory responsibility
assigned to the FBI to investigate leaks of Restricted Data
•subject to the .Atomic Energy Act (42 USC-2271(b)) and the
responsibility pursuant to a directive issued by President 
Roosevelt on September 6, 1939, reissued by President Roosevelt 
January 8, 1943 and reaffirmed by-President Truman on July 24, 
1950, “to take charge of investigative work in matters relating 
to espionagej saijou-agm aim vj-Oicuions ox CuQ ae'UL.raia^y

|| tions" s it is the opinion of the Department that while cases 
q involving leaks of classified defense information should be . 
!| considered primarily matters to be handled by the agency which 

is responsible for safeguarding the information, it remains, 
» however,- the responsibility of the Department to determine - 

whether a specific set of facts 'constitute a violation of our 
.criminal statutes. * • ' - •

It is recommended that the responsible department or-
•/ ’ agency be requested to furnish the FBI at the time it reports

’ ■ the leak to the Bureau the same background data aa now supplied’
’ by the Atomic L(ergy Commission in its cases. The FBI could at

■ . ■ that time ref er ’ the^mttter to the Departoient^fqr a^eterndnation 
\- ■ as to vdiethe^the investigation" should be taken over by. the Bure.

' fb'r'the purpose of 'attempting 'to/develop, evidence Jio^ a
' . violation”of the“espionage statutes. ’ •

’ / 3. Data Covered by Paragraph 5, National
• • . Security Council Intelligence Directive Number 1 ~

■ ’ ' • ■. Normally we are not involved in the investigation
. . ■ - provided‘.by this Directive. If we were one of

'• the recipients of the particular data which was
. , leaked the Director, of the Central Intelligence .

k ’ Agency cah- call upon us to conduct an inquiry to

* • ’ ' * ’ ’ ' ■ ' . • ♦ •- ■ *
* ■ . ‘I • . *
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-* 3 -

determine whether the leak occurred within 
the FBI* ' Xf called upons we conduct such * 
an inquiry but.wa do not get involved out
side the FBI* ;

: This procedure meets with the approval c£ the Department

NW 65360 Docld:3298W34 Page 71



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

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 Mr.* J. W. Dalseg

62-116395 August 2Sy 1975

$ UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTED 
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

REQUEST PERTAINING TO WARRANTLESS
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES FOR 
NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES

Reference is mde to SSC letter dated July 7, 1975, 
with attached questionnaire:

Question 121 asked: wIn his testimony before the 
House Subcomittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the 
Adninistration of Justice, Clarence ?-U Kelley stated that 
he would accept a requirement of judicial warrants for national 
security electronic surveillance if the standard for issuance 
of the warrant was ^less than probable cause.* Lhon asked 
by Mr. Badillo what the appropriate standard should be, he 
answered, aI think reasonable grounds, that as a result of 
the pursuit of an investigation (it is), possible to believe 
that there has been, or will he, or there is a need for the 
gathering of intelligence. ” Does this statement reflect the 
official position of the FBI in regard to (1) a warrant 
requircEsent for national security electronic surveillance, and 
(2) the appropriate standard for the issuance of a warrant?”

. I} With respect to this question, my response was in
connection with hearings on IL R. 214 and H. R. 141 which

Y were designed to restrict the powers of the President and 
executive agencies in electronic surveillances.

There have been a number of proposals for judicial 
Y^Yd AdTZ approval of national security electronic surveillances. Such ’ 
De,, ad inv. _ proposals. may raise serious Constitutional questions regarding 

Ass*. Dir.: Congressional authority to lirsit the powers of the President ~ 
coZp" syst. _ Hatters affecting national security.
Ext. Affairs ___  
Files & Com.__ 
Gen. Inv. . 
Ident. .
Inspection -------- 
Intell. ---------- _—
Laboratory _ , 
Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv. --------  
Training-----------

Legal Coun. ____  
Telephone Rm.__ 
Director Sec’y__

(8X

MAIL ROOM I I TELETYPE UNIT I I

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG
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Senate Select Cc:a".sittce on Intelligence /activities (SiC)

Ues Request Pertaining to Warrantless 
Electronic Surveillances for 
Rational Security Purposes

I indicated in ay opening romrks when X appeared 
before the House Subcomifetee on Courts, Civil Liberties and 
the Administration of Justice on June 26, lf)75, that there 
were certain provisions of II. R. 214 and H. R. 141 which 
ware ill-advised. X discussed ny reservations nt length in 
ray opening remarks. I feel the specific provisions of each 
proposal of this typo nust be studied at length and my 
response to Congressman Badillo which is quoted should not be 
read as my definitive position regarding warrant requirowonts 
or the standard necessary for the issuance of warrants in 
national security electronic surveillances.

1 - The Attorney General

NOTE:

Question #20 is to be answered by the Department 
regarding the Department’s opposition to a specially-designated 
court to review applications for warrants in national security 
electronic surveillances. Above reply is being used in order 
that the Bureau’s position would not appear to conflict with 
that of the Department.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
W. Raymond Wannall

to : Assistant Director, Intelligence Division DATE 
Federal Bureau of Investigation

from : Douglas R. Marvin
Counselor to the Attorney General

subject:(-'^Senate Select Committee Request for Information

August 13, 1975

1<l^-

on'War raritTe*ss“El"e*ctrb'ni'c“S U'rve illances

In accord with our telephone conversation of August 12th, 
I am forwarding to you a letter from the Senate Select 
Committee requesting answers to questions relating to 
electronic surveillance conducted by the Federal govern
ment in the interests of national security. The Committee 
has been told that we would try to respond to their 
request by August 20th. That date is fast approaching 
and may not be a reasonable period of time in which to 
compile the information requested and respond to their 
questions. That date is a useful target, however, since 
any issues to be presented to the Attorney General with 
respect to complying to this request must be considered 
prior to Auqust_19thv the date the Attorney General is 
scheduled^to leave Washington.

Would your office please prepare responses to the following 
questions that involve areas with which, I believe, you 
are familiar: questions 2-10, 11(b)-(d), 12, 14, 15, 17, 
21 and 24. -

5010-110
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«ont;«r wmi, c. rtsMJO r.. P*-
Ca^/ Hart, colo. 

WlLLUM 5. ZTAFF G’^fCTOH
FR£D£«:CX A. O. ;Crt*’A*»X. -••*., C><!, e ’iOVNSEX. 

CURTI* n. SMcnuns. Mir^atTV counsel.

^Cinlvb z-SUxlci /,
SELECT COMMITTEE TO COPY W

STUDY COVJ-nN.MGN CAL v'-fZKATlCNS WITH --------— 
FCESPECT TO INTELUGEf.-LE ACTIVITIES

(rynsvAHT to s, fits, a, nw coxcrcss)
Washington, d.c. 205J0

July 7, 1975

The Honorable Edward El. Levi 
/attorney General
U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

Thank, you for your letters of .June 24 and J^ane 
' 25, .1975, relating to electronic surveillance conducted by 
the federal government in the interests of national secu
rity and foreign intelligence. The Select Committee also 
appreciates your providing the information of a sensitive

• - - . 7. - . _ 7 . _ , . n Z • > _ C -r.. — ... 0 4 T O T C
aicXUU-LC: -Uli ^UU.u ol V t *

Your letters, and the recent testimony of Kevin 
T. Maroney and Clarence M. Kelley before the House Sub
committee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the .administration 
of Justice, have raised several additional questions which 
the Committee wishes to pursue. Further questions are ■ 
raised by the July 1,. 1975, White House news briefing by 
the Press Secretary relating to the effect of the recent

« Zweib-on decision. Some of these questions relate to general 
Ipolicy considerations in the electronic surveillance area; 

others address our need for a more complete factual base 
from which we can draw our conclusions. A list of these
questions is attached to this letter. These questions, 
course, ,do not supersede prior requests for matcrrajL 
relating to electronic surveillance, wnich are atomized
the document requests, of,May i^r7TTuhe*~l6, and June 
"Rather, they should be considerecTas suppTem^THmrfy 

'The-prior rd’qu'Ss'ts^—~- ---------
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The Honorable Edward H. Levi
Page two ’ • July 7, 19^5

. I believe that the answers to these questions ■
are essential to a complete understanding of the policies 
and procedures followed by the Justice Department in elec
tronic surveillance cases. Full information on these mat- .‘ 
ters is necessary for the Committee to fulfill its mandate 
"to recommend the enactment of any new legislation . . .

‘necessary or desirable .to strengthen or clarify the national 
.security, intelligence, or surveillance activities of the 
United States and to protect the rights of United States 
citizens with regard to these activities." With the con
tinued cooperation of the Justice Department, I am convinced 
that the Committee. will be able to discharge this respon
sibility in the critical area of national security electronic 
surveillance. • \

. . ■ Sincerely, .

x ranx ciiUi ua 
Chairman
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Warrantless Electronic Surveillance for National Security Purposes

1. With respect to the "Special Review Group" which you 
have established within the office of the Attorney 
General for the purpose oii examining requests for non- 
consensual electronic surveillance without a judicial 
warrant, the following questions are ashed:

a. What have been the names and titles of the persons 
serving on the Special Review Group?

b. If the Assistant Attorney General of the Criminal 
Division is not a menbcr of the Special Review 
Group, does he normally have the opportunity.to 
review requests for warrantless electronic^sur
veillance?

c. Have any individuals other than those serving on 
the Special Review Group or the. Assistant Attorney 
Genex'al of the Criminal Division had the opportunity

* * - ________---------------------------------------- ________ 1 z-x 1 z-sz-x j-r^v>_
LU J. UVJ-fW 1UVUCOUO rt/J. '.70.1 J. '-----u x- v- .u *-• x * k- <-xJ_

n *1 *1 T ’’ CO ■

d. Does the Spacial Review’ Group have the authority 
to deny requests for warrantless electronic sur
veillance?

e. Does the Special Review’ Group review requests for
■• reauthorizations of warrantless electronic surveil-

lance?

hl0 2. Do Justice Department standards and procedures for the 
authorization and reauthorization of warrantless elec
tronic surveillance require the concurrence of the 
State Department in the request for such surveillance’? 
If so, in what types of cases is such concurrence re
quired?

n/v
V 3. What procedures, if any, have been followed to obtain 

the concurrence of the State Department in the request - 
for warrantless electronic surveillance?



4. What have been the identities’ of the agencies and the 
Presidential appointees v/ho have initiated requests 
for-warrantless electronic surveillance from 19 66 to.

_ the present? • . ' '

5. How many such requests have been initiated by .eacK ‘ ” 

agency and each Presidential appointee? .

6. How many of the requests initiated by each agency and 
• Presidential appointee have been approved by the ' ’ 

- Attorney General? ’

7. How many requests have been made by each agency and 
each Presidential appointee for the continuation of 
previously approved surveillance? .

8. How many of the requests for the continuation of pre
. viously approved surveillance made by each agency and 
each Presidential appointee have been approved by the 
Attorney General? ■ i

9. What procedures have been followed for the review of 
all such surveillance on a regular basis to ensure 
that the criteria for the surveillance are satisfied?

10. With respect to non-consensual electronic surveillance 
instituted outside the United States by agencies of 
the United States government, the following questions 
are asked: ' ■

’ a.’ What have been the standards and procedures, if
■ • any, established for the authorization and review

of such surveillance? •

■ b. What has been the total number of such surveil
lances by year and by month for each year from : 
1966 to the present? • ■

' c. What have been the identities of the agencies and 
the Presidential appointees who have initiated -such 
requests ^rom 1966 to the present? •

’ d.- How many such requests have been initiated by each
agency and each Presidential appointee? ’

- e. How many of the requests initiated by each agency 
and each Presidential appointee have been approved

‘ by the Attorney General? ; ■



f. How many requests have' been made by each agency and 
. each Presidential appointee for the continuation o 

such previously approved surveillance? /

g. How many of the requests for the continuation of 
•such previously approved surveillance have.been 
approved by the /Attorney General?

h. For each year from 1966 to the present, how many
• such surveillances have been instituted in (1) 
North America, other than the United States; (2)

' South America; (3) Western Europe; (4) Eastern 
Europe; (5) /Africa; (6’) the Middle East; (7) South 

east Asia; (8) the rest of Asia?

i. For each year from 1966 to the present, how many 
such surveillances have been directed at subjects 
who are United States citizens? .

11 . With respect to the requirement that the Attorney 
General must be satisfied that the subject of the sur- 

'veillance "plans unlawful activity directed against-a 
foreign power; or a’ foreign-based political group", 
the following questions are a^ked: ' '

■ a. To what extent does the recent decision in 
Zweibon v. Mitchell by the United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia limit or 
otherwise affect this standard?

-b . What has been the total number of subjects under
. surveillance and installations for telephone and

■ microphone surveillance requested and approved
, - under the standard "plans unlawful activity direct

against a foreign power" and under the standard 
"plans unlawful activity directed against a 
foreign-based political group" for each year '

_ from 1966 to the present? ' ■ '

c. How many of the subjects in each category and for 
each year identified in "b" above have been United 
States citizens? . .

d. What have been the identities of all "foreign- • 
■ ’ based political groups" related to the surveillanc 

‘ identified in "b" hbove?
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12. With respect to 
General must be 
surveillance is 
based political 
asked: •

the- requirement that the Attorney • 
satisfied that the subject of the 
"assisting a foreign power or foireign- 
group", the following questions are

_ a. What has been the total number of subjects under 
surveillance and installations for telephone and 

' microphone surveillance requested and approved 
. under the standard "assisting a foreign power" 

, and under the standard "assisting a foreign-based
political group" for each year from 1966 until the 

■ . present? ,

■ b. How many of the subjects in each category and for 
each year identified in "a" above have been United 

' States' citizens? . ■ . '

c. What have heen the identities of all "foreign
based political groups" related to the surveil- . 
lances identified in "a" above? _ .

13. With respect to rhe requirement tnat me Attorney . 
General must be satisfied that the requested surveil
lance is "necessary .for national security or foreign 
intelligence purposes important to national security", 
the following questions are asked: *

a. Is this standard intended to supplant the standard 
for national security electronic surveillance ' 

’ under former Attorney General Elliot Richardson
• (i.e., that the proposed surveillance must be

necessary to protect the Nation against actual or 
• potential attack or any other hostile action of a
. . foreign power, that it be necessary to obtain

‘ foreign intelligence information deemed essential
. to the security of the United States, or that it 

’be necessary to protect national security informa
tion against foreign intelligence activities)?

b. Is this standard intended to modify the standard 
• for national security electronic surveillance under 

former Attorney General. Elliot Richardson?
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c. If the answer to "a" or "b" above is yesz what is 
the reason(s) for such change? .

<3. If the answer to "a" or "b" above is yes, what is 
the precise legal authority supporting suchfchangc 

' in the formulation of the standard?

e. If the answer to "a" or "b" above is yes, what is 
. the reason(s) for the deletion of the word "essen

tial’1 from the formulation of the standard under 
former Attorney General Elliot Richardson?

f. If the answer to "a" or "b" above is yes, please 
. give examples of hypothetical situations where .
national security electronic surveillance would be 
permitted: (1) under the current standard ’nut not’

■ under the former standard, and (2) under the former 
standard but not under the current standards.

What have been the standards and procedures, if any, 
that have been established for determining that "the 
minimum physical intrusion necessary to obtain the 
information will be used"?

VVXX.I1 LUbjyUUb l-U waxxaili—out vua

in cases of "leaks" of information deemed either "es
sential" or "important" to the security of .the United 
States, the following questions are asked:

a. Has there been a Justice Department policy specifi-
. cally addressed to such cases? ’

. b. Have there been Justice Department standards or 
procedures specifically addressed to such cases?

c. Have surveillances in such cases been approved by 
the Attorney General under the standard "assisting

• a foreign power or a foreign-based "political group"?-

d. If the answer to ”c" above is-no, under what stan
dard have surveillances in such cases been approved?

e. What has been the total number.of subjects under 
surveillance and installations for telephone and - 
microphone surveillance requested and approved for 

: such cases for each year from 1966 to the present? ’



f, What have been the identities of the agencies and 
the Presidential appointees vino have initiated .

■ requests for warrantless electronic surveillance
■ • in such cases from 196$ to the present?

g. How many such requests have boon initiated by each 
agency and each Presidential appointee?

■ • ’ . t

h. . How many of such requests initiated by each agency
* and each Presidential appointee have been approved 

by the Attorney General?
♦ .

i. Of the total number of subjects under surveillance
' in such cases for each year from 1966 to the 

present, how many were (1) employees of news media
■ • organizations; (2) current employees of the federal

government; (3) former employees of the federal ‘ 
government; (4) other? ■

16. With respect to the dissemination of information obtain
ed from'national security electronic surveillance, the

■ following questions are asked: •.. -

o hr'nn r?rr!p. nnd nrnr’f'nHrr'r.’ tor the

dissemination of sucii information? ' '

b. What have been the identities of the agencies and 
Presidential appointees who have received informa- .

’ tion obtained from national security electronic 
surveillance for each year from 1966 to the present;

c. What have been the standards and procedures for the 
’ ’ dissemination of such information to agencies ‘and

Presidential appointees who did not initiate the
. request for the surveillance?

17. Can additional monthly data on warrantless electronic 
surveillances prior to November 1972 be made available 

. in view of the fact that the FBI was able to precisely 
state the number of warrantless electronic surveillanc 
in operation on nineteen separate -days, ranging from 
March 4, 1965, to March 31, 1972, in response to a re
quest by the Select Committee? (By letter of June 9, 
1975, the FBI’s Office of the Director informed the

, Committee of the number of warrantless electronic
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surveillances in operation on, thirty days before, ■
and thirty days after testimony by the Director be—

• fore the House Appropriations Committee from 1965.to 
the present.) _ ■

18. In his testimony before the House Subcommittee on ■ 
Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Administration of 
Justice, Kevin T. Maroney, Deputy Assistant Attorney

- General for the Criminal Division, stated in reference 
to a three-man Executive Branch commissio.n used in 
Great Britain to review applications for national 
security electronic surveillance, "Whether such a com
mission v.-ould be feasible under our system ... I • 
think it might ’well be." Is it the official position 

. of the Justice Department that a similar commission ' 
composed of Executive Branch officials would be an

■ acceptable alternative to the present system for . 
authorizing national security electronic surveillance?

19. . In the testimony referred to above, Mr. Maroney also '
stated, "I think the Department has previously com
mitted itself ... to complete disclosure to an over- ’ 
sight committee." With respect .to this statement, the

a. When and in what context has the Justice Depart- . 
ment committed itself to complete disclosure to an 
oversight committee?

b. What material or information, if any, that relates 
to the authorization for, identities of the sub

' jects of, conduct of, and dissemination of infor
mation from particular electronic surveillances 
would the Justice Department be unwilling to dis
close to an oversight committee?

‘ 20. What is the basis for Justice Department opposition to^
. the'’concept of a specially-designated court, composed * 

of one or three federal judges, which would review 
applications for warrants in cases of national secu-

■ rity electronic surveillance?
. ■ > •

21. In his testimony before the House Subcommittee on . 
Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Administration of 
Justice, Clarence. M. Kelley stated that he 'would accept 

' a requirement of judicial warrants for national security



electronic surveillance if the standard for issuance 
of the warrant was ’’less than probable cause". When . 
asked by Mr. Badillo what the appropriate standard' 
should be, ho answered, "I think reasonable grounds, 
that as a result of-the pursuit of an investigation 
(it is), possible to believe that there has been, or 
will be, or there is a need for the gathering of intel
ligence." Doos this statement reflect the official 
position of the FBI in regard to (1) a warrant require
ment for national security electronic surveillance, and 
(2) the appropriate standard for the issuance of a
warrant? ■ ■

What have boon the standards and procedures followed 
by the Justice Department for the authorization and 
conduct of national security electronic surveillance 
where one (but not all) of the parties to the conver
sation consents to the monitoring? ■ .

With respect to the July 1 White House news briefing 
by Ron Nossen relating to the effect of the. Zweibon

• decision, the folio-wing questions are asked:

Wha{- i .c r>A 1;»r0 ■ m* c 3 recr.i vt* Trout cine •
President to the Attorney General, referred to. by 
Mr. Nossen, relating to Justice Department policy 
and procedures for electronic surveillance of 
United States citizens? -

b. How docs this directive affect Justice Department 
policy and procedures for electronic surveillance 

■ ' . of United States citizens?

c. Will the Justice Department- .support legislative 
proposals that would require a court order for any 
electronic surveillance, as was indicated by.
Mr. Nessen’s statement? .

d. If the answer to "c" above is yes, which of the 
■ pending bills’ in Congress, if any, would the

Justice Department be willing to support?

e. If the answer to ”c” above is yes, what would the * 
Justice Department consider to be the appropriate 
judicial standard’for the issuance of a warrant? '

f. If the answer to’ "c" c-ibove is yes, what would the 
Justice Department consider to be the appropriate 

' court or courts to issue such warrant?



24. , With respect to electronic surveillance directed at 
encoded, non-conversational communications conducted 
in the interests of national security and foreign 
intelligence, the following questions are asked: .

a. What were the total number of such surveillances 
• ‘ for each year from 1966 to 1968? " ’

b. What have been, the identities of the agencies and 
’ the Presidential appointees who have initiated

requests for such surveillance for each year from 
1966 to the present?

c. How many such requests have been initiated by 
each agency and each-Presidential appointee for 
each year from.1966 to the present?

d.• How many of such requests initiated by each agency 
and each Presidential appointee have been approved 
by the Attorney General for each year from 1966 to 

• the present? ■ . •

e. How many requests have been made by .each agency 
and each Presidential appointee for the continua-

. tion of such previously approved surveillance for 
each year from 1966 tn

f; How many of the requests made by each agency and 
each Presidential appointee for the continuation 
of such previously approved surveillance have been 
approved by the .Attorney General for each year, 
from 1966 to the present? ,

. . g. For. each year from 1966 to the present, how .-.iany 
. such surveillances have been instituted in (1) the

United States; (2) North .America, other than the 
United States; (3) South .America; (4) Western 
Europe; (5) Eastern Europe; (6) Africa; (7) the 
Middle East; (8) Southeast Asia; (9) the rest of

• Asia? •
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Mr. Chairman/ I wish to furnish the Subcommittee 

additional details regarding our mail covers and surveys; 

however, some of this information enters sensitive areas 

involving national security, and I respectfully request it 

be presented in executive session.

As I have indicated previously, the FBI's use 

of mail covers and surveys as investigative techniques has been 

based on fulfilling its lawfully mandated responsibilities.

The list of intelligence accomplishments resulting 

from mail covers on foreign establishments alone is long, 

but perhaps these examples will suffice:

In February, 1975, a member, of the military holding 

a "secret" clearance obtained while in training was determined 

to be in contact with a foreign establishment.

Also last February, an individual with a "secret" 

clearance employed on a missile project was in such contact.

In November, 1974, a scientist involved in atomic 

research was determined to be in such contact.

We have discovered through mail .coverage on the 

United Nations Mission of a communist country that a wide 

range of individuals and corporations.have been in contact 

with an official establishment of a foreign country with 

which the United States has no diplomatic relations.



With reference to our former use of mail survey 

programs in which we surveyed mail for indicators as to whether 

further processing is warranted, permit me to further explain 

the seven programs which I previously outlined in public 

testimony:

Of these surveys, one was established in New York 

as a result of the experience gained in the investigation 

of a Soviet illegal. This illegal cooperated with the FBI; 

and we learned that in directing mail to his Moscow center, 

he addressed it in a specific fashion and also directed it 

to mail drops in Europe.

From this experience, we were able to develop a 

set of indicators which allowed us to select mail which we 

felt was illegal agent mail. This, coupled with our knowledge 

of known Soviet mail drops on this side of the Iron Curtain, 

permitted effective screening of the mail and selection of 

letters on a knowledgeable basis.

This method was proved successful when we uncovered 

three such illegals and successfully neutralized their 

activities. This survey was conducted between 1959 and 1966.

A second survey was based on the use of these same 

indicators in examining incoming mail directed to certain areas 

of New York City and other cities in an effort to detect mail 

being directed to illegal agents in the United States. This 

survey was conducted between 1961 and 1962.

- 2 -
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A third survey was based on our knowledge that 

illegal agents in the United States directed communications 

to Soviet bloc intelligence officers employed at the United 

Nations in New York City. Again, this survey was based -on 

solid information that this means of communication was 

utilized by the hostile intelligence service. This survey 

was conducted between 1963 and 1966.

A .fourth survey was conducted in the Miami, Florida, 

area. It also utilized the known indicators and the known 

mail drop addresses on mail being sent from the United States 

to Cuba. As an example, during the period of time this program 

existed in Miami, from January 2, 1963, until July 21, 1966, 

60 letters were determined to contain secret ink messages 

either on the letter or on the envelope.

Two other surveys were directed against mail being 

sent to the United States from the People’s Republic of China 

and Hong Kong, as well as mail directed from the United States 

to China. The coverage of mail from the People's Republic 

of China and Hong Kong was initiated August 1, 1956, and was 

discontinued on January 24, 1966. The coverage of mail directed 

to China operated between 1964 and 1966.

The purpose of these two surveys was to acquire 

information concerning Americans living in China of interest 

to the intelligence agencies of the United States; to detect

- 3 -
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efforts by the People’s Republic of China to persuade scientists 

of Chinese descent in the United States to return to the 

People’s Republic of China; to detect efforts to arrange 

travel by these scientists and to learn any information they 

would provide the People's Republic of China; to ascertain 

identities of subscribers to and recipients of Chinese 

propaganda publications; and to develop information concerning 

persons of security interest in the United States who were 

corresponding with persons in the People’s Republic of China.

The seventh survey, conducted from 1940 to 1966, 

was of mail addressed to Soviet-bloc and other embassies and 

diplomatic missions of national security interest.

This program was initiated shortly before the 

United States entered World War II and its vital necessity 

during those perilous times seems obvious.

Following World War II, the seventh program was 

concentrated against the Soviet Union and Soviet-bloc countries, 

and much greater selectivity was used in screening letters 

to be opened.

We were able, for example, in 1964 to detect 

the fact a civilian employee of the United States Navy 

offered to sell classified information to the Soviet Embassy 

for $50,000. '

With regard to the FBI's participation in the CIA 

mail interception project, when we were offered data from

- 4 -
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that operation, we initially set forth four specific areas 

of data which could be of value to our national security 

responsibility:

1. Correspondence of a suspicious nature which 

might contain double talk;

2. Correspondence indicating Soviets might be 

using a hostage situation to develop sources in the United States.

3. Correspondence indicating a weakness or 

dissatisfaction on the part of any Soviet in the United States.

4. Information indicating Soviet control or direction 

of the Communist Party, U.S.A.

In August, 1961, we advised the CIA that we were 

interested in letters in which the United States addressee 

or addresser was a Government employee, working in a 

sensitive industry, or ah American wishing to defect to

sRussia.

In February, 1962, we established additional

guidelines regarding the type of letters for which we had

a requirement to help further our efforts to uncover illegals.

Knowledgeable FBI officials reviewed this data

periodically, and surveys were conducted, to assure that we 

were receiving only data pertinent to our legitimate 

responsibilities.
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May I conclude by saying, Mr. Chairman, that the

FBI was motivated in these matters by a genuine desire to 

faithfully discharge our national security responsibilities — 

to detect and identify illegal.foreign agents and persons 

willing to serve them. .
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/

STATEMENT FOR RECORD ON

FEI PARTICIPATION IN CIA MAIL INTERCEPTS



The FBI first learned of the CIA mail intercept 

project from a CIA official in January, 1958. The official 

confidentially advised our liaison Agent that CIA had an 

operation in New York in which mail going to, and coming 

from, Russia was being examined by CIA.

We were advised the project had been furnishing 

valuable economic and political information in Russia as 

well as the identities of sources and potential defectors 

in Russia. The CIA operation presented excellent potential 

for uncovering Soviet espionage operations in this country.

On January 24, 1958, our liaison Agent was told by 

CIA representatives that the CIA had initiated negotiations 

with the Post Office in 1952, and finally had worked out 

arrangements for this project, with the. approval of Postmaster 

General Arthur E. SummerfieId.

Our understanding was that under that arrangement 

CIA would be permitted to initiate mail cover on mail going 

to and from Russia.

The CIA coverage first involved merely photographing 

the envelopes, and later resulted in the opening of mail.

CIA told us it had acquired considerable data of 

foreign intelligence value. CIA also indicated a willingness 

to handle leads for the FBI regarding matters within our 

national security responsibilities.
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It was recommended, and approved by Director Hoover, 

that we ask CIA to advise us of any product of their operation 

that would be valuable to us in discharging our national 

security responsibilities. Once the receipt of material 

began it was reviewed by knowledgeable Bureau officials to 

assure the information was pertinent to our responsibilities 

and justified our continuing to receive such information.

Our interest was in detecting foreign espionage 

agents and individuals in a position-to do harm to our 

national security and indicating willingness to do so.

In August, 1961, we further clarified for CIA 

the scope of our interest. This was to assure no material 

not relevant to our responsibilities was.furnished to us.

In February, 1973, the FBI was approached regarding 

taking over this CIA mail intercept project. We did not, and 

in May, 1973, we received the last data from this CIA operation.

In summary, our relationship with this CIA project 

extended from 1958 to May, 1973. We have no figures for the 

number of items we received during the initial stages of that 

operation; however, beginning in August, 1964, we began 

preparing summaries of items received.

The full-year count ranged from a low of 1,353 in 

1972' to a high of 6,256 items in 1967.

- 2 -
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• M SECRET

Re Cuban Mail Intercepts '

In December, 1962, we were advised by CIA that it 

was handling mail between the United States and Cuba. We were 

asked if we had any requirements for the product of that 

operation. We responded with a request for data — which we 

carefully delineated — that would be of assistance to us in 

fulfilling our mandated national security responsibilities.

In March, 1963, the CIA discontinued coverage of 

mail going to Cuba.
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STATEMENT FOR RECORD ON

FBI USE OF MAIL COVERS

NW 65360 Docld:32989634 Page 98



Legal basis for mail covers

The FBI utilizes mail covers as an investigative 

technique in accordance with requirements set down by

law and the Postal Service. Procedures for obtaining 

mail covers are precisely set out in the Postal Manual, 

Section 861.

The legality of mail covers has been substantiated 

by a number of court decisions, beginning with Mr. Justice 

Field's statement in Ex parte Jackson (1877); recognition 

of this view through Oliver v. United States (1957); United 

States v. Costello (1958); United States v. Schwartz (1960); 

Cohen v. United States (1967); Lustiger v. United States (1968); 

United States v. Isaacs (1972); cert, denied 417 U.S. 976 (1974).

History of Utilization by FBI of mail covers

The FBI has utilized mail covers allowed by the 

U. S. Post Office Department and subsequently the Postal 

Service as early as 1928. FBI procedures have been in 

accordance with Post Office policies and procedures in 

effect at a particular time.

From 1928 to 1945, Special Agents in Charge of 

respective field offices were authorized to request a mail 

cover from the appropriate Post Office official in their 

respective territories. In 1945, the FBI policy was changed 

to allow the SACs this authority only in cases involving 

deserters, fugitives and escaped Federal prisoners. All



other cases required FBI Headquarters approval. In 1947, 

the FBI's policy was returned to the pre-1945 rule and 

SACs were again permitted to request authority from the 

Post Office without approval of FBI Headquarters. In 1954, 

however, regulations were instituted whereby all mail covers 

were to be limited to thirty days and justified to Headquarters 

prior to being requested. This policy of final determination 

by FBI Headquarters is in effect today.

Current statistics of mail covers utilization by FBI 

As of June 17, 1975, current mail covers requested 

or in place totaled 129. They were as follows: National 

security -69; Fugitive - 59'; Criminal - 1. .

The number of mail covers represents a minute

fraction of the total number of investigations pending on 

a daily basis.

Authorization procedures consistent with Postal regulations

The FBI follows the procedures for obtaining mail

covers set out in the Postal Manual, Section 861. Inasmuch 

as the FBI fits the "law enforcement agency" definition in 

the Manual, we make our requests to the Chief Postal Inspector 

or the Regional Postal Inspectors in Charge, depending on 

the type of mail cover requested.

No level of authorization in the requesting agency 

is specified in the Postal Manual. However, as indicated
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above, present FBI regulations require that mail cover 

requests must be first cleared through FBI Headquarters 

for approval. •

FBI Headquarters screens the request to insure 

that the mail cover can be potentially productive and that 

the nature of the case is of sufficient import to justify 

the technique. These decisions are made upon justification 

from the field office, review by Headquarters’ supervisory 

personnel, with final decision resting at the Deputy Associate 

Director level or above.

Benefits achieved by mail covers

Mail covers have proved to be valuable as an 

investigative technique in certain investigations. For example, 

mail covers have led to the identification of individuals 

holding security clearances who contact hostile intelligence 

services and who have provided intelligence information of 

interest to the hostile foreign intelligence services.

Over the years mail covers have provided leads 

which have resulted in the location of fugitives. In 

criminal cases, mail covers have provided information that 

has led to the discovery of evidence of criminal violations.

Purpose of mail covers

Lawful mail covers as an investigative technique are

based on the premise that discovery of an individual’s 

contacts provides knowledge of the individual's actions,
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as well as indicates other avenues by which knowledge of 

the individual can be obtained. .

Objectives, of course, vary depending on the 

type of investigation involved. For example, in fugitive 

cases, mail covers may be used in instances when the .

fugitive’s close associates or relatives are obviously 

hostile or suspected of being so. When official contact 

by law enforcement with these persons is rebuffed or 

impractical, mail covers are often useful.

In selected situations where a crime has been 

committed or an attempt made to do so, mail covers can 

be used to identify participants or co-conspirators and 

provide leads in investigations.

In national security matters, the insight provided 

by mail covers is invaluable. The FBI’s successful fulfillment 

of its national security role rests largely in determining 

the activities of hostile intelligence services. The mails 

are obviously a means of communication which allows a 

foreign intelligence service accessibility to persons or 

places from which they would otherwise be prohibited by 

law or where their physical presence would be suspect and 

thereby negate a covert effort on their part. Knowledge of 

their mail contacts can open avenues of lawful investigation 

which can be most productive.
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The FBI has conducted seven mail survey programs 

solely in the discharge of its national security responsibilities. 

None has been conducted since 1966.

These surveys were instituted because of their 

potential value in discharging the FBI's responsibilities . 

in the national security field.

These surveys were conducted to detect and identify 

foreign agents who threaten this Nation’s security and to 

detect other persons who indicated willingness, and were 

in a position, to sell out this country to hostile foreign 

powers. Each survey program was carefully circumscribed 

as to its scope and was conducted for specific objectives 

with strict administrative controls.

These surveys involved the processing, or opening, 

of mail; but they did not involve wholesale, indiscriminate 

opening of mail. In these surveys we were looking for 

indicators as to whether review of the correspondence might 

lead to the detection of an illegal foreign agent or a 

person cooperating with a hostile foreign power. Although 

considerable volumes of envelopes were surveyed, the vast 

majority of this mail was not further processed because it 

did not contain indicators which would make it relevant to

the survey.
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The Attorney General

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

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar

August 11, 1975

Director, FBI

U. S. 'SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
OH KTELLIGEHCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to August 5, 1975, "Request For FBI 
Materials" received from the SSC.

Enclosed is a memorandum for forwarding to the Committee 
which responds to requests identified as Roman numerals I. and III.X^ 
Also enclosed for your records is a copy of the memorandum 
prepared for the Committee.

Enclosures (2) ./
' ■ I '

62-116395

1 - The Deputy Attorney General
Attention ■^Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

- Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination

EWL:lhb Ibb
(9)

FOTE:
122 SEP 2 1975

‘ Winn am.
All material described generally under the categories

enumerated in the enclosed LHM has been recorded in detail. In
Assoc. Dir. to expedite delivery of this material today, this material 

Dep. ad invis. not being identified herein and a comprehensive memorandum is
being prepared separately for record purposes.

Comp. Syst. ...... 
Ext. Affairs___  
Files & Com. .—. 
Gen. Inv. _____  
Ident. ___  
Ipspe^tron 
Intel I. J._

f

MAIL

Plan. & Eval. _  
Spec. Inv.
Training _ 

Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm.



62-116395

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

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. E. W. Larson

August H, 1975

U. S. SELECT COmiTTEE TO s
STUDY GOWNMTAL OPERATIONSWITH

RESPECT TO INTELLIGWCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) . • - A

Reference is made to ^'Request For FBI Materials,” 
dated August 5, 1975. This communication responds to Roman 
numerals I. and III. of the request which required delivery 
by Monday, August 11, 1975. All materials indicated for 
delivery will be delivered to the SSC with this memorandum on 
August 11, 1975.

I. A. This request is being handled by the department 
of Justice.

B. This material will be delivered. It is noted 
certain items were requested in unexcised form. However, 
excisions were necessary in Iter . 8 ,. due to the sensitive 
nature of some sources of foreign intelligence named therein.

C. and B. This material will be delivered.

III. A., B. and C. These requests deal with portions 
of the Manual of Instructions and the Manual of Rules and
Regulations. This material will be delivered.

D. Items 1. through 7, will be delivered.
Item 8. involves inspection reports of some 17 legal attache 
offices and will require additional processing. We expect to 
include this material in delivery scheduled for Avgust 18, 1975.

Assoc. Dir—It is noted that difficulty In this area was anticipated and 
Dep.’ to ZZd^iscussed with SSC Staff Members during conference August -4, 1975.

Assb Dir.: £, Mass Media Program. Prior correspondence
cX"'s^TZZt^ucerning this matter indicated we were unable to locate any 
EXt. Affa^ —control file for this program. Pursuant to the current request, ; • 
Z'Z.-Z0”1' we are conducting extensive review of logical files to develop i ’ 

-additional information which might be responsive to the SSC 
^'^□request. Specifically, to date, we have located memoranda^.)

XX Eval ~$^h: Ihb ]U U This document is prepared in response to d^f' request and is not for
TraZngV.______  (8) nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official'proceed^n-gs ^^- -

Logai Coan______ , / your Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized jpe sefy-
Telephone Rm. _ V __ nel without the empress approval of the FBI , s *<y
Director Sec-y _ MAIL ROOM □ TELETYPE UNITg_?’p| , z



SEWE SELECT COMHBE OH WELLIGEWCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

dated January 16, 1968, and February 4, 1969, which bear the 
caption "Mass Media Program,” and which were recovered prom a 
miscellaneous administrative file not connected vzith the program 
itself- It seems apparent at this point that the Mass Media 
Program was an informal program created at FBI Headquarters and 
we have thus far been unable to locate any recorded correspond
ence relating to the inception of the program or its termination, 
as such. The above-mentioned memoranda will be delivered to the 
SSC on August 11, 1975, and we are continuing efforts to develop 
additional information of record concerning this program.

F., G. and H. This material will be delivered.
I, Material pertaining to "IHLET.”

1. By memorandum June 12, 1975, SSC was 
furnished certain material relating to IHLET. Mong this 
material was a memorandum, dated November 7, 1969, which 
recommended, ‘'Pursuant to the Director’s instructions” that 
“attached letters to the President and'the Attorney General be 
approved enclosing the proposed current intelligence letter.” 
This is the initial correspondence reflecting approval of IFLET. 
Ho other support or underlying material was located.

2. This request concerns an "Inspection 
Asport referred to in SAC letter of December 26, 1972.” The 
SAC letter is apparently the letter to Albany and all field 
offices dated December 26, 1972, a copy of which was furnished 
to you by memorandum June 12, 1975. In a review of this letter, 
we have been unable to detect any reference to an inspection 
report; likewise, a review of all available IHLET material 
failed to reveal any inspection report or any reference thereto.

3. He have no record of a letter from the 
FBI to Congressman Les Aspin in 1973 (or at any other time) 
regarding I^LET. We have located in our files a copy of a 
letter dated April 21, 1973, to Mr. Aspin from the "White House. 
This copy was furnished to us as an enclosure to correspondence 
from the White House concerning IHLET. We are currently in the 
process of obtaining clearance for delivery of this material to 
the SSC*.

- 2 -
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE OH INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

J. This material will be delivered.
K. On the basis of information made available, 

we have been unable to identify Special Agent (or former Special 
Agent) John Kunkle, who was assigned to the Bureau’s Hawaii 
office in 1955. Upon receipt of any additional information, 
wo irill conduct further inquiry to identify this individual*

1 - The Attorney General

- 3 -
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressee: SENATE SEEECT COMMITTEE_____________
I—| LTR Ku LHM I I Memo I I Report dated _____ 8/11/25_____
U.§. Senate.Select Committee.to study Govt.

Operations with Respect to Intelli
gerice activities. Request for FBI Materials, 
8/5/75 Includes Foreign Operations Policy * 
Originating Office: ___________ FBI------Manual

Delivered by:__ -----------------------------------------------------------Date:

Received by:__ -------------------------------------------------------------

j Title: vn ______________________

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI

NW 65360 Docld:32989634 Page 109

7^______



August 5,

■SECRET

I. Materials to which the SSC staff has been given access; 
delivery requested by Mondayr August 11, 1975: '

A. The notebook or binder containing materials on the 
FBI legal authority and maintained in the Office of 
the Special Counsel.

B. Materials pertaining to- FBI-CIA relations in 1970 
previously made accessible at FBIHQ in excised

’ form; unexcised versions of the memoranda bearing 
the item-number designations 8, 9, 30, .32, and 37.

C. "Foreign Operations Policy Manual," previously 
made accessible at FBIHQ. ■

D. Inspection Reports on the Intelligence Division 
and the San Francisco Field Office, as currently 
sanitized. ■



- 2 -

II. Materials to which the SSC staff has been given access 
delivery requested by Friday, August 15, 1975:

A. The following materials maintained in the so- 
called "Official and Confidential" files and 
designated "non-derogatory," previously examined 
by SSC staff:

1. ■ Agreement between FBI and Secret Service;

2. Attorney General - Submission of Memoranda by
r FBI;

3. "Black Bag" Jobs;

4. Expansion of FBI Foreign Intelligence 
Coverage;

5. Intelligence Coverage - Domestic and 
Foreign;

6. Directives (60);

7. Cook, Fred (52).

B. Summaries or notes on interviews conducted by 
Inspection Division for July 3 Inspection for 
the individuals whose names are underscored on 
the attached list (slightly expanded from previous 
access requests).
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III. Newly requested materials; delivery requested by 
Monday, August 11, 1975:

/

A. All of Section 8 of the Manual of Instructions.

B. Sections 1, 6, 7H, 7J, 8L, and 14F of the Manual 
of Rules and Regulations.

,C . Superseding versions of.Section 6 of the Manual 
of Rules and Regulations, since January 1, 1960.

D. The following materials referred to in memoranda 
previously delivered to SSC regarding FBI 
legal attaches:

■ 1. Memoranda of W. C. 'Sullivan of June 7, 1971, 
and June 16, 1971;

2. Memoranda of Mr. Wannall of May 27, 1971, and 
May 28, 1971;

3. Letter of Hoover to the President dated 
September 21, 1970;

4. Memorandum of W. C. Sullivan dated September 
22, 1970 .

5. Memorandum of Mr. Brennan dated September 21 
1970; *

6. Memorandum of Mr. Child of May 23, 1969;

7. Recommendations of Dalby, Felt, and Beaver' 
' upon the recommendation made in memorandum 

of Sullivan of June 7, 1971:

8. Material pertaining to an inspection of all 
FBI foreign liaison posts conducted in 1971 
pursuant to instructions from Hoover to 
Assistant Director Ponder in charge of 
inspections. .

E. Materials pertaining to the origin, operation, and 
termination of the Mass Media Program implemented by 
the former FBI Crime Records Division.
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F. Materials pertaining to the establishment and 
. functions of the FBI External Affairs Division.

G. "Guide to Indexing" and "Rules Pertaining to 
the General Index", cited at p. 14, Volume 1, 
of the Classifying Instructor's Guide. J

H. "The Standard Sub List" ’

I. The 'follovzing materials pertaining to Project 
’ INLET: ' 1

r 1. Materials reflecting approval of the 
Project on Or about November 20, 1969.

2. Inspection Report referred to in SAC letter 
of December 26, ,1972.

3. Letter from FBI to Congressman Les Aspin 
in 1973 regarding the Project. 

*

J. Materials pertaining to the policies and procedures 
of the FBI for the use of FBI agents for so-called 
"undercover" activity.

K. The current address and assignment of Special Agent 
(or former Special Agent) John Kunkle, who was assigned 
to the Bureau's Hawaii office in 1955.
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IV. Newly requested materials; delivery requested by 
Friday, August 18, 1975: 

z

A. The following materials referred to in memoranda 
previously delivered to SSC regarding FBI Legal 
Attaches:

1. Materials pertaining to conversations 
between the President and Hoover regarding 
foreign liaison operations in September 
1970;

2. Materials pertaining to conversations between 
Dr. Kissinger and Hoover in December 1970;

3. Materials pertaining to communications between 
the FBI and the State Department regarding 
foreign liaison operations in 1970;

4. Materials pertaining to a conference with the 
President regarding foreign liaison operations 
in June 1971. '
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V. Nevzly requested materials; access to screen for 
delivery requested by August 18, 1975:

A. The following materials pertaining to Mrs.
Claire (Anna) Chennault and Spiro T. Agnew:

1.

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

2. All materials pertaining to the initiation, 
authorization, conduct, and termination of 
technical or physical surveillance and "tele
phone checks" of Mrs. Claire (Anna) Chennault 
in November 1968. .

3. All materials pertaining to the initiation, 
authorization, conduct, and termination of 
technical or physical surveillance and 
"telephone checks" of Vice Presidential 
candidate Spiro T. Agnew in November 1968.

4. All materials summarizing the results of tech
nical or physical surveillance, including 
incidental overhearings, and "telephone 
checks" of Mrs. Claire (Anna) Chennault and 
Spiro T. Agnew in November 1968, but not 
including "logs".

5. All materials pertaining to White House 
instructions to the FBI for the handling of 
the summary letters described in item 4 above.

6. All materials pertaining to actions taken by 
the White House as a result of information 
contained in the summary letters described in 
item 4 above.

7. The current addresses of the following former 
Special Agents, who may have participated in the 
technical or physical surveillance or "telephone 
checks" of Mrs. Claire (Anna) Chennault or 
Spiro T. Agnew:

a. Phil Claridge

b. William Jackson
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B. The following materials pertaining to Yeoman 
Charles E. Radford: -•

1. All materials, includihg'memorializations 
of oral communications, pertaining to the 
authorization, initiation, conduct, and 
termination of technical surveillances of 
Yeoman Charles E. Radford from December 
1971 to June 1972.

2. All materials, including memorializations 
. of oral communications, pertaining to the

* authorization, initiation, conduct, and 
termination of technical surveillance of 
two close personal friends of Yeoman Radford, 
one retired from the Navy, the other a State 
Department employee, from January to Aoril 
1972.

3. All materials, including memorializations 
of oral communications, pertaining to the 
authorization, initiation, conduct, and 
termination of technical surveillance of 
Yeoman Radford’s step-father in Oregon from 
February to April 1972. ’

4. All materials summarizing the results of the 
technical surveillances described in items 1 
through 3 above.

5. All materials pertaining to actions taken by 
the White House as a result of information 
contained in the summary described in item 4 
above.

C. With respect to surreptitious entries carried out 
by the FBI from January 1, 1960 to the present, all 

• materials pertaining to the following:

1. The date, place, target, and purpose of each 
entry;

. 2. The request and authorization for each entry
including the identities of the agencies

. ■ and/or individuals who requested and/or
authorized” the entry;

_ 3. The procedures and methods used for the
conduct of each entry;

\
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4. The results of each entry, including the 
information obtained andz the identities of 
the agencies and/or individuals to whom the 
information was disseminated.

5. The materials in 1 through 4 above which may 
pertain to any surreptitious entry directed 
'at the following targets:

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

a.

b.

c. Daniel Ellsberg, Mill Valley, California (1973,1974

d. Gerald Lefcourt, New York City (1970, 1971)

e. Charles Garry, Oakland, California (1970, 1971)

f. Egbal Ahmed, Chicago (1970)

g. United States Servicemen's Fund, Boston (1971)'

h. NAACP Legal Defense Fund, New York City (1971)

i. Marvin Kalb, CBS News (1972, 1973)

j. Dan Rather, CBS News (1972, 1973)

k.' Sol Linowitz (1972)

1. Institute of Policy Studies, Washington,D.C. (1971)

m. Michael Kennedy, San Franciso (1969, 1970)

n. Radical Education Project and SDS,Ann Arbor, Michie 
(1969)

o. Carol Wild Scott, Gainsville, Florida (1972)

p. Henry di Suvero, New York City (1972)

q. The Washington Free Press, Washington,D.C. (1969)

r. The home of a "known bigot... (who) might., (have 
been) plotting violence against Jewish leaders," 
referred to in Jack Anderson's column in the . 
Washington Post of June 21, 1975.
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D. Materials pertaining to any jurisdictional agree
ments, agreements of coordination, or other agree
ments between the FBI and an^ other federal, state 
or local agency with regard to the conduct of and 
dissemination of information from surreptitious 
entries. .

E. The following materials pertaining to NSA watch list 
i activity, reportedly in operation from late 1967 
through 1973, which involved the monitoring of 

■ international communications that were addressed
to, or from, or included the names of persons on 
a changing "watch list": .

1. All materials pertaining to the proposing, 
- approving, putting names on, executing, 

. evaluating, or terminating the watch list
activity; _

2. All materials (including correspondence) sent 
by the FBI to the National Security -Agency or 
any other entity in the Department of Defense 
listing names for the watch list or otherwise 
commenting on the activity;

3. Any internal FBI materials produced as part of 
the activity;

4. Any NSA or Department of Defense materials 
(including correspondence and reports) regard

. ing the watch list activity sent to the FBI.

F. Materials pertaining to the authorization for FBI 
contacts with, dissemination of FBI information to, 

. receipt of information from, and requests by the 
FEI for action by the Special Services Staff of . 
the Internal Revenue Service.

. G. "The Handbook of Technical Equipment".

'H. Materials pertaining to FBI activity with respect to 
the National Environmental Teach-In (also known as

. "Earth Day"), April 22, 1970.

. I. Materials pertaining to the origin and implication of
any decision to gather intelligence on "Women's 
Liberation" in the Philadelphia FBI field office
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J. The additional SAC letters and memoranda identified 
on the attached list. '

K. The performance ratings (Form FD 185) of the 
following current or former FBI employees:

1. George Berley

2. Wilfred Bergeron .

i 3. William D. Campbell

4. Richard Suter

5. William Tucker ' .

6. Terry 0'Connor

7. Joseph English

L. The current office assignment or last.known address 
of the individuals listed in K. above.
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4CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

E: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO^ Intelligence Community Staff 
‘ATTN: Central I^ctex

FROM:

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available

DOCUMENT I [briefing | INTERVIEW | [TESTIMONY | | OTHER

2. DATE PROVIDED

s/nm

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

X
SSC

HSC

4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identi fication number of briefer, 
interviewee, testifier and subject)

-land enclosures

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.)

SSC letter 8/5/75, Part I, A thru C, Part III,

6. CLASSIFICATION OF 
INFORMATION (enter 
V, C, S, TS or 
Codeword)

§

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; 
used underline for emphasis)

Intelligence activities, foreign 
Operating procedures

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

Materials pertaining to FBI-CIA relations in 1970; Foreign Operation j 
Policy Manual; Inspection Reports on the Intelligence Division and 
the San Francisco Field Office; Various Sections of Instructions

and Manual of Rules and Regulations and superseding versions of Section 
6 of Manual of Rules and Regulations since 1/1/60; Various memoranda 
regarding FBI legal attaches during years 1969, 1970 and 1971; Materials 
pertaining to the establishment and functions of the FBI External 
Affairs Division; "Guide to Indexing” end Rules Pertaining to the General 
Index”; “The Standard Sub List”; Materials pertaining to the policies 
and procedures of the FBI for the use of G FBI agents for so-called 
"m^dercover” • activity. . /,

62-116395
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• 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 
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The Attorney General

Director, FBI

1 
1
1

0^ INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

-Mr. j. A. Mintz 
(1 - J. B. Hotis)

August 8, 1975 
- Mr. W. R. Wannall 
-Mr. W. O. Cregar 
- Mr. K. A. Mendenhall

_
.•J

W.;

Reference is made to a request from the SSC dated „ 
July 28, 1975, entitled “Superceding Bequest for FBI Materials.” 
Item V. G of this xe quest pertained to four individuals 
mentioned in a letter to the Office of the Deputy Attorney 
General dated July 1, 1975, which letter requested certain 
documents and other information from the FBI concerning z 
Cointelpro activities directed against these four individual^ <

Attached for your approval and forwarding to SSC 
v is an original of a memoranduEi which responds to item V. G 

of the July 28, 1975, request from the SSC.

\J

A copy of the isenoranciun is being furnished far 
your records*

&

SEP 2 1975

It should be noted the SSC letter dated July 1 
requested the identity of FBI personnel connected with 
operations relating to the four individuals of interest 
and indicated interviews would be sought with all FBI 
personnel so involved* Department memorandum dated 
July 3, 1975, from K. Williaia O’Connor to John A* Mint 
of the FBI advised interviews of any FBI Agent personnel 
-^th respect to the above would be an "abuse interview." 

z^&et forth in the enclosed nemorandi 
^FBI personnel which were requested

Assoc. Dir.-------  
Dep. AD Adm.—* 
Dep. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.:
Admin.------------- ■
Comp. Syst. —— 
Ext. Affairs -----  
Files & Com. —— 
Gen. Inv. _ 
Ident. - 
Inspection —p 
Intell.

16395

The Deputy Attorney
Attention:

- 100-450364
- 100-398576

Michael
Special

General f
E. Shaheen, Jr 
Counsel for

Intelligence Coordination

(M. St ar sky) 
(E. Sell)

1 - 100-452984 (M.
1 - 100-481841 (M.

White)
Shockey)

Training 
Legal Coun. 
Telephone Rm. 
Director

Laboratory t_----  
Plan. & Ew>L —

(13)

LOOM etype unit

< A,'
GPO : 1975 O - 569-920



62-115395

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

1 - Hr. W. R. Wannall
W. O. Cregar, '. - X ’** Bix - It . ua Ux cttax

K’ A- Mendenha11
‘ August B, ITO

UNI® STATES SKATE MCS COMMITTEE 
TO STUDY GOVEKMKTAL OPERATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO INTHIIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to SSC request dated July 28, 1975, 
entitled "Superceding Request for EBI Material** Item V, G, 
on page five of this request pertained to material relating 
to Morris Starsky, Evelyn Rose Sell, Maude Adams White, and 
Martha L. Shockey, which material had previously been requested 
in SSC letter dated July 1, 1975. The July 1, 1975, SSC 
letter had requested certain documents and other information 
from the EBI concerning Cointelpro activities directed against 
Morris Starsky, Evelyn Rose Sell, end Maude Adams White, The 

v July 1, 1975, letter also requested certain documents and 
other information concerning alleged Cointelpro-type activities 
directed against Martha L. Shockey.

Item A of the July 1, 1975, letter requested all 
documentary materials of the EBI pertaining to the authorization 
and implementation of operations concerning the four individuals 
named above. Since the thrust of the SSC request pertains to 
Cointelpro, only those docaments pertaining to Cointelpro activ
ities against the four individuals of interest are being provided. 
Set forth below under the names of the individuals of interest 
is a list of those documents.

MORRIS STARSKY

1. SAC, Phoenix letter to the Director, EBI, 
dated May 31, 1968*

2*
Assoc. Dir. _____

Dep. AD Adm. _  
Dep. AD Inv. __

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. , , 
Comp, Syst.__

SAC, Phoenix, letter to the Director, EBI, 
dated July 1, 1963.

SAC, Phoenix, letter to the Director, 3BI, 
dated October 1, 1963.

i

“ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO ATTORNEY GENERAL
Gen. Inv._____
Ident.________
Inspection____ j 
Intell. ________  
Loboratory .___ .
Plan. & Eval._  
Spec. Inv. _____  
Training

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

fOTE PAGE EIGHT

This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person
al thq Xpress approval of the FBI J ^7 /

TELETYPE UNIT
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4. SAC, Phoenix, letter to the Director, EBI 
dated October 8, 1968.

5. C. D. Brennan memorandum to Mr. 17, C. Sullivan 
dated October 24, 1988.

6. Director, FBI, letter to SAC, Phoenix, 
dated October 25, 1968.

7. SAC, Phoenix, letter to the Director, FBI, 
dated March 31, 1970.

3. SAC, Phoenix, air tel to the Director, FBI, 
dated April 7, 1970.

9. Director, FBI, letter to SAC, Phoenix, 
dated April 24, 1970.

10. SAC, Phoenix, letter to the Director, FBI, 
dated May 12, 1970.

11. SAC, Phoenix, letter to the Director, FBI, 
dated June 30, 1970.

EVELYN HOSE SELL

1. SAC, San Antonio, letter to the Director, FBI, 
dated October 8, 19604

2. SAC, Detroit, letter to the Director, FBI 
dated November 12, 1969.

3. SAC, San Antonia, letter to the Director, FBI, 
dated December 10, 1969.

4. SAC, San Antonio, letter to the Director, FBI, 
dated January 13, 1970.
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5. SAC, San Antonio, lottex* to the Director, 
dated March 31, 1970.

MAUDE ADAMS WIT®

1. Director, FBI, letter to SAC, 'Washington Field, 
dated April 11, 1939,

2. SAC, Washington Field, letter to Director, FDI, 
Gated April 23, 1930.

3. Director, FBI, letter to SAC, Washington Field, 
dated May 7, 1969.

4. SAC, Washington Field, letter to the Director, 
EBI, dated May 23, 1969.

5, Director, BJf, letter’ to «AC, Washington Field, 
dated June 3, 19C9.

6. SAC, Washington Field, letter to the Director, 
FBI, dated July 3, i960.

A review of documents pertaining to Cointelpro and 
Martha L. Shockey failed to reveal any information that 
Martha &. Chockey was over the target of any Cointelpro . 
activities*

Item B of the July 1, 1975, SBC letter requested 
a list of all investigation, criminal or other, related 
directly or indirectly to the four individuals named herein 
and an explanation of the disposition of each investigation.

During 1968 a Selective Service Act investigation 
was instituted concerning Morris Joseph Starsky, Investiga
tion in this nutter was instituted to determine if there was 
a violation of the counseling of evasion section of the 
.Selective Service Act, Information obtained during the 
course of this investigation was submitted to the United States 
Attorney’s Office in fboenix, Arizona, and during April, 1959, 
it was the opinion of the United States Attorney that no 
prosecutive action was warranted in this matter and no farther 
investigation for a possible violation of the Selective Service 
Act was necessary.
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i.

During Muy, 1908, a Federal Hansing Administration 
Matters Investigation was instituted against Mr. Stnrsky when 
infossiaiioa was received that Mr. Starsl^y had obtained a 
Federal Housing Administration loan to buy n house which 
would thou be rented. Investigation in this matter determined 
the house which had been purchased by Mr. Starsky was going 
to be used by him and therefore the United States Attorney’& 
Office in phoenix, Arizona, declined prosecution in this 
setter during September, 19CC. .

Xz. was also the subject of an investigation
concerning his activities on behalf of the Socialist Workers 
Party (SWF) and the Young Socialist Alliance (YSA), This 
investigation was instituted during July, 1068, and the case 
was closed in April, 1074. In addition to being the subject 
of this investigation, information pertaining to Mr. Starsky 
during the above time period was also obtained during the 
FBI’s investigation of the SUP, Y3A, Student Mobilisation 
Co^'iiittce to End the War in Vietnam, The Committee to Bad 
the bar in Vietnam, and the Committee of One Thousand to 
Defend Academic Freedom. Information was also received con-, 
corning Mr. Starsky during an investigation of his wife, 
Pamela, which was being conducted as a result of her activities 
with the SWP and YSA during 1970 through 1973.

An investigation was conducted wherein Evelyn Bose 
Sell was the subject. This investigation which was instituted 
during 1993 developed informtion concerning her activities 
on behalf of the SWF and VGA. The cose in which Sell was the 
subject was closed during March, 1974. In addition to being 
the subject of investigation, information was also received 
during this same time period concerning Evelyn Sell in investi
gations of the SW and the National Peace Action Coalition. 
Additional information concerning Sell was obtained as a 
result of information being received concerning the Texas 
Abortion Coalition Sidewalk March during 1371.

Maude Adams White was the subject of an investigation 
from March, 1969, until September, 1072, after information was 
developed concerning her activities on behalf of the SWF and 
the YUA. In addition, a Security of Government Employees 
investigation was conducted during 1958 when information was 
developed that Maude Adams Vhite was a member of the YSA and 
an employee of the United States Government. Results of this 
investigation vrro forvzardod to the Civil Service Co^ission.

*» 4 »•
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Martha L. Shockey was the subject of on investigation 
during 1074 niter information was developed concerning her 
nctivitico on behalf of the YGA.

Item C of the July 1, 1075, see letter requested a 
list of nil persons outside the 1321 (including, but not limited 
to, employers, relatives, friends, media personnel, nemfcers 
of clergy, federal, State, and local lav/ cnfox'ccnent, and 
other officials, etc.) contacted in relation to the iour 
individuals named herein rad the purpose of their contact.

Item V, G, oi the July 23, 1273, CSC letter indicated 
the list of persons contacted was not to include persons in 
their capacity as sources. In view of this no list of persons 
outside the 1W who were utiltecd as sources is feeing furnished 
and information which would tend to identify these individuals 
in the documents being submitted has loon excised. Identity of 
other individuals contacted is set forth. in copies of cosmtmicatiaas 
feeing furnished end therefore no list as such Is feeing provided.

Item 5 of the July 1, 1273, SSC letter requested a 
list of all 3331 personnel connected with the operation relating 
to the four individuals named herein, their specific connection, 
and their present location. In this regard it is to be noted 
each document being furnished has located in the area of the lower 
left-hand corner of the first page the initials of the Bureau 
supervisor or field office Agent who dictated the Cuusimicntion. 
Bor those cormunicatioas which were cent from WI Headquarters 

to a field office, the individuals at 1BIHQ who arc 
being considered as “connected” with the ease were the dictating 
supervisor, the Section Chief, end the highest level of authority 
who approved the document. Bor corxiunications received at 
from the field office the identity of the individual who initialed 
the commxmication for filing will be provided. Ilie identity of thus? 
other individuals who have initialed the documents arc not being 
furnished as they arc considered as iatormediate reviewing 
supervisors aad officials and as such are not specifically 
^connected’' with the case, Bor those eorimun lent ions which 
originated from the field office, the identity of the ease 
Agent, the dictating Agent, and the field supervisor who approved 
the coi^unicntion for transmittal to £BW> is feeing furnished. In 
three instances the identity of individuals whose initials -wore 
placed on the docusent cannot be determined. Sot forth feeler; are 
the identities of those individuals identified, both at and 
the respective field offices, their specific connection, and their 
present location.
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ibijsi^
Erctman, Charles D. - Retired

407 Her th Gwen Struct, Vn* C23C-t
Section Chief

Cresciolx, A.
EDI Headquarters
Bureau Supervisor

Gruhcrt, Herbert A.
Ballas EBI Office
Bureau Supervisor

Hei’ington, Jack
FBI Headquarters-
Approved doawaent for Section Chief

Hoover, John Edgar * Becoased
Approving authority

Homer, Bussell £U * Retired
5110 Althea Brive, Annandale, Va» 32003
Bureau Supervisor

Bcbein, Robert - retired
COW Shorborn lane, Springileld, W. 22132
Bureau Supervisor

Still, 2’ranb IX
WI Headquarters
Bureau Supervisor

Tliotipson, Conrad V. - Retired
2dW ix’csol Street, Vienna, Va. 221£G
Approved for Section Chief

pB0m% EBI OWCB PHBSGWL

Dillinss, Willinn H. * Retired
HOG Hewhox’i’y, lichardson, Texas
Dictating Agent

Fauvcr, Hari 1.
l^ocnix FBI Office
Supervisor

- G *
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I-nul tk, Jr. - mired
Drive, Cinoiunuti, Ohio '^11 

Supervisor

Mull, John * Retired
3SS0 Ik fentall, ^hosnis, Artoaa £502$
Ourcrvisor

l<kcra, Day P»
phoenix i'DX OSSieo
Dictating Agent

won, 3, Stsx^s * Hctircci
GZ3 Chaunay, Son Antonio, Icwm 7821G 
supervisor

Taylor, Paul C. * Bctired
ASOS north 2Sth Placo, Phoenix Arisons C501G
Pxctstln^ and Carso Asont

l al’scr, John Ik
YlnsMa^toa VldO V£I Ollico 
wuron'isor

C'uiclcy, Potcrt C*
■Qur ntxco
Plctatln" md Case Atoni

SAK AMWXP imi CWW msWIlX

Colo, J. ilyero « retired
7131 Koyeton fiaad, ^aMl Hallow, Charlotte, 

north Carolina 2S210
Supervisor

Boiionhauth, Dew.sn B., Jr. - ketired
331 Av© Maria Drive, San Antonio, I'oxas 7SS1C 
dictating and Case Agont

IWiich, Janes £♦
Sa». i’wncisco PDI Diiico
Dictating Agent

Moody, *ilxonas £♦, IV
San Antonio FBI Ox’f ice
Supervisor

- 7 -

NW 65» Doctd:1298»4 Page 129



v. s. senate swi

Biley, Howard W.
San Antonio FBI Office
Caso Agent

Ecso, Donald A, * kotircd
630 Shadywod Lane, San Antonio, Texr^ 78216 
Supervisor

dew>it i-bi orficn w:;wi. -
SavinskyT Lloyd D. ’

log Was WX OfiiCG
Dictating Agent

enclosures 17

1 - The Attorney General

NOTE:
As noted in cover letter to the Attorney General, 

identities of FBI Agent personnel who were connected with the 
cases on the four individuals of interest in the SSC request dated 
7/1/75 are being furnished. The 7/1/75 letter also indicated 
interviews would be conducted with all FBI personnel so involved. 
Department has advised any such interview with Agent personnel 
would be considered an ’’abuse interview.”

Serials being furnished to SSC in excised form are as 
follows:

Morris J. Starsky; 100-449698-38-1, 4, 5, 6, 13, 14, 
15, 16 and 100-449698-543.

Maude Adams White; 100-452984-3, 4, 5, 6.

Evelyn Sell; 100-449698-45-66, 69, 70; 100-449698-889 
and 100-398576-33.

Documents being furnished relating to White and Sell 
have previously been released in the SVP lawsuit. Documents being 
furnished relating to Starsky have previously been released in 
the SWP lawsuit and in a request by Starsky under the Freedom of 
Information Act with the exception serials 100-449698-543 and 
100-449698-38-6. These two serials were reviewed with Assistant 
U. S. Attorney, Southern District of New York, who felt SWP and 
YSA were not entitled to them.
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) federal BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

-> SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE____________

r*~l LTR i~S LHM ( | Memo | | Report dated _ 8/8/75 •

p .U.S. Senate Select Committee. (7/28/75 request
Caption of Document: ' n
s Item V,G; Item A of 7/1/75; Item B of 7/1/75;
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E: 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 was made available 
for review but not transmitted, so note.)

2. DATE PROVIDED

8/8/75SS. 1 DOCUMENT I I BRIEFING | INTERVIEW | | TESTIMONY | | OTHER

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

SSC

HSC

4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer, 
interviewee, testifier and subject)

Ifeaomto and enclosure®

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and, item number if in response to formal request, other-
wise state verbal request of (name), subpoena,

SSC letter 7/1/75 and 7/28/7S, Part V, Item G

6. classification of 
INFORMATION (enter 
U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword)

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; 
used underline for emphasis)

if key words not listed are

Counterintelligence 
Intelligence collection G 1

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

Certain documents end other Information concerning alleged 
Cointelpro-type activities directed against four 
individuals*

62-1X6395

(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL CO^UNITY INDEX

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 transcript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary.
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2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz

The Attorney General

Director,

ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

w
1

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall j _ 
1 — Mr. W. O. Cregar

August 18, 1975^

/ Mr. Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for ; 
Intelligence Coordination, Office of the Deputy Attorney 
General, V. S. Department of Justice, Washington, D. G., 
has asked for comments of this Bureau concerning a letter 
addressed to him by Mr, John T. Slliff, Director, Domestic 
Intelligence Task Force, SBC, and dated August 7, 1975.

Enclosed is a memorandwa for forwarding to the 
SSC which sets forth an analysis of the problem involved 
and the position which this Bureau is taking in this matter 
A copy of this memorandum is also enclosed for your records

Enclosures (2)

G2-116395

1 - The Deputy Attorney General
Attention:

SFP/JTA:dmtk;
(9)

Li

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for

Intelligence Coordination

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

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. —
Comp. Syst. ___  
Ext. Affairs ■
Files & Com. __ 
Gen. Inv.______  
Ident. ________  
Inspection ____  
Intell. ________  
Laboratory ____  
Pion. &*Eval. _
Spec. Inv.---------

Legal Coun. . .......
Telephone Rm.__ _____

mail room □□ te: GPO : 1975 O - 569-920
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2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall .
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

G2-11G393 August 18, 1975

X J'
V ’ WJTED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
* TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS

WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

BE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO *'

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE

Reference is made to letter dated August 7, 1975, 
from John T. Elliff, Director, Domestic Intelligence Task 
Force, SSC, to Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination, Office of the Deputy Attorney 
General, U. S. Department of Justice, Washington, D. C., 
which states as follows:

"With reference to the matter 
discussed in my letter yesterday concerning 
the Atlantic City materials, I would 
appreciate it if you would esamine the 
series of memoranda from Mr. DeLoach to 
Mr. Jenkins (Tab K) and give me your 
personal assurance that there are not 
included therein any portions which 
summarize or describe any overhearings 
obtained as a result of any electronic 
surveillance directed at Dr. Hing and/or 
members of his family.

will await your reply 
before farther examining these materials.”

Assoc. Dir. -------- For purposes of clarity and better understanding
d°pp: to follows a summary of the correspondence involved

Admin.___— .

ZSFP/JTA tdmtJtA
Files & Com. —
Gen. |nv. , ,

:d°n'^-----ORIGINAL AND ONE TO ATTORNEY GENERALinspection ——
Intell  
Loboratory .
Pion. & Evol. — 
Spec. Inv.  . 
Training-----------

Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec'y----

This document is prepared in o your request and is not for dissemi
nation outside your Commits. 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 . ,
DM EZJ TELETYPE UNITT""! / Z? J '!/) V \ 569-920
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RE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE

SSC letter May 14, 1975, with attached appendices, 
requested certain documents and other information from tho 
FBI. Appendix D of this letter captioned ’‘Request Pertaining 
to Electronic Surveillance,’1 requested tho following specific 
material under tho designated item numbers:

Appendix B, Itora 7, requests all memoranda and 
other materials which; (a) relate to intelligence activities 
at or in connection with, the democratic National Convention (PNC) 
at Atlantic City, Now Jersey, in August, 19G4, and (b) relate to 
electronic surveillances of telephones and/or premises at 
2414 Atlantic Avenue and/or Clairidge Hotel in Atlantic City, 
Now Jersey, during August, 1964.

Appendix D, Item 8, requests Committee staff access 
to all memoranda and other materials reflecting the identities 
of persons monitored, the contents of conversations 
monitored, and/or any information obtained from conversations 
monitored on the surveillances described in 7(b) above*

Appendix D, Item 16, requests all memoranda and 
other materials containing the results of any administrative or 
other inquiry undertaken by tho FBI ns n result of and/or relating 
to the allegations contained in the January 26, 1975, issue of 
The Washington Post concerning activities of the FBI in 
Atlantic City, New Jersey, in August, 1964.

The FBI’s response to the above is contained in a 
memorandum dated July 15, 1975, and its attached exhibits ' 
(tabs) A through L.

- By the vei'y nature of the title of Appendix D, 
- ’’Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillance,” and the 

language used in the specific requests in Items 7 and 8, 
it is obvious we are dealing with material which is substan
tially in the area of electronic surveillances and falling 
within the language of Hr. Elliff’s inquiry whore he refers 
to, ”any portions which summarise or describe any ovorhoarings ' 
obtained as a result of any electronic surveillance directed 
at Er. King and/or members of his family.”

»» 2 ”*
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As will bo illustrator by tho following resume and
examples, the EBI can give no assurances of the nature being 
requested by the SSC of the Justice Department.

By comparing infomation in the Deloach memoranda
(Exhibit/Tab IC) with actual logs of overhears on King’s 
telephone during the DNC, it was determined that some of 
the information in the DeLoach memoranda came from 
electronic surveillance of King and that, while we cannot 
determine the precise sources for a majority of the information, 
there is logical belief that much additional information in 
thdse memoranda also came from electronic surveillance of 
King. Tho following are examples:

(1) DeLoach memorandum to Ur. Jenkins dated
August 25, 1964, (which bears a side heading on page one 
regarding Martin Luther King), page one, paragraph two 
which concerns a call received by King from Bayard Rustin 
in which King stated he was very encouraged by the way 
things were going and there had been no demonstrations by 
the Mississippi freedom Democratic Party (MIDP).

(2) DoLoach memorandum to Mr. Jenkins dated
August 25, 1964, (which bears a side heading on page three 
regarding Martin Luther King) page three, paragraphs one 
through three which concern a call from a member of King’s 
staff to a Mrs. Jackson regarding arrangements for her to 
come to the Atlantic City area; a call from Jolin Sutton 
of the California delegation asking King to meet with 
California delegates; and information indicating that JW 
loaders had asked King to call governors of two states in 
an attempt to enlist their support.

(3) DeLoach memorandum to Mr. Jenkins dated
August 26, 1964, (six pages in length) pages three and four, 
which concern a contact with King by Dick Gregory to discuss 
convention events including MIDP.
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(4) DeLoach memorandum to Mr. Jenkins dated 
August 26, 1964, (which bears a side heading bn page two 
regarding Martin Luther King) page two, paragraphs three 
through six and page three, paragraph one which concern 
conversations by Rustin regarding MIDP delegates, a call 
by Rustin to a representative of the National Council of 
Churches and whether or not there would be a street 
demonstration on that date.

In addition to Exhibit K, the EBI memorandum dated 
July 15, 1975, and its other exhibits, which pertain to EBI 
coverage during the DNC at Atlantic City wore similarly 
reviewed to determine if any portions summarized or described 
overhears obtained as a result of electronic surveillance of 
King* The below outlined portions were determined to contain 
information from such type coverage:

(1) EBI memorandum dated July 15, 1975, page 
seven, paragraph five made brief references to type of 
information received from King technical surveillance 
regarding the MEDP. -

(2) Exhibit G, pages three and four, items one 
through six are samples of information, some of which was 
obtained through FBI technical coverage during the DNC. 
Pago four of this exhibit refers to technical coverage which 
provided hour-to~hour strategy followed by King and others 
and referred to information received regarding the MEDP.

(3) Exhibit H, pages four and five, refer to 
results of.technical surveillance of King*

(4) Exhibit J, page one, paragraph three, refers 
to results,of technical coverage of King. Page four, under 
paragraph captioned "Tuesday, August 25, 1964" refers to 
information from technical coverage that King had prevailed 
upon Rustin to come to Atlantic City that day, and that 
King had attempted to arrange a rendezvous with Mrs. Jackson 
in Philadelphia.

1 - The Attorney General
w 4 **
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FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, 
JOHN G. TOWER, TEXAS, VICE ^^M^AN 

PHILIP A. HART, MICH. HOWARD H^WKeR, JR., TENN
WALTER F. MONOALE, MINN.
WALTER^. HUnDL^TONeXY.
ROBERT M0RGANvK.C.' 
GARY HART, COLO.

BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ. 
CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD, 
RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.

WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR 
FREDERICK A. O. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL 

CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSfL

Senate
SELECT COMMITTEE TO 

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, S4TH CONGRESS) ,

Washington, D.c. 20510

August 7, 1975

Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination
Office of the Deputy Attorney General
U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mike:

With reference to the matter discussed in my 
letter yesterday concerning the Atlantic City materials, 
I would appreciate it if you would^examine the series of 
memoranda from Mr. DeLoach to Mr. Jenkins (Tab K) and | W/’ 

give me your personal assurance that there are not includ
ed therein any portions which summarize or describe ^hy 
overhearings obtained as a result of any electronic sur
veillance directed at Dr. King and/or members of his 
family. -

We will await your reply before further examin
ing these materials.^''

Sincerely,
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AIRTEL AIRMAIL

- ------------------------

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) , ' \ . ' |

■ i
FROM: S21C, LOS ANGELES (66-6243) (F) • Z\Y,U

\a !
»

f i
SUBJECT: U'. S.'"SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON !

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
INTERVIEW OF SUPERVISOR RICHARD H. BLOESER
BY SSC MEMBER - • . I

Re Bureau teletype to Los Angeles dated- 7/31/75z 
captioned SENSTUDY 75.

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are the original 
and seven copies of a letterhead memorandum concerning the 
above interview.



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

INTERVIEW OF SUPERVISOR RICHARD H. BLOESER 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBER -

' On August—5y<^1.9.7.5. z^S^pervisorRichard H. Bloeser^'
■ was interviewed by SSC Staff Member ■Lester~'Seidel"at the 

Los Angeles FBI Office regarding the COINTELPRO/Black Panther 
Party (BPP). ’ . ~~ '-----

Mr. Seidel advised Supervisor -Bloeser that the 
interview was voluntary, but did not advise Supervisor

. . Bloeser of his‘ rights in this matter.

Mr. Seidel inquired of Supervisor Bloeser as to 
how many offices he had served in,, his length of service in 

. the Bureau, and how long had been spent on intelligence 
investigations. Supervisor Bloeser replied that he had

• served in Philadelphia, El Paso and Los Angeles, had been, 
in the Bureau approximately 24)g years, and had’been assigned 
to intelligence work for 22 years. ■ '

. — - ' Mr. Seidel inquired as to’ whether Supervisor Bloeser
'• believed that the Bureau had placed undue pressure on the

. field to come up with counter intelligence proposals concerning 
■ r. the BPP and was it difficult to come up. with a proposal.
- Supervisor Bloeser responded that there was no undue pressure 

v ’-.-t placed on the field by the Bureau, that the COINTELPRO/BPP 
was merely another case assigned to an agent and that agent, 

.“J as in any other case, had the responsibility of handling the 
; .. _ . " matter whether it concerned the solving of a case or the ■ 

't/.-- submission of proposals. Mr. Seidel was also informed that
. VL it was not unduly difficult to come up with a proposal and that 

a number of proposals were rejected at the field level and
■ Rise never submitted to the Bureau. ’ . .

~ Mr. Seidel inquired specifically’as to counter
-rlG intelligence proposals involving cartoons ridiculing the BPP.

2. "gX. This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to

.7 your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed
" outside your.agency. u ... “T4 .



U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
INTERVIEW OF SUPERVISOR RICHARD H. BLOESER
BY SSC STAFF MEMBER- '

Supervisor Bloeser responded that he vaguely remembered such 
proposals but without reviewing the file had ho definite 
recollection. Mr. Seidel did not ’request that the file be 
reviewed. . .. . •

Mr. Seidel inquired specifically about a business 
card which allegedly had been prepared by the Bureau bearing 
the phrase "K&renga is impotent." Mr. Seidel requested 
Supervisor Bloeser*s views on the distribution of this card 
by the FBI. Supervisor Bloeser responded that he vaguely 
remembered the.card, that he thought it was humorous, and 
that the word impotent had various meanings.

Mr. Seidel then inquired about the blood‘feud 
which existed in the past between the US Organization and 
the BPP and the efforts of the Bureau to keep this feud 
alive and thus promote violence. He specifically inquired 
as to the personal feelings of Supervisor Bloeser concerning 
any counter intelligence proposals which, if placed in . 
operation, could lead to violence between the twp groups.

Supervisor Bloeser responded first that personally 
he had no apologies for the counter, intelligence program as 
a whole, that proposals submitted'six or seven years ago 
were believed necessary at that time due to the circumstances, 
specifically that at that time the BPP and the US Organization 
were involved in violent activity against the community as a 
whole. Mr. Seidel was informed that the feud between the US 
Organization and the BPP occurred long before the FBI 
COINTELPRO became involved in the feud and that any proposals 

'approved by the Bureau had relatively little effect on the 
violence committed by either group. Mr.- Seidel was also 
reminded that, six or seven years ago the Congress of the 
United States fully supported the war in Vietnam in which 

. > thousands of people were killed but that under today’s

’ circumstances no support has been given to South Vietnam.

“ 2 \ '

NW 65360 DocM:329896M Page 142



U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ■ '
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Mr. Seidel then posed a hypothetical question 
involving the following factors: Would Supervisor Bloeser 
now or in the past approve a counter intelligence proposal 
whereby one extremist with a criminal record of violence 
be anonymously informed that another extremist with a . 
record of criminal violence was an informant for the FBI, 
knowing that the alleged informant might be injured or 
killed. Supervisor Bloeser replied that under the present 
conditions such a proposal would not be approved, but 
that he could not give an answer as to what his feelings 
might have been six or seven years ago under any given 
situation. Mr-. Seidel was again reminded that Congress 
in the past has not hesitated to support wars which kill 
thousands of people but that .recently they have critiaed 
the CIA for allegedly plottirig to assassinate one individual 
whose death might prevent a war. Mr. Seidel was also informed 
that it was ironic that Congress was investigating another 
agency of the Federal Government which was attempting to 
prevent revolutionary violence in this country.

Mr. Seidel then inquired into the counter 
intelligence proposals approved by- the Bureau in relation 
to the actress Jean Seberg and Raymond Hewitt, a leader 
of the BPP. This proposal concerned the fact that Seberg, 
who was then married to a French producer, admitted being 
pregnant by Hewitt who was also married' at the time. The • 
Bureau approved anonymously feaking this information to a 
Hollywood columnist. Mr. Seidel inquired as to whether 

. Supervisor Bloeser did or did not believe that this was an 
--invasion of privacy. Supervisor Bloeser responded that the 

item was news-worthy and that it.would have been any fair game 
for any newsmen had they come across it in the course of their 
business which they could have probably '.easily done, and that ■ 

' certainly Congress would not have critiseS a newspaper for

- ■ printing such an item or claim it to be an MVasioiT of privacy. 
. - Mr. Seidel inquired as to the purpose of this particular 

operation and he was informed that -Miss Seberg was giving 
support to the BPP and that it was hoped that such publicity 

. would prevent any future support by her of the BPP. ;
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He was further advised that it was- the responsibility of the 
FBI to determine who was funding revolutionary groups in this 
tsouhtry. ■ . • ' • • ’

Mr. Seidel then inquired as .to whether or not it 
was difficult to conduct intelligence investigations under 
present statutes and under the Criminal Rules of Procedure. 
He was informed that it was somewhat difficult to conduct an 
effective intelligence operation under present circumstances 
and that perhaps new legislative or executive orders would be 
helpful to the FBI in order to allow the FBI to continue its 
investigations in the Domestic Intelligence field. -Mr. Seidel 
inquired as to whether it would be helpful to have specific 
legislation which might completely separate criminal and 
htelligence operations so one would not taint the other. 
He was informed that if such legislation could be enacted 
that it would undoubtedly help-the FBI. • ’ ,

The interview lasted approximately twb hours and 

it was not necessary to consult with'another Bureau 
representative during this time. _• . .



1 - Mr. J. B. Adams

The Attorney General

2 - Mr. J. A. 
(1 - Mr.

1 - Mr. W. R.

Director, EBI

U. % SEDATE SELECT COTl’HTTEE
QH XNTELLIGEIICE ACTIVITIES (SSC>

1 - Mr, W. O. Cregar

Mintz
J. B. Hotis) 
Wannall

August 1, 1975

• Cn <4

Deference is made to July 28,. 1975, superseding $ :h 
request for EBI materials received oiFthair^date from the SSC. | I

Enclosed is a memorandum for forwarding to the
Committee which responds to the requests contained in Categories -
I through IV on which a deadline for compliance was set for
August'1, 1975. As noted in the enclosed memorandum, Categories'^ 
VandTVl of the request were designated for compliance Dy
August 8, 1975; these latter categories are receiving continuingu 
attention and you will be advised of compliance at the earliest. 
possible tine.

Also enclosed for your records is a copy of the 
memorandum prepared for the Committee. ~< o

-Z
Enclosures (2)

62-11G305

1 - The Deputy Attorney
Attention Michael

1 General
E. Shaheen, Jr.
Counsel for

igence Coordination

EWL:mjgO''/)
(9) ~

fl

SEP 2 1975

MOTE
’ The 7/2^/75, request is the first 

procedures which were placed in effect on 7/24/75
received under the new

These provisions,
Ln effect, require compliance by a date designated by the Committee. 
b noted in our letterhead memorandum to the Committee, we have 
Bmplied with Categories I through IV. All material described 
ender these categories, whether for delivery to the Committee or 
^access for screening at FBIHQ, has been recorded in detail. A ( ' 
.’comprehensive memorandum is being prepared for record purposes. 
Also, exact copies of the materials are maintained in the office 
of the Sens^udy Project or are readily available for reference 

approval of the attached ISM by the AG. Arrangements 
Tfor representative of the Legal Counsel Division 
La memorandum as well as the materials designated for 

------------------- >on g/1/75, z GPO: 1975 0 - 569-920

purpose upo 
have been 
to Relive



’ CLASSIFIEp'fe-aX^

DECLASSIFY ON: 25X / . . •

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

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

G2-11G305 August 1, 1970

1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
IF. S. SEGECt-C^XIIWEE

TO 5TWY QS^MOOnS
WITH RESPECT TO CTELLIGEMCE ACTMFKJ® (SSC)

Reference is mde to the superseding request for FBI 
materials dated July 23, 197D, which was received on that date 
from Comitteo Staff representatives John T. Elliff and 
Harb Gitcnstein. This request provides for access to or 
delivery of materials in six categories, X through VI.

Suring a conference held on July 23, 1075, attended 
by Messrs. Ellif f and Ci tonstein with representatives from the 
Bapartsent of Justice and the EBI, certain modifications of 
the original list were agreed upon. Also, by letter to the 
Committee from the Attorney General on July 20, 1975, other 
modificatious/exceptions to the list were stipulated.

Following is an accounting, by category and for each 
specific item therein, of the status of each request in 
Categories I through IV which were designated for compliance 
by August 1, 1075. In order to nnhe this response as ccsnlete 
as possible, each request is being identified and any 
modification or exception noted where applicable. Requests 
contained in V and VI were designated for compliance by 
August 8, 1975, and you will be advised concerning the status 
of this material by separate communication as soon as possible.

I. Materials to which the Committee stuff has been given 
access; delivery requested by Friday, August 1, 1975:

A FBI file vlOO-OO

Assoc. Dir. --------  
Dep. AD Adm. __
Dep. AD Inv. __

EBI Inspection Guidelines

C Index to all SAC Memoranda and SAC letters
Admin. _______
Comp. Sysf. _, _ Peterson Committee Report on COIIWEGERO
Files & Com. ___ 
Gen. Inv. . .kA?

Hen,____
Inspection^A- 

Infell. Xg----
Laboratory ____  
Plan. & Evol._  
Spec. Inv._____  
Training .

Legal Coun. .. 
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec’y----

ORIGINAL AMD OKE COPT TO AG

EV/Limjg/n^ x .
(8) This aocwrnent is prepared in response to your request and ts not for dissemi

nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings oy 
your Committee and the content may nut be V&rson‘
net without, the express approval of the F

MAIL ROOM RETYPE UNIT 569-920
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U. S. Senate Select Committee
To Study Governmental Operations
With Respect to Intelligence Activities (SSC)

E. All sections of EBI Manual of Instructions and 
Manual of Rules and Regulations previously made accessible at 
FBIKQ.

F. All superseding sections of the FBI Manual of 
Instructions previously made accessible at FBIBQ,

G. Titles and number of FBI Field Office Agents.

H. FBI Forms previously made accessible at FBIHQ.

Processing of the above material has been completed 
and will be delivered to the Committee on August 1, 1975, with 
this communication.

II* Outstanding previously requested materials J delivery requested 
by Friday, August 1, 1975:

A. Bequests immediate and continuous delivery/access 
to underlying materials to designate COIMTBLPhO operations. 
Requested material in this regard is cux*rently and will on a 
continuing basis, ue made available.

B. Refers to underlying materials pertaining to mail 
covers as specified in Mr. K. William O’Connor’s letter to the 
SSC, Domestic Intelligence Task Force, dated July 15, 1975. '
Responsive material in this regard furnished with this 
communication was compiled from a review of Bureau files based 
on a list received from the Post Office department containing 
inactive nail covers which have been operated by the Post Office 
at the request of this Bureau dating back to 1971. Additionally 
in response to request contained in SSC letter of May 14, 1975, 
Appendix B, part one, item 4a, b, there is attached material 
relating to the decision, policies and procedures maintained by 
this Bureau regarding mail covers.

- 2 -
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With Respect to Intelligence Activities (SSC)

C. Refers to materials relating to the ”Huston Plan,” 
Responsive material to this request has been prepared by this 
Bureau and has been furnished to the White House awaiting 
approval for transferral to the SSC.

D. Refers to material relating to FBI termination in 
I960 of investigative techniques mentioned in President Hixon’s 
statement of May 22, 1973. This Bureau’s reply to this request 
is contained in our memorandum to the SSC, dated July 16, 1975.

E. Materials pertaining to mail surveillance. By 
letter to the Committee July 29, 1975, the Attorney General 
designated this requested material as extraordinarily sensitive 
and advised that access to this material shall be governed by 
special procedures.

F, Requests specified material contained in Section 8 
of the Manual of Instructions and Sections 10 and 12 of the 
Manual of Rules and Regulations. Requested material in this 
regard is being delivered to the SSC with this communication.

G. Refers to specified communications directed to 
field offices from FBI Headquarters. Responsive material to 
this request was furnished to the Committee by Bureau memorandum 
dated July 30, 1975.

H* Refers to material relating to COINTELPRO operations 
directed against Black Panther Party in the California area. 
According to agreement on July 23, 1975, this material will 
be prepared to reach the SSC by August 3, 1975.

III. Outstanding previously requested materials; access to 
screen for delivery requested by Friday, August 1, 1975:

A. Materials relating to Joseph Kraft. By letter 
July 29, 1975, the Attorney General advised the SSC that access 
to the Kraft material would be delayed due to need to confer 
with Kraft’s attorney.

B and C. Material contained in the so-called "Official 
and Confidential” files which do not contain derogatory information 
(B); and which do contain derogatory information (C). Access
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to material relating to both (B) and (C) was given to SSC 
Staff Member Karls Gitenstein at FBI Headquarters commencing 
July 31, 1975. The review of this material is being made in 
the presence of SA Hugh Mallet of FBI Headquarters in accordance 
with agreed procedures.

D. Materials pertaining to the Attorney General’s 
testimony on February 37, 1975, regarding ’’types of abuse for 
which the Bureau has been susceptible in the past.” This 
material is available for review.

E. SAC Letters and Memoranda. This material is 
available fox’ review.

F. Material pertaining to surveillance at Democratic 
National Convention, Atlantic City, Hew Jersey, 1934. FBI 
memorandum July 15, 1975, delivered to SSC on August 1, 1975, 
furnished this material. It is recognized that excisions appeal’ 
in this material which are beyond those under current agreements 
which wore not in effect when the material was prepared. 
Inasmuch as this material has been delivered, as against current 
request for access only, the EBI isTt'S:ing“no further action 
on III. F. Should the BSC, after review of the material it now 
has, desire access to some of the material with lesser excisions 
and in accordance with current excision agreements, sane will 
be provided upon request.

G, H and I. Materials pertaining to Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Dy letter dated July 29, 1975, the Attorney General 
advised the SSC that response to these requests must await an 
agreement which is pending between the SSC and attorneys 
representing Mrs. King which would delineate the type of informa
tion to be furnished to the SSC.

IV. Newly requested materials; access to screen for delivery 
requested by Friday, August 1, 1975:

A. Requests abstracts of Executive Conference 
memoranda from January 1, 1030, to present. According to 
July 23, 1975, agreement, this material will be made available 
to SSC for screening by August 3, 1975, and you will be advised 
when it is prepared.

— 4 —
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B. Requests materials related to the so-called 
”Papich Committee Report” on BBI-CIA coordination prepared 
in I960. According to July 28, 1975, agreement, this material 
will be made available to the SSC for screening by August 3, 
1075, and you will bo advised when it is prepared.

C. requests access to this Bureau’s "’Foreign Operations 
Policy Manual.” This manual is available for review.

D. Requests access to the annual five-year budget 
projections of the FBI Intelligence Division 1970 to the 
present. This material is available for review.

E. Deleted. 
>

E. liequests materials pertaining to surreptitious 
entries considered, proposed or conducted by this Bureau at 
the Chilean Embassy, January 1, 1970, until the present. This 
material is available for review.(Sy

G, Requests all project IRU3T letters prepared for 
dissemination to the President, the Attorney General or any 
other recipient during the period 1033-1973. This material is 
available for review,

H. Requests access to summaries or notes on inter
views conducted by Inspection Division of specified individuals 
in connection with the ’’Official and Confidential” files. ' 
This material was made available for review on July 31, 1975.

I. Requests access to control file for the year 1971 
for the Mass Media Program. A review of Bureau files has failed 
to indicate that any such control file is currently maintained 
by this Bureau. Knowledgeable FBI Headquarters personnel, upon 
contact, have advised they have no recollection of a control file 
ever being maintained by the Bureau concerning this subject. 
Any recorded action taken in this regard would be located in 
individual case files., not identifiable through our record 
system.

1 - The Attorney General
- 5 -
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
Mr. J. B. Adams

Legal Counse

., . date:’ 8/6/7
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

L. HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

STATUS-OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

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

Asst, Dir.: 
Admin. _  
Comp. Syst. -. - 
Ext. Affairs  
Files & Com.  
Gen. Inv. -
Ident. -
Inspection_____
Intell. _p. ..■I.
LaboratdA^XvlJ/

Logoi j
Plan.& Eval. 1^.
Spec. -
Training

Telephone Rm.__  
Director Sec*y —

The purpose of the memorandum is to. set forth in 
summary form the requests we have received from various Com
mittees in Congress and the status of our replies.

.Senate Select Committee On
Intelligence' Activities’ (Church's’ Committee)

3W

Date of Request Nature of Request ' Status

Letter,.’ 5/14/75 Includes among other things 
information concerning wire
taps, including the recon
struction of Bureau files, 
as well as Inspection sur
veys for ten offices.

Responses 
questions 
approved, 
delivered.

to most 
prepared, 
and

Some
responses are await
ing White House and/ 
of Departmental 
approval.

Letter, 6/27/75 Request for information 
concerning alleged abuses.

Department seeding 
clarification.^

Letter, 6/30/75, 
received by 
Bureau, 7/8/75

Request pertaining to
COINTELPRO. ’

■ Partial responds (7 
delivered. § -

Letter, 7/3/75 Requests documents pertain-
ing to COINTELPRO, be furnish
ed to the Committeg^n Jlom- 

’ mittee space. -

, . 9
Response being § 
prepared. Q

Letter, 7/8/75 Communication to all em- Respofrse being
ployees. concerning Senate '
Select Committee inquiries.

1 - Mr. Wannall 
(Attn: Mr. ’

1 - Mrs. Metcalf
Cregar)

1
1
1

Mr
Mr

Mintz 
Hotis

AUG 121975

- Mr. Daly

LAD:ladV
CONTINUED- - OVER

r (8) 
4 1975“'
i_ Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 

COMMITTEE REQUESTS ■

Date' of Request Nature of Request Status

Letter, 7/14/75 Request concerning two. highly Response being 
sensitive Bureau programs in prepared, 
the foreign intelligence 
field. ' ’

Letter, 7/14/75 Request concerning Response being
COINTELPRO. documents. prepared. '

Letter, 7/14/75 Material pertaining to Awaiting Depart
Martin Luther King. mental' decision.

Letter, 7/14/75 Material pertaining to Response being
Ku Klux Klan. ' prepared. '

Letter, 7/16/75 Information regarding Response prepared
functions of. Attorney Gen- and delivered to
eral with respect to super- Department.

. vision of and policy-making 
for internal security and’ 
intelligence activities.

Letter, 7/24/75 List of Agents in New York Response prepared ■ 
City area who. had surname and delivered to
"Kehoe." Department.

Letter, 7/28/75 Superseding request for FBI Response being 
materials’ for delivery and/ prepared. ‘ 
or access of Committee.

Committee on the Judiciary
Subcommittee' on Constitutional' Rights (Tunney’s' Committee)

' Date of Request Nature of Request Status

Letter, 7/18/75 Material concerning Flag- Response, being
ging procedures in Idehti- prepared.
fication and NCIC Systerns.

CONTINUED - OVER

4/ '1/ 

- 2 -
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 

COMMITTEE REQUESTS’

Subcommittee on Oversight '
Committee oh Ways', and' Means' {Vanik's Committee)

House 'Select Committee' (Pike 's Committee)

Date of Request Nature of Request Status

Letter, 7/14/75 Description of FBI's in- Response prepared i
formant programs. and delivered to

Department/

Hearings

Date of request Nature' of Request ' Status

Letter, 7/22/75 All documents and materials ■ Partial response 
provided to. the Senate Select delivered to the 
Committee to Study Govern- Department.
mental. Operations and request 
for all materials related to 
budgetary authority.

Letter, 7/24/75 Review documents and Briefing, concerning
materials related to . budget' matters being
budgetary matters. arranged.

Letter,’ 7/28/75 Inquiry to. encompass all Response, being
aspects of the FBI budget prepared,
as it relates to gathering,

. use and dissemination of 
intelligence.

Letter, 7/30/75 : Various materials related Response being
to the Spring- Planning Call prepared.
and for briefings with ‘
different Bureau officials.

CONTINUED - OVER

Date or Request Nature of Request Status

Request to arrange testimony Date of. testimony 
before Subcommittee on- Postal, has not been 
Facilities, Mail, and Labor established.
Management of the Post Office 
and Civil Service Committee 
concerning mail covers and mail 
openings.



Legal Counsel to. Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS'OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL

COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Hearings’ '.('continued)

Date p’f Request •. ' Nature’ of Request ’ Status

7/29/75 Orally advised by Committee 
staff members, letter sent • 
requesting Bureau testimony 
relating’ to. budget’ matters.

Assistant’ Director 
Eugene Walsh to 
appear with Assistant 
Attorney General 
Glen E.- Pommefening 
on"8/8/75.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.
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IB 013 TP CODE

5t58 PN NITEL AUS 26, 1975 JMM

ELECTOR, FBI C62-116595)

(105-5590)

RE BUREAU TELS MAY 2 AND AU3UST

FEDERAL BUnkAU OF INVLSJUiATION

communications SECTION.

AUS 2 61975;^

26, 1975 | AND BUREAU

Assoc. Dir.---------I
Dep.-A.D.-Adm.___

Dep.-A.D.-Inv.------
Asst. Dir.:

Admin. -------------
Comp. Syst.------

Ext. Affairs -- 
i Files & Com.----  

Gen. Inv.-------  
| Ident. .---- 1

Inspection 
Intell. JU-

I Laboratory ——L
I Plan. & EvaL — 
! Spec. Inv. -------— ■ 
I Training ------ —
| Legal Coun. ——. | 

^(Telephone Rm. M J 
TplLiCALr Se^y___ j

TO TAMPA, AUBUST 26 , 1975.

ON AUSUST 26, 1975 , SEYMOUR PHILLIPS, UNIT CHIEF, FBIHQ, 

ADVISED TPO HE WILL HAIDLE LEAD TO CONTACT FORMER SA PAUL L.

8 4 SEP 2 1975
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® Oil BA CODED

8:44 PM NITEL 8/21/75 JAN

TO: DIRECTOR (62-116395)

FROM/ BALTIMORE (62-3127)

ISTUDY 75

Assoc. Dir.
Dep.-A.D.-Adm 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. __  
Comp. Syst. 
Ext. Affairs 
Files & Com. 
Gen. Inv._ ; 
Ident. __  
Inspecti<ni^ 
Intell. AL— 
Laboratory _
Plan. & Eval __
Spec. Inv.---------
Training----------

Legal Conn. ___ _
Telephone Em. m 
Director See’y .

i

I

RE BUNITEL AUGUST 20, 1975,

FORMER SA’S GEORGE A. B ER LEY AND JOSEPH M, ENGLISH CONTACTED 

BY THE ASAC ON AUGUST 2 0, 19 75 AND AUGUST 2 1, 19 75, RESPECTIVELY. 

INSTRUCTIONS IN RETEL FOLLOWED.

NEITHER OF THESE FORMER SA’S HAVE BEEN CONTACTED BY THE

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE STAFF TO DATE AND EACH STATED THEY WOULD 

CONTACT THE FBI SHOULD THEY BE CONTACTED IN THE FUTlRE.



OPTIONAL FORA* NO, JO 
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

5010-106

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

n Memorandum
TO

Mr. W. R.^nnall^H1

FROM
W. O^^^egar

SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75

1 - Mr. N. P. Callahan
1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
I - Mr. T. J. Jenkins

DATE: 6/18/75

1 - Each Assistant Director

1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar

Assoc. Dlr* -
Dep. AD Adm\£_
Dep. AD l^u^

Asst. Dlr.:
Admin.______ _  
Comp. Syst. _ ,. 
Ext. Affairs___  
Files & Com.__  
Gen. Inv.______

Training
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec’y___

This memorandum reports the results of a meeting of 
the Executive Committee of the Ad Hoc Coordinating Group on 
Congressional Review of the Intelligence Community (hereinafter 
referred to as the Group) held at CIA Headquarters on the 
afternoon of 6/16/75.

O r- 
x 
T 
o

This meeting was chaired by Mr. William Colby in his 
role as the Director of Central Intelligence (DCI). In 

attendance were Mr. Philip Buchen, Counsel to the President; 
Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President; Mr. James A. 
Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President; Mr. John Clarke, 
Associate Deputy to the DCI; as well as senior officials from 
Defense, Treasury, National Security Agency (NSA), and the 

National Security Council (NSC). The Bureau was represented 
by Inspector John B. Hotis and Section Chief William 0. Cregar/i,1

pt
FOREIGN AGREEMENTS

>4] w. sas 
PS

There was considerable discussion among the members 
as to whether the intelligence community would furnish to the 
Senate Select Committee (SSC) copies of agreements between 

various agencies of the intelligence community and their

f
w o
% M 
i-i ta

< erat

counterparts in foreign governments. This 
a very difficult problem for the community 
made as to how these will be handled. The

apparently presents 
and no decision was 
White House., as well

as the Secretary of State, are considering how the community 
should proceed.

Enclosure

62-116395
EX-106

/ <

W0C:lhb

A- 
'j!
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8 4 SEP 2 1975
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75 
62-116395

OUTLINE FOR INQUIRY PROCEDURES

Attached is a copy of the procedures for interviewing 
current and former employees of any agency or department of 
the intelligence community which interviews are to be conducted 
by the SSC. The agreement was negotiated between the 
White House and the SSC with little consultation with the 
individual members of the intelligence community. The most 
significant aspect of the agreement is identified on page 1, 
paragraph A. This paragraph identifies two categories of 
interviews SSC Staff Members expect to conduct. They are:

1. Those primarily seeking information concerning 
the overall structure and function of any agency or its rela
tionship with other agencies or the Executive branch; the 
substantive work done in the past or being done by the agency, 
including the legal bases relied upon and the requisite approval 
levels for authorization; the capacities of eac^ agency and the 

responsibilities to provide information for other governmental 
entities.

2. As designated by the Committee, those primarily 
concerning specific allegations of agency or Executive branch 
abuses or other controversial specific matters where there is 
reason to believe improprieties may have occurred.

As a general rule, an agency representative will be 
present at interviews or preliminary testimony in the first 
category. Similarly, as a general rule, agency representatives 
will not be present at interviews or preliminary testimony in 
the second category (alleged abuse situations).

Although the agreeme nt was worked out between the 
White House and the SSC without consultation with the FBI, the 
Intelligence Division believes it is workable and is certainly 
better than the situation which currently exists where there 

is no agreed-upon procedure established for the conduct of 
interviews of current or former employees.
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 
62-116395

' ssc foreign TRAVEL

The CIA was informed by Senator Walter F. Mondale, 
a member of the SSC. that he intended to travel to Europe to . 
inspect some of the jfk Act 5 (g) (2) mi [G

and other locations. The White House, and particularly 
Mr. Roderick Hills, was very concerned about this type of 
trip feeling that it could cause all sorts of problems with 
friendly f*

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

______________________________________ __________ I Mr. Colby felt that
such trips had been, arranged for in the past involving 
congressmen and that some good came out of such trips. The 
Committee discussed the pros and cons of the contemplated 
trip by Mondale and possibly Senator Gary Hart, also a.member 
of the SSC, and decided that the purpose and procedures for 
such trips would be discussed with Senator Church by Mr. Colby 
and a senior official of the Department of State.

NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE ESTIMATES

The SSC has asked Colby for detailed briefings as 
to how National Intelligence Estimates are prepared by the 
United States Intelligence Board for the NSC. Colby contem
plates giving a rather detailed briefing to the SSC on this 
procedure accompanied by several senior officials of the 
Intelligence Community Staff.

ACTION:

CL

For information and record purposes.
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OUTLINE FOR ITQjIRTFROCEDURES

lu is nopec kGsg unese volanta-y gui.uexanes wilL- pem.u trs

• Select Committee investigation to proceed without undue delay, but it 

is also recognized that these guidelines do. not cover all points or ' 

anticipate all problens and that, therefore, either the Select Cormittee 

. or sone agency^ under investigation nay have' reason not to follow these

■ • ■ suggested guidelines^ . ■

Also., it is recognized that-this outline is without prejudice

- to the respective legal, positions of the- agencies and the Select

‘ . Committee as to- the production of' specific information by way of docu-

; ’ rents or testimony. It is further recognized that these procedures do

not in any way -constitute a precedent for other committees of the

' Senate or House. . ’ ‘ .

. • . A. Classification of Interviews/Preliminary Testimon?/-

' The parties to this investigation by the Select Ccomittee

; recognize, that 5nterviews/prel j-rninary testimony to be conducted by the

-£ Committee staff wall generally be of two sewarate' and distinct natures.
' - ■ • ■ . . ■ . ■ . ■ . . :

- (1) Those primarily seeking information concerning .(a) the
. overall structure and functions of any agency or its relationship

.y with other agencies or the Executive-branch; (B) the substantive 
. work done in the past or being done by the agency, including the .

' ’ legal bases relied upon and the requisite approval levels- for
authorization; and (c) the capacities of each agency and the 

, S, ■ responsibilities to provide information for other governmental 
, ■ • entities.

£ 1, i • . . .
' (2) as designated by the Committee, those primarily concern

’ , ing specific al legations of agency or Executive branch abuses or
' other controversial specific matters where there is reason to

believe improprieties may have occurred. - •



■ /n agency representative will "be presents as a. general rule, 

. ■ at interviews/preliminary testimony in the first category for the par

pose of assisting the Committee! s 'investigation and facilitating’the 

protection- of information, important to the national interest which is

‘ pertinent to the investigation. Similarly, as a general rule, agency 

’ representatives willrat he present at interviews /preliminary testimony

• ’ in the second, category,.. The. parties recognise , however, that for

special reasons, exceptions can he made in .either case: i.e., when, good

• .„ reason exists-, endorsed "by the Select Committee, agency representatives 

■ may not he present for- interviews/pre-11 mi rary tastinony falling under

.. ' the first- categoryand for- good and sufficient, reason the agency may
• . * * - -’ . • ♦ ■ .

have a representative present in. the second category subject to the 

approval, of course,.of. the Select Committee.’ . ’ ■ -

■ ■ ’ ' Procedures - • . ■ : ' ’ . ;

a . When tha. Select Committee has. identified, a specific subject

■ ’ ’ as a potential abusa. or- impropriety and has. so notified the agency

•/' . ' involved of its. designation, that agency will, subject to the second 

sentence hereof, maka every reasonable .effort to provide the Select 

Committee with all information and al 1 materials that it has on the

. subject. The agency will also specifically indicate any of such
t* • ->

■ materials which are extraordinarly sensitive in order to facilitate

the mutual effort by the Committee and the agencies to- provide special 

hanrn ing techniques to convey or secure any particularly sensitive

• information or materials as appropriate. ’ •

(1) Subject to the exceptions set forth below, witnesses
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will be identified, to the agency a reasonable time prior to interviews 

or taking sworn testimony. This general rule includes current •

employees,, former employees or others who have or have had a relation

ship with the agency. '■

Exceptions ’ . ""

A. Where the Committee-or its appropriate, delegee, by 
written authorization, believes that prior identification of a 

’ witness could adversely affect the witness', willingness to be 
■ interviewed or to be forthcoming, or could otherwise hinder the 

■ investigation, such prior notice will not be given, but in" 
such cases the agency shall be given a general indication of

•_ the points or areas to be covered to the extent that is feasible 
without undercutting the reason for not providing prior notice

. in the first instance. . • ’

B." In certain cases, the Committee might notify the agency, 
. if the agency agrees not to contact the witness before his 

appearance. The agency could identify for the Committee special 
' • security matters- concerning prospective witnesses and provide 

information on how to locate a witness. ' •

. (2) . If the witness wishes to consult with the agency prior

to his appearance, the Committee will not discourage or seek to 

interfere with that desire in any way and will help the witness con

tact the agency representative. The Committee will explain and make

• available the security arrangements between the Committee and the 

agency, the relevant waivers of secrecy oaths or agreements for-the 

purpose of this inquiry, and these ground rules. ■

(3) "Whenever they are not present at interviews or the

" taking of sworn statements, agency representatives will be available for 

consultations regarding the handling of special sec’irity matters.

(4) Whether or not an agency has notice of an interview

or sworn statement, the Committee recognizes that there may be matters
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disclosed which are particularly sensitive from a security point of 

view and concerning which the agency should he advised in order to 

give it an opportunity to facilitate the mutual effort with respect 

to special handling techniques referred to above. With respect to 

such matters, the Committee will advise the agency as soon as possible 
«

■ and in a form which, discloses the substance of such matters without

making discernible the identity of a confidential source. In addition, 

the Committee will,.prior to making any findings with respect to a . 

matter, inform the agency of the substance of what was said in order 

to provide an opportunity for clarification or response.-

(>) Whenever an agency receives p^iox notice of a particular 

interview or taking of a sworn statement, it will also be notified of 

the general subject areas and periods of employment in which the 

Committee is primarily interested as well as the date set for the.

appearance. The agency will then check the subject’s personnel history 

file and promptly advise the Committee of any exceptionally sensitive' ■ 

aspects of the subject’s employment or activity which require special

• ' • • . I
maudlin^, * •

(6) ■ If, because of concern about security of sensitive 

information, a witness feels unable to give a responsive answer to a 

part?cular question, the witness shall so indicate to the interviewer. 

The questioner and witness may men consuru wiun. une agency repre

sentative with respect to an appropriate response which will facilitate 

the provision of pertinent information and its protection. These

■ matters should be worked out forthwith and ordinarily before the close 

of tho interview/tosoxmeny session. . ■
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5

(T) The Committee is responsible for providing special 

handling of interview notes'and other working notes in a manner Which 

will protect sensitive material. At the conclusion of the Committee’s 

inquiry ’the Committee—in accordance with ^Committee Rules, the Rules 

of the Senate, and any previously made commitments to an agency—will 

consult with the agencies concerned regarding the appropriate dis
, A

position of any such notes which’ have not been destroyed following the . 

preparation of finished Committee documents. The agencies will indicate 

which of these notes it feels are too sensitive to.be stored under the 

Archives arrangement being established for the general disposition of 

the Committee’s working papers, and non-public, reports. •
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
• /

• Mr. J. Ba Adams

SENSTUDY 75

• 1
■ 1
1

. 1

1
1

- Mr. Mintz .
- Mr. Wannall
- Mr. Cregar

date: • 8/6/75
- Personnel File - 

James- Patrick Kehoe
- Mr. Hotis
- Mr.' Daly

James Dick, Staff Member, Senate Select '.Committee, 
requested that Special. Agent -James- Patrick Kehoe, be made 
available for interview to. be taken under oath by a Senator

Assoc. D«r. - —

Dep. AiDjinv.
Asst. Did:

AdmirW________
Comp.”Syst.___  
Ext. Affairs___  
Files & Com. ___ 
Gen. Inv. ______  
Went. _________  
Inspection_____ 
Intell.
Laborator 
Legal G& 
Plan. & Evai.j_  
Spec. iW 

Training
Telephone Rm.__  
Director Sec*y —

at '
9 ,a'«m. > August 8, 1975, in Room G308, Dirksen Office Building. 
Kehoe is. currently a supervisor in our New. York Office.

The focus, of .the interview would be mail openings, 
. covers and intercepts. This, has been determinecT to. he~an— 
abuse-area.

Despite the fact the Department is. examining various 
types of mail surveillance with " the. view to possible prosecution, 
Michael Shaheen, Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination, 
has. de.termined that SA Kehoe’s furnishing information on this 
subject would not impede the Department's inquiry.

RECOMMENDATIONS' OVER

On August-5, 1975, SA Kehoe was advised of. the above 
and that he should be available for briefing at 7:45 ,a.m 

. August' 8, at Room 4509 in the Justice Building.

SA Kehoe said that, he would probably be represented^ 

. by private, counsel, during the interview and planned to. invoke 
the Fifth Amendment.' He asked whether, this would prejudice 

. his position in the Bureau. SA Kehoe was told that the 
decision as to whether or not to invoke the Fifth Amendment ' 
was. his alone to make and that, under no. circumstances would rPL 
it be. used to. his detriment in the Bureau.

■ RECOMMENDATIONS: RH1J1
(1) ■ That SA Kehoe. Le^released from his ex^tih^-8 1975 

. employment agreement for purposes of this interview consist 
with the above limitations and that .the provisions. o»faeTf1t 

. be '.also waived; for the purpose of this interview.

(9)

2 1975
Jpocld:3 2989&34

Savin& Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
6



Legal Counsel to. Mr.. Adams
RE: SENS.TUDY 75

(2). That an Intelligence Division representative
. be available, but not present' during the interview of SA Kehoe 
in the. event that .questions arise.’ concerning the proper scope
of. the interview.

2.-
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1 * Mr. W. Ti. V/annall
1 - Mr, O. Cregar
1 * Mr. J. G. Deegan
1 - Mr. R. L. Shackelford

Mr. W. R. Wannall

A. B. Fulton

COINTELPRO

M V S'

8/7/75

This is to make a matter of record our delivery of the 
Peterson report on FBI Cointelpros to the Senate Select Committee (SSC) 
and to record excisions which have been made in this report with the 
consent of the SSC or in accordance with procedures established by the 
SSC.

The "superceding request for FBI materials, ” dated - 
7/28/75, page 1, requests delivery of the Peterson Committee report, on 
Cointelpros, including all appendices and case summaries, to the SSC ~ 
by 8/1/75. The SSC indicated the names of authors of analytical appen
dices could be deleted from this report and we have excised page 3 of 
the report eliminating the names of both Department attorneys and FBI 
Agents who were members of the Peterson Committee. Additionally, 
in Exhibit E of the report which constitutes individual write ups of pro
posals submitted under the Communist Party, USA, Cointelpro, we 
have inserted the following amended pages to protect sensitive sources 
and ongoing investigations: 221,306, 623, 723, 728, 733, 735, 740, 753, 755 
75G, 757, 758, 759, 760, 762, 764, 765, 766, 768, 769, 770, 771, 772, 
1285, 1326, 1430. There are attached copies of the above pages for 
which excised pages have been substituted in Exhibit E.

On 7/31/75 Exhibits A through E of the Peterson report 
were obtained from Mr. Steve Blacklmrst, Room 4313, of the Justice 
Building of the office of Michael T. Shaheen, Special Council for 
Intelligence Coordination* The Department copies of these exhibits 
are oeing referred to the SSC with the understanding that the FBI will 
prepare an additional copy of these exhibits which will be returned to
the Department.
Enclosures

^62-110009
(' JL> 82-116395 (Senstudy)

DR:lfj
(8)

CONTINUED - OVER

, . Mb:
iM&T: RECORDED

4S-3EP 2 1975
8 4 SEP 4 1975

NW 65360 Docld:32989634 Page 170 Wl1



.memorandum to Kr. VZ. R. Wannall 
Re: Cointelpros 
62*116009

At the same time, on 7/31/75, excised copies of 
Exhibits A through E of the Peterson report, which had previously 
been referred to the Department for referral to SSC, were retrieved 
from the Department. Because the SSC is being referred the original 
exhibits, the excised copies are no longer needed and they will be 
destroyed.

ACTION:
I None. For information.

* 2 ~
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GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GoWrNMENT

5010-106

Memorandum
: MR. CALLAHAN DATE: 8-8-75

: T.X JENKINS

SUBJECT! SENSTUDY

Assoc. Dir.
Dep. A
Dep. AD

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. _
Comp. SystX. 
Ext. AHo^TL 
Files &zCom.
Gen. Inv. -

Submitted for information.

1
1
1
1

Laboratory —
Plan. & Eval.  
Spec. Inv. —
Tra ining ,

telephone Rm.---- 
)i rec tor Sec*y-----

ACTION:

•y

'4

- Mr. J. B. Adams (Enc.) 
- Mr. Mintz (Enc.)
- Mr. Walsh (Enc.)
- Mr. Wannall (Enc^y^^fe

Attached is a copy of a letter I received from Chief Ed 
Davis of Los Angeles which he sent on August 5, 1975, to the Chief 
Counsel of the Senate Committee to Study Governmental Operations 
with Respect to Intelligence Activities. This letter sets out Chief 
Davis' views concerning this matter and his refusal to furnish infor 
tion to the Chief Counsel.

Enc.
TJJ'.pm 
(6)
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LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT

EDWARD M. DAVIS
Chief of Police '

Moiling Address: Box 30158 • 
■ Los-Angeles, Calif. 90030

Ref. No. J/!
TOM BRADLEY

Mayor .

August 51975

Mr. Frederick A. 0., Schwarz, Jr. : :
Chief Counsel , Senate Commi ttee to : .

Study Governmental Operations, with
Respect to Intelligence Activities .

United States Senate " . ’ :
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Schwarz: -. ’ : ;

■Your request for information about the gathering of • 
intelligence at a local level, including .the names of-, 
individuals who engage in gathering of intelligence, 
is incredible! Ithink that the elected .politicians 
in Washington who are supposed to represent their:stages 
are doing a pretty good job of raping'the EBI, the CIA, 
and the DEA. This, however, involves incest because 
they are federal agencies. , I suppose if membersof 
Congress decide to destroy the effectiveness of the 
FBI, the CIA, the DEA, and the military that-this is
their prerogative as long as their- constituents hold 
sti.l 1. •

The attempt to penetrate the appropriate criminal 
intelligence mechanisms of local government by -federal 
lawmakers is an., absolute violation of the Tenth Amend-" • 
ment of the Constitution. It will be a cold day in 
hell when I provide you with the information you have 
requested. . - ■ - .

If I didn’t gather necessary intelligence information- 
on criminal activity in my city to assist-me in apply
ing my resources at the right place at the. .right-time, _ 
this city would be in the same shape as many others.- 
We.are proud of the fact that when crime went up " . 
nationally.26 percent between 1970 and 1974, crime went 
down in this city almost five’ percent. One of the 
prime reasons- is appropriate intelligence operations.
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Mr. F. A. OWSchwarz, Jr.
August 5, 1975
Page two

-We are proud of the fact .that this is the only major - -/•’ 
city in the country rel ati vely'f ree of any ’organ-ized .
crime Tnfluence.--that is because of appropriate

•intelligence gathering functions. We are .proud of the; . 
fact- that terrorists don 11. in-timi date the citizens of; 
.our city--that is largely due to*appropriate intelli
gence gathering processes .• • : • ■ ' . ' ‘

Our intelligence gathering is in absolute conformance : 
with California Taw and .is done under guidelines set\. \ 
forth by our civilian Board-of Police Commissioners.-- • 
I would suggest that youstick your nose back -in your 
own -tent. ' ' ■ . ■ '*■■"• > ? . •- ■

Very truly yo-urs,- - '. ;

EDWARD M,. DAVIS ■ •
Chief of Police • ' ■ ■



The Attorney General

2 - Mr. O^A. Mints

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. E. W. Larson

August 6, 1975

Director, FBI

U.//. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

<«»>

. (Si'*'1-

I. A. This request is to be handled by the 
of Justice,

Reference is made to a request for FBI materials 
which was formally presented August 5, 1975, by SSC Staff 
Representative John T. Elliff. This request is categorized 
under three main captions, Roman numerals I through III. 
Categories I and II require delivery by August 11, 1975, with 
certain exceptions; category III requires access to certain 
materials by August 18, 1975.

We have completed our initial review of this overall 
request and anticipate we will be able to comply with the/ 
designated deadlines with the following exceptions:

D. and E. By agreement with SSC Staff, the
deadline for these items has been deferred to August 15, 1975.

II. C. By agreement with SSC Staff, we will attempt 
to comply with this request by August 11, 1975; however , if , 
we are unable, we will advise of the status of this request ?

complied with by August 11 Requests numbered 8 through 11
D. Requests numbered 1 through 7 will be

in the August 11 response.

o'

TELETYPE UNIT

A“oc-ad^—will be complied with by August 15, 1975. An attempt will be 
d^ ad in^Zmade to comply with request number 12 by August 11, and if 

unsuccessful, status of the request will be reported on that
Admin.___  
Comp. Syst. 
Ext. Affairs

—date.

Files & Com. _ 
Gen. Inv.___ - 
Ident. ._______ .
Inspection---- .

--- ENL:lhbl^fo
Laboratory .
Plan. & Eval. _

Q' AUG 281975
SEE NOTE PAGE 2 ,

Telephone Rm.__

I f® 

Legal Coun.



The Attorney General

III. C. and D. It is our understanding that response 
to information requested concerning surreptitious entries 
will be deferred pending receipt of specific guidelines from 
the Department of Justice since this area is currently under 
special consideration by the Department.

E. The specific response to this request will 
be governed by arrangements to be made between SSC Staff and 
FBI Representatives. -

H. Since it is not possible at this point to 
evaluate the difficulties represented in this request, an 
arrangement ms agreed upon with SSC Staff to attempt to comply 
by the designated date (August 18, 1975), and if not possible 
to comply fully at that time, offer whatever mterial was then 
available.

It should be emphasized that the above exceptions 
are the result of a preliminary review of the request. It is 
possible that unforeseen problems might arise during our 
continuing research in the various areas of the request which 
will make it necessary to extend the deadlines; however, ve do 
not anticipate such problems at this time and should they arise 
you will be immediately advised. Also, we are mindful of the 
request by the SSC Staff for a partial proffer of materials 
and will attempt to comply whenever circumstances allow.

1 ~ The Deputy Attorney General
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination

WOTE:

Referred-to request is the most recent received from 
the SSC. Agreed-upon procedures dictate that Attorney General 
respond to Committee izithin 24 hours of the receipt of any 
request to identify any problem areas and exceptions. This 
communication TTill be delivered forthwith upon approval to 
Mr. Shaheen, Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination, 
Department of Justice.

- 2 - -
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SECRET ; 
I I

August 4, 1975

REQUEST FOR FBI MATERIALS

. Materials to which the SSC staff has been given access 
delivery requested by Friday, AugustH, 1975:

A. The notebook or binder containing materials on 
FBI legal authority and maintained in the Office 
of the Special Counsel.

B. Materials pertaining to FBI-CIA relations in 1970 
previously made accessible at FBIHQ in excised 
form; unexcised versions of the memoranda bearing 
the item-number designations 8, 9, 30, 32, and 37 

, . i i ■

C. ’’Foreign Operations Policy Manual,” previously 
made accessible at FBIHQ.

— The following materials maintained in the so- 
callcd ”Q'F-Po i an<-1 fnn-F-i a1” fi 1 rs and 
designated "non-derogatory,” previously examined 
by SSC staff:

1. Agreement Between FBI and Secret Service;

•2. Attorney General - Submission of Memoranda by 
FBI;

r
3. ’’Black Bag’’ Jobs;

4. Expansion of FBI Foreign Intelligence 
Coverage;

5. Intelligence Coverage - Domestic and Foreign;

6. Directives (60);

7. Cook, Fred (52).

Summaries or notes on interviews conducted by 
Inspection Division for July 3 Inspection for the 
individuals whose names are underscored on the 
attached list (slightly expanded from previous 
access request).

0. Inspection Reports on the Intelligence Division 
and the San Francisco Field Office, as currently 
sanitized.



- 2 -

II. Newly requested materials; delivery requested'by . 
Friday, August/^, 1975: r ■ .

A. All of Section 8 of the Manual of Instructions.

B. Sections 1, 6, 7H, 7J, 8L, and 14 F of the Manual 
’• of Rules and Reflations.

■ C. Superseding versions of Section 6 of the Manual
‘ of Rules and Regulations. '

D. The following materials referred to in 
memoranda previously delivered to SSC regard-

•. ing FBI Legal Attaches:

1. Memoranda of W. C. Sullivan of June 7, 1971, 
and June 16, 1971; -

2. Memoranda of Mi. Waixiiall of May 27, 1971, and 
May 28, 1971; .

3. Letter of Hoover to the President dated
.. September 21', 1970;

4. Memorandum of W. C. Sullivan dated September 
22, 1970;

5. Memorandum of Mr. Brennan dated September 21,
1970;

6. Memorandum of Mr. Child of May 23, 1969;

7. Recommendations of Dalby, Felt, and Beaver 
upon the recommendation made in memorandum 
of Sullivan of June 7, 1971-t

8. Materials pertaining to conversations between 
the President and Hoover regarding foreign 
liaison operations in September 1.970;

9. Materials pertaining to conversations between 
' Dr. Kissinger and Hoover in December 1970;

10. Materials.pertaining to communications between 
. the^ FBI and the State Department regarding
foreign liaison operations in 1970; .

11. Materials pertaining to a conference with the 
President regarding, foreign liaison operations 
in June 1971; .



12. Material pertaining to an inspection of all 
FBI foreign liaison posts conducted in 1971. 
pursuant to instructions from Hoovdr to 
Assistant Director Ponder in charge of 
inspections.

E. Materials pertaining to the origin, operation, and 
termination of the Mass Media Program implemented 
by the former FBI Crime Records Division. z

F. Materials pertaining to the establishment and 
functions of the FEI External Affairs Division.

G. "Guide to Indexing" and "Rules Pertaining to 
the General Index", cited at p. 14, Volume 1, 
of the Classifying Instructor’s Guide.

H. "The Standard Sub List" .

I. The following materials pertaining to PrujeuL 
INLET:

1. Materials reflecting approval of the 
' Project on or about November 20, 1969.

2. Inspection Report referred to in SAC 
Memorandum pf December 26, 1972.

I
Lu-lulu puLLainiixg Lu

4. Letter from FBI to Congressman Les Aspin 
in 1973 regarding the Project.

J. Materials pertaining to the policies and procedures 
of the FBI for the use of FBI agents for so- 
called: "undercover" activity.



III. Newly requested materials; access to screen for 
delivery requested by August^, 1975: • '

■

A. The following materials pertaining to Mrs. 
• Claire (Anna) Chennault and Spiro Agnew:

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

2. All materials pertaining to the initiation, 
authorization, conduct, and termination of 
technical or physical surveillance and "tele
phone checks" of Mrs. Claire (Anna)Chennault 
in November 1968. ’

3. A.ll materials pertaining to the initiation, 
authorization, conduct, and terminaof 
technical or physical surveillance and 
"telephone checks" of Vice Presidential candidate 
Spirto T. Agnew in November 1968. .

4. All materials summarizing the results of tech
nical or physical surveillance, including 
incidental overhearings, and "telephone 
checks" of ?4rs. Claire (Anna) Chennault and 

Spiro T. Agnew in November 1968.

5. All materials pertaining to White House 
instructions to the FBI for the handling of 
the summary letters described in item 4 above.

6. All materials pertaining to actions taken by 
the White House as a result--of information 
contained in the summary letters described 
in*item 4 above.

7. The current addresses of the following former 
Special Agents, who may have participated in th 
technical or physical surveillance or "telephon 
checks" of Mrs. Claire (Anna) Chennault or 
Spiro T. Agnew: ’ .

*
a. Phil Claridge

b. William Jackson .

(U
 (0
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B. The following materials pertaining to Yeoman 
Charles E. Radford: .

1. All materials, including memorializations 
of oral coramunications, pertaining to the 
authorization,initiation, conduct, and 
termination of technical surveillances of

• Yeoman Charles E. Radford from December
1971 to June 1972.

2. All materials, including memorializations of 
oral communications, pertaining to the 
authorization, initiation, conduct, and 
termination of technical surveillance of 
two close personal friends of Yeoman Radford 

■ one retired from the Navy, the other a State
Department emplovee., from January to April 
1972. “

■ ' • 3. All materials, including memorializations of
■ oral communications, pertaining to tne

authorization, initiation, conduct, and
' termination of technical surveillance of

Yeoman Radford’s step-father in Oregon from
\ February to April 1972.

4. All materials summarizing the results of the 
technical surveillances described in items 1 
through 3 above. ■

*

5. All materials pertaining to actions taken by 
the White House as a result of information 
contained in the summary described in item 4 
above.

C. With respect to surreptitious entries carried out 
by the FBI from January 1, I960'' to the present, all 
materials pertaining to the following:

1. The date, place, target, and purpose of each 
entry;

2. The request and authorization for each entry 
including the identities of the agencies 
and/or individuals who requested and/or 
authorized the entry;

3. The procedures and methods used for the conduct 
of each entry; ••

)
4. The results of each* entry, including the . 

32989634 Page 181 information obtained and the identities of
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the agencies and/or individuals to whom 
. the information was disseminated, x.

D. Materials pertaining to any jurisdictional agree
ments, agreements of coordination, or other agree
ments between the FBI and any other federal, state 
or local agency with regard to the conduct of and 
dissemination of information from surreptitious 
entries.

E. The performance ratings (Form FD 185) of the 
following current or former FBI employees; 

f
1. George Berley

2. Wilfred Bergeron

3. .William D. Campbell'

4. Richard Suter

5. William Tucker

6. \ Terry 0’Connor

7. Joseph English

F. The current office assignment or last known address 
of the individuals listed in E. above.

G. The following materials pertdining to NS?, watch list 
• activity, reportedly in operation from late 1967 
through 1973, which involved the monitoring of 
international communications that were addressed 
to, or from, or included the names of persons on a 
changing "watch list:"

1. All materials pertaining to the proposing, 
approving, putting names on, executing, 
evaluating, or terminating the watch list 
activity;

2. All materials (including correspondence) sent 
by the FBI to the National Security Agency or 
any other entity in the Department of Defense 
listing names for the watch list or otherwise 
commenting on the activity;



.3 . Any internal FBI materials produced as part of 
the activity; - ’

4. Any NSA or Department of Defense materials 
(including correspondence and reports) regard
ing the watch list activity sent to the FBI.

,H.‘ Materials pertaining to the authorization for FBI' 
contacts with, dissemination of FBI information to, 
receipt of information from, and requests by the 
FBI for action by the Special Services 'Staff of the 
Internal Revenue Service. (^CZ^C/?

I. "The Handbook of Technical Equipment".

J. Materials pertaining to FBI activity with respect 
to'the National Environmental Teach-In (also known 
as "Earth Day"), April 2-2, 1970.

K. Philadelphia FBI Field Office‘file nuubejL 100-51132- 
(Women’s Liberation).



(1 - m. J. Hoti’^

3 - Mr. IT. R, Iter-all
1 - Mr. J. 0. ( ."gar

i - Mr. S. W. Larson

The Attornc-y General .

Director,

U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
0^ UTEUXGEKCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

/

August 6,

HEREIN I-S 
datsJIi^

Reference is muds to a request for FBI tiaCeriats 
which was formally presented August 5, 1975, by SSC Staff 
Representc/cive John T. Elliff. This request is cutegorizuj 

under three m^in captions, Roma numerals I through III. 
Categories X and II require delivery vby August 11, 1975, with 

certain exceptions; category III requires access to certain 
materials by August 18, '1975.

de have completed our initial review of this o.:ral 
request csia anticipate we trill be able tc comply vith the 
designated deadlines with the following exceptions:

I. A. This request is to be handled by the Toyurt< 

of Justice.
D. and E. By agreement with SSC Staff, the 

deadline for tnese items has been deferred t? Avgust. 1\ 197

II. C. By agreement with SSC Staff, wc will c.t-Xcp 
to comply with thi^ request by August 11, 1975; however, if 
we ..re unable, we will advise of the status of this request

in the Av/; .st 11 response.
D. Acquests numbered 1 through 7 "’ill be 

complied with by August 11. 'Requests numbered ?• through 11 

• so.. Di,. —will be co?splied with by August 15, 1975. An e. tleapt '.•:i'TL bi 
De,.'ao A^1* ’made to comply with request number 12 by .august 11, and if

J'D"' u^s iccessxul, 
Aomin. x
Cvmp. Sys o
<xr Affoirs 

les A Com.

Idcnt. „ , 
. ‘■.fcciioit

EtfL:lhbM ~
Loboratory _
P on. & Eval, _ (9 )

1 yy (jy
• raining _ ____  » • * *** •’*''

- gal Coun. „ .

status of the request will be. repo vied o. c

TELETYPE UNIT ;
elephono A n, 
rector S« /v . .

: 4 SEP 2
M MLROO. ' ; 
1£75



The Attorney General

III. C. and D. It is cor understandIng that response, 
to information requested concerning surreptitious entries 
■vill be deferred pending receipt of specific guidelines from 
the Department of Justice since this area is currently under 
special consideration by the Department.

E. The specific response to this request will 
be governed by arrangements to’ be made -between SSC Staff and 

FBI Representatives.
H. Since it is not possible at this poi-’t to 

evaluate the difficulties represented in this request, an 
arrangement was agreed upon with SSC Staff to attempt to comply 
by the designated date (August 18, 1975), and if not possible 

to comply fully at that tires, offer whatever mtorial was then 
available. v , •

I'.*, should be emphasised that the above exceptions 
are the result of a preliminary review of the request. It is 
possible that urfores eon. problems might arise during our 

co^ti^uing research in th^ various areas of the request winch 
will mke it necessary tc extend the deadlines; However, we de 
not anticipate such problems at this time and should they arise, 
you will bo. immediately advised. Also, we are mindful of the ’ 
request by the SSC Staff for a partial proffer cf materials 

arid will attempt to comply whenever circumstances allow.

1 - The Deputy Attorney General ■
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. 

Special Counsel fcr 
■ Intelligence Coordination

20TE:

Raferred-to request is the most recent receiver from 

the SSC. Agreed-upon procedures dictate that Attorney Gov’nral 
resT'c.^d tn Committee within. 2/:- hours of the receipt of a--y 
request to identify any problem areas and exceptions. This 
communication will be delivered forthwith -.ipon approval to 
Mr. Shaheen, Special Counsel for Intelligence Cocrdinatio-, 
Department, of Justice.

.a: ■
Nh’fiKft bocM:32M»6M Page «5 " ' ' '



August 4, 1975

REQUEST FOR FBI MATERIALS

I. Materials to which the SSC staff has been given access; 
delivery requested by Friday, AugustH, 1975:

A. The notebook or binder containing materials on 
, FBI legal authority and maintained in the Office 

of the Special Counsel.

B. Materials pertaining to FBI-CIA relations in 1970 
previously made accessible at FBIHQ in excised 
form; unexcised versions of the memoranda bearing 
the item-number designations 8, 9, 30, 32, and 37.

C. "Foreign Operations Policy Manual," previously 
made accessible at FBIHQ. <

The following materials maintained in the so-
' called "Official and Con'^i^en'M3!" files and

designated "non-derogatory,” previously examined 
by SSC staff:

1. Agreement Between FBI and Secret Service;

• 2. Attorney General - Submission of Memoranda by 
FBI;

r
3. "Black Bag" Jobs;

4. Expansion of FBI Foreign Intelligence 
Coverage;

5. Intelligence Coverage - Domestic and Foreign;

6. . Directives (60);

7. Cook, Fred (52).

Summaries or notes on interviews conducted by 
Inspection Division for July 3 Inspection for the 
individuals whose names are underscored on the 
attached list (slightly expanded from previous 
access request).

J? 0. Inspection Reports on the Intelligence Division 
and the San Francisco Field Office, as currently 
sanitized.

/ 
/ ■



- 2 -

II. Newly requested materials; delivery requested by . 
Friday, Augus.t//, 1975:

. A. A.11 of Section 3 of the Manual of Instructions.

B. Sections 1, 6, 7H, 7J, 8L, and 14 F of the Manual 
* of Rules and Radiations.

C. Superseding versions of Section 6 of the Manual
' of Rules and Regulations. •

D. The following materials referred to in 
memoranda previously delivered to SSC regard- 

■ ing FBI Legal Attaches:

1. Memoranda of W. C. '-Sullivan of June 7, 1971, 
and June 16, 1971;' ■

z. Memoranda ox Mx. waxiixall of May 27, 1271, ana 
May 28, 1971;

3. Letter of Hoover to the President dated 
September 21, 1970;'

4. Memorandum of W. C. Sullivan dated September 
22, 1970;

5. Memorandum of Mr. Brennan dated September 21, 
19.70; ■

6. Memorandum of Mr. Child of May 23, 1969;

7. Recommendations of Dalby, Felt, and Beaver 
' upon the recommendation made in memorandum
of Sullivan of June 7, 1971-t

8. Materials pertaining to conversations between 
the President and Hoover regarding foreign 
liaison operations in September 1970;

9. Materials pertaining to conversations between 
Dr. Kissinger and Hoover-in December 1970;

10. Materials, pertaining to communications betnee 
the? FBI and the State Department regarding 
foreign liaison operations in 1970;

11. Materials pertaining to a conference .vith the 
President regarding, foreign liaison operation 

in June 1971; •
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12, Material pertaining to an inspection of all 
FBI foreign liaison posts conducted in 1971 
pursuant to instructions from Iioovdr to 
Assistant Director Ponder in charge of 
inspections.

E. Materials pertaining to the origin, operation, and 
termination of the Mass Media Program implemented 
by the former FBI Crime Records Division.

F. Materials pertaining to the establishment and 
functions of' the FEI External Affairs Division.

G. "Guide to Indexing" and "Rules Pertaining to 
the General Index", cited at p. 14, Volume 1, 
of the Classifying Instructor’s Guide.

H. "The Standard Sub List" .

I. The following materials pertaining to ProjeuL 
INLET:

1. Materials reflecting approval of the 
Project on or about November 20, 1969.

2. Inspection Report referred to in SAC 
Memorandum pf December 26, 1972.

4. Letter from FBI to Congressman Les Aspin 
in 1973 regarding the Project.

J. Materials pertaining to the policies and procedure 
of the FBI for the use of FBI agents for so- 
called-. "undercover" activity.



III. Newly requested materials; access to screen for 
delivery requested by August^, 1975: 

* * -
A. The following materials pertaining to Mrs. 

Claire (Anna) Chennault and Spiro Agnew:

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

2. All materials pertaining to the initiation, 
authorization, conduct, and termination of 
technical or physical surveillance and "tele
phone .checks" of Mrs. Claire (Anna) Chennault 
in November 1968. v

3. All materials pertaining to the initiation, 
authorization, conduct, and teinuina.Liof 
technical or physical surveillance and 
"telephone checks" of Vice Presidential candida 
Spirto T. Agnew in November 1968.

4. All materials summarizing the results of tech
nical or physical surveillance, including 
incidental overhearings, and "telephone 
checks" of J-Irs. Claire (Anna) Chennault and 

Spiro T. Agnew in November 1968.

4,
5. All materials pertaining to White House 

instructions to the. FBI for the handling of 
the summary letters described in item 4 above.

6. All materials pertaining to actions taken by 
the White House as a result'of information 
contained in the summary letters described 
in’item 4 above.

7. The current addresses of the following former 
Special Agents, who may have participated in th 
technical or physical surveillance or "telcphon 
checks" of Mrs. Claire (Anna) Chennault or 
Spiro T. .A.gnew:

a. Phil Claridge

b. William Jackson



The following materials pertaining to Yeoman 
Charles E. Radford: <

1. All -materials, including memorializations 
of oral'communications, pertaining to the 
authorisation,initiation, conduct, and

• termination of technical surveillances of 
Yeoman Charles E. Radford from December ' 
1971 to June 1972-.

2. All materials, including memorializations of 
oral communications,. pertaining to•the • 
authorization, initiation, conduct, and 
termination of technical surveillance of 
two closfe personal friends of Yeoman Radford 
one retired from the Navy, the other a State 
Department emplovee, from January to April 
1972. ' k

3. All materials, including memorializations of 
oral communications, pertaining to toe 
authorization, initiation, conduct, and 
termination of technical surveillance of 
Yeoman Radford's step-father' in Oregon from 
February to April 1972.

4. All materials summarizing the results of tae 
technical surveillances described in items 1 
through 3 above.

5. - All materials pertaining to actions taken by 
the White House as a result of information 
contained in the summary described in item 4 

■ above. .

With respect to surreptitious entries carried ou 
by the FBI from January 1, 196.0"'to the present, 
materials pertaining to the.following:

1. The date, place, target, and purpose of each 
entry,- " •

2. The request and authorization for each entry 
including the identities of the agencies 
and/or individuals who requested and, or

' . authorized. the entry ;

3. The procedures and methods used for the cond 
of each entry; •

4. The results of each* entry, including she
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the agencies and/or individuals to whom 
the information was disseminated.

D. Materials pertaining to any jurisdictional agree
ments, agreements of•coordination, or other agree
ments between the FBI and any other federal, stat 
-or local agency with regard to the conduct of-ana 
dissemination of information from surreptitious 
entries.

E. The performance ratings -(Form FD 185) of the 
following current or former FBI employees;

1. George Barley

2. Wilfred Bergeron v

3. William D. Campbell'

4. Richard Suter

5. William Tucker

6. \ Terry O’Connor

7. Joseph English 
\

F. The current office assignment or last known addre 
of the individuals listed in E. above.

G. The following materials pertaining to NS?, watch 1 
• activity, reportedly in operation from late 1967 
through 1973, which involved the monitoring of 
international communications that were addressed 
to, or from, or included the names of persons on 
changing "watch list:"

1. All materials pertaining to the proposing, 
approving, putting names on, executina, 
evaluating, or terminating the watch list 
activity;

2. All materials (including correspondence) sent 
by the FBI to the National Security Agency or 
any other entity in the Department of Defense 
listing names for the watch list or otherwise 
commenting on the activity;
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3. Any-internal FBI materials produced as parr of 
the activity;

* * * **

4. Any NSA'or Department of Defense materials 
(including correspondence and reports) regard
ing the watch list activity sent to the FBI.

H. Materials pertaining to the authorization for FBI 
contacts with, dissemination of FBI information to 
receipt of information from, and requests by the 
FBI for -action by the Special Services ^Staff of th 
Internal Revenue Service.

I. "The Handbook:-of Technical Equipment".

J. Materials pertaining to FBI activity with respect 
to'the national Environmental Teach-In (also known 
as "Earth Day"), April'2-2, 1970.

K. Philadelphia FBI Field Office file number 130-5112 
(Women's Liberation). - 72.)



2^. J. A. Mintz

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

CODE TELETYPE NITEL

TO SACS ALBANY 
BALTIMORE 
MIAMI 
PHILADELPHIA 

.TAMPA

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

AUGUST 23, 1975
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

PERSONAL ATTENTION

FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395)

SENSTUDY 75

REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975

INQUIRIES MADE OF BUREAU BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)

CONCERNING BELOW-LISTED FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES SUGGESTS THEY MAY

BE INTERVIEWED BY SSC STAFF. WHILE SUBJECT OF INTERVIEWS HAS

NOT BEEN DISCUSSED BY SSC, INTERVIEWS WILL LIKELY PERTAIN TO

THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES’ DUTIES WHILE IN THE INTERNAL SECURITY/

AND/OR SUBVERSIVE CONTROL SECTIONS AND MAY ALSO RELATE TO THE

FORMER BUREAU’S INVESTIGATIONS OF MARTIN LUTHER,KING, JR.,

COMMUNIST INFLUENCES IN RACIAL MATTERS AND RELATED MATTERS.

SET OUT BELOW ARE LAST KNOWN ADDRESSES OF THESE FORMER BUREAU

Assoc. Dir. . 
Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD Inv.__

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. _. .. ..
Comp. Syst. .. 
Ext. Affairs ___ .
Files & Com. __  
Gen. Inv.______ 
Ident..
Inspection .__  
Intel). ________ _
Laboratory _ 
Plan. & Evol. —,
Spec. Inv._____
Training - „

Legal Coun. , ,

EMPLOYEES.

SFP:lhb^^
(7)

fBE?CMEAU C? hMVESTJCATSr S 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION

AUG 2 61975

TELETYPE

Telephone Rm.__  _____
D P 2 I I TELETYPE UNIT

SEE NOTE PASE

'EX-IOS ** -HH i
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PAGE TWO 62-116395

EACH OF THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY 

CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE SSC 

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

INTERVIEWED AND DURING COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED 

WHICH RELATE TO SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS (SOURCES, METHODS 

AND TECHNIQUES, ONGOING INVESTIGATIONS, AND THIRD AGENCY RULE, 

INCLUDING IDENTITIES OF FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES), THEY 

MAY REQUEST AN FBI AGENT BE PRESENT. BUREAU WILL PROVIDE 

AGENT ON REQUEST OF INTERVIEWEE. AS A PRELUDE TO INTERVIEW, 

THE FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY, AFTER BEING CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF, 

CONTACT BUREAU’S LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION BY COLLECT CALL FOR 

FULL INFORMATION TO ASSIST HIM, INCLUDING OBLIGATIONS AS TO 

CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION ACQUIRED AS FBI EMPLOYEE. IT 

IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAU’S OFFER OF ASSISTANCE IS NOT 

INTENDED TO IMPEDE SSC WORK BUT IS DONE AS COOPERATIVE GESTURE 

AND TO SAFEGUARD SENSITIVE BUREAU INFORMATION. CONTACTS WITH 

THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES TO BE HANDLED PERSONALLY BY SAC OR 

ASAC. IN EVENT THIS NOT FEASIBLE FOR JUST CAUSE, TO BE 

HANDLED BY A SENIOR SUPERVISOR. .
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PAGE THREE 62-116395

IMMEDIATELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOULD BE FURNISHED 

BUREAU BY TELETYPE IN ABOVE CAPTION. IF A FORMER EMPLOYEE NO 

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

OTHER OFFICE IMMEDIATELY WITH COPY TO FBI HEADQUARTERS.

ALBANY: JOHN H. KLEINKAUF, 1153 CULLEN AVENUE, SCHENECTADY

NEW YORK 12309; EMPLOYED AS DIRECTOR OF SECURITY AND SAFETY, 

UNION COLLEGE, SCHENECTADY, NEW YORK 12308.

BALTIMORE: JAMES F. BLAND, 4310 ROSEDALE AVENUE, BETHESDA, 

MARYLAND 20014.

MIAMI: FREDERICK F. FOX, 1450 WEST BISCAYNE CANAL ROAD, 

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33161.

PHILADELPHIA: MRS. KATHLEEN LOGAN, SPOUSE OF SA RICHARD E.

LOGAN, ASSIGNED PHILADELPHIA OFFICE.

TAMPA: PAUL L. COX, U.S.N.A.T.O., P.O. BOX 1418, 

SARASOTA, FLORIDA 33578.

BEST INFORMATION BUREAU HAS CONCERNING COX’S WHEREABOUTS

IS THAT HE IS CURRENTLY ON A LENGTHLY TRIP WITH A MOTOR TRAILER 

THROUGH CANADA AND THE MID-WEST. INDICATED ADDRESS BELIEVED TO 

BE A TRAILER COURT CONTACT POINT FOR MAILING PURPOSES. BUREAU 

DOES NOT DESIRE EXTENSIVE INVESTIGATION TO LOCATE COX AND
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PAGE FOUR 62-116395

SUGGESTS FEASIBILITY OF LEAVING SOME MESSAGE THROUGH THE 

INDICATED ADDRESS OR SOME MEANS OF FORWARDING A COMMUNICATION 

TO COX SO HE MIGHT CONTACT YOUR OFFICE ON RETURN TO AREA OR 

SOONER. TAMPA’S REPLY TO BUREAU SHOULD SET OUT WHAT ARRANGEMENTS 

FOR POSSIBLE CONTACT HAVE BEEN PERFECTED.

NOTE:

SSC request dated 8/20/75 was for whereabouts of 
above former employees. He have separately responded to SSC 
with last available information from our files. Address on 
Cox taken from 1975 Directory of the Society of Former Special 
Agents. Supervisor S. F. Phillips of Senstudy 75 Project 
determined from a acquaintance the information relating
to Cox. Procedure for alerting former employees is being done 
in accordance with what we have been doing concerning many 
other former employees. The referenced 5/2/75 teletype 
furnished all offices background on SSC requests and Bureau*s 
cooperation with the SSC.



August 12, 1975

Mr. Seymor Fred Phillips 
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, C Room ^063

Dear Seymor:

Attached for your information is a 'memo-on my .staff 'interview 
in G-308 August 11, 1975 in accordance with our conversation.

While there was no indication as to recall, I would appreciate 
a return note from you to confirm that you received the memo and 
to suggest an a, b, c procedure in the event that I get a call 
to return for any additional staff type interview. Secondly, 
as you indicated, if the Executive committee or others send a 
formal subpoena, I need to know a definite a, b, c procedure 
with phone numbers to best represent all our interests. I look 
forward to this message.

The attached material is not in the order of the questions as 
asked. The questions were disconnected and left one with a 
feeling of incompleteness. I think the main thrust stands out 
clearly. .

Since Mr. Hoover had publicisty stated during those years that 
we were engaged in a certain amount of technical surveillance, 
I felt that I could elaborate properly on certain associated h 
phases without encroaching on the records. I hope the material, r 
will be of interest to you. Please excuse the dubious typing,; .

Best to you

9 AUG 27 197?

KLOsoRr
।. 
f



MEMORANDUM ■ W
August 12, 1975 . W
TO: SEYMOR F. PHILLIPS 1
FROM: R. L. MILLEIW\ fl

SUBJECT: SENATE COMMITTEE on INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES I
~ I

I . BACKGROUND J
Telephonic request was received 8:40 pm August 5» 1975 I

from Michael Epstein to appear in Room G-308 NSOB August 11 ■
or 12 for a staff interview. Air travel was confirmed August 6. R 

Appearance was made by the writer 11:45 am to 1:30 pm August 11, 1
in the presence of Mr. Epstein and Mary DeOreo. Advised of staff 1
interview rights. '

II .' INTERVIEW PROPER 1
A. Personal Background

1. Q. When did you leave the FBI? I
A. December30, 1965• >

2. Q. How long in the FBI? M
A. 1938 to December 30, 1965.

3. Where did you work in the field? ■
A. Worked in almost all the field divisions while 

personally constructing radio stations and 
travelling for months at a time, however, my 
office of assignment remained in Washington. .

4. Q. Where did a non lawyer background fit?
A. Prior to WW II the Bureau began to need additional 

help to manage the placement of two way radios in 
cars, construct point to point emergency radio . 
stations to handle communications in case of war, 
disaster or nationwide communications strike, en
gineer, design and construct voice communication 
systems for all the field offices as well as the 
writing of specifications, reviewing of bids, testing 
and installing the hardware in the field. This work 
fell outside the usual capabilities of law trained 
agents. In 1943, the individual efforts of the 
several engineers were solidified into a Radio 
Engineering Section placed under the FBI Laboratory 
for administrative purposes. From the beginning, the 
mission of this group was that of a service and sup
port section rather than that of operations. Cases 
were worked by field agents under supervision of 

. their office and the appropriate interested divi
sion supervisors at the headquarters. Field cases 
as such were only a section concern when equipment 
supply was inadequate of a breakdown occurred. In 
this event we would be called upon to move equipment 
about or correct the defective unit.

x is 7 &

ENCLOSURE
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B. Personal Information . B
1. Q. Have you been in contact with the Bureau in this ■ 

matter? M
A. No. 1

2. Have you regularly contacted the Bureau since leaving^!
A. No. After leaving, I was employed on a staff basis 1 

with IACP doing police management and communication^ 
consulting work all over the country. d

3. Q. Do you still work for the IACP? \
A. Only on call as a consultant in communications. I ] 

am also on call with several other firms.
4. Q. Were you regularly, knowingly restricted from 

being privy to sensitive, classified information?
A. No.

5. Q. Without mentioning any classified work, did you 
work in classified areas, Top Secret, etc?

A.' Yes, I was cleared Top Secret.
6. What would represent the longest time that you would 

be away from your office while section chief?
A. T^ree weeks.

C. Knowledge of other Persons
1. Q. Does the name William Campbell mean anything to you?

A. Yes, I believe he was a specially trained agent of 
the Washington Field Office.

2. Q. Did he work in the section?
A.” Not while I was there;

3. Q. Did he work in the section for a long period of 
time on loan from somewhere else?

A. No.
Q. Could he have worked in your section on special 

assignment without your knowledge?
A. Unlikely that this would occur.

5. ' Who is R.' F. Pfafman and how is it pronounced?
A. Pfafman was an early scientist in the Laboratory 

from Purdue. He was initially hired as an 
electrical engineer. He retired during my tenure 
as section chief.

6. Q. Where does he live?
A. I believe Seattle having retired from Boeing.

7. Q.- Who is Seymor Phillips?
A. I believe he was or is an agent. I am hot familiar 

with his status.
8. Do you know John Matter?

A. Yes. He was in the section.
9. Q, Did you socialize with him?

A. No. The families did not visit back and forth.
10. Q. Did he discuss working on a "composite" tape on 

Martin Luther King or that the FBI was investi
gating Mr, King?

A. Not in my presence.
11. Q. Did he mention a King investigation while in the 

car pool?
A.* Not in my presence. (Note: my car pool days in 

which he participated was in 1955, 1956 when I 
drove a 1955 Buick. From that time to 1965 I had 
my own space in Court E of the Justice Building 
with my irregular hours making car pooling an 
impossible situation.)



D. Relations with Others.
1. Q. What was your relationship with W. 0. Sullivan? 

A. I knew of him as an Assistant Director in charge 
of Domestic Intelligence Division. As a section 
chief of another division I had no occasion to 
deal with hmm. His activities appeared to be along 
speech making and editorial lines.

2. Q. How many times did you go to his office? 
A. None.

3. How many times did he come to your office? 
A. None.

4. - Qv Didn’t he disagree with Parsons as to the role or a 
the adequacy of the Laboratory scientists? I

A. I believe that at one time he challenged the 
adequacy of the Laboratorys’ contact with outside 
concerns. If that is what you had in mind, all I 
can say is that I prepared an outline of the con
tacts which we had and they were most impressive. 
They ranged from all the military research est
ablishments through the commercial radio and re
search companies such as Tdxas Instruments, etc.1 
Our section actually excelled in this type of 
contact to “keep abreast" of a rapidly changing 
field. I heard no more from Parsons or others 
after submitting my list.'

5. * Q.- Who assisted you during your tenure as section chief?] 

A. A. J. Baker.
E. Training.

1. Q.’ Did your people furnish any training to field agents? 
A. Special training was furnished to selected agents .

so that they could serve as contacts in each field 
office^ alerting the section to parts needs,check
ing the readiness of field equipment, advising of 
equipment needs, aiding in the input to the annual 
field budget preparation by the section as well 
as assisting in planning. These agents, in the 
main also carried their full case loads and were 
under the local Agent in Charge, not the section.

F. Recording Facility.
1. Where was this facility physically located with 

regards to your office?
A. Physically separated by being in another corridor 

across the Justice Building.
2. Q. Not in the 7114 corridor?

A. Correct.
3. *4 Q. Were agents offices attached thereto?

A. Yes, a couple of bays.
4. Q. Who had access?

A. Corridor doors were locked at all times but agents 
had access with keys. Facility doors were locked 
separately within that space.

5« Q. Was someone in that space at all times during the 
day?

A. Most of the time. We tried to keep someone available



in the space in that neither Baker or myself were |
qualified to operate the patch.panel and recording 1
equipment and a Directors speech might have to be 1 
recorded on short notice. This was somewhat difficult 
in that the work assigned to these people in the form 
of security checks for- government officials tele

phones and room security checks for such areas as hearing rooms 
necessitated that the work be done outside of the . 
office space.

6, Q. Were these men fully occupied? 
A. Yes.

?. Q.* How did you know they were fully occupied?
A. By an administrative assignment system, kept one 

year and then destroyed after statistics were com
piled, Also by closely following the work load 
and making adjustments to keep the 3 to 4 hour 
overtime on an equitable basis.

8. Q.- How do you know that someone couldn’t make a 
"composite" tape without your knowledge - and give 
a specific example of why not.

A. As pointed out earlier, I was not present 24 hours 
a day and therefore could not continuously mon

’ . itor the displaced space. Within reason, however,
for statistical purposes we needed to document our 
input. This was done by assignment slip as it came 
through the office by Baker or myself and in some 
instances the paper work was done confirmatory 
when.the work was started on an urgent assignment < 
orally. An effort was made early in the time period 
as section chief, in 1955, 1956, to clearly 
establish this procedure thereby avoiding persons 
bringing work of any kind directly to a section 
employee. The staff was repeatedly made aware of the 
desired procedure. The only specific instance I 
can recall occurred early in my tenure, possibly 
in 55 or *56 when it was necessary to personally 
challenge someone outside the section who was 
bringing work directly to a section employee. What 
the work was is not important. The bypass of pro
cedure was. I was called by phone and went im
mediately to the studio area on the other side 
of the building and advised the person that the 
proper procedure was not being followed. The person 
departed and no further problem existed.

9* Q. Who was this person?
A. I believe it was Inspector Kemper.

10. Q. Who called you in this instance?
A. I can't recall that detail 20 years ago but it 

would probably have been someone normally 
assigned to that area, such as Matter or Corbett. 

11. Q.’ Could it have been disc records or album material?
A. It could have been but the material was not the 

prime concern., the procedure was.
12. Q. Was a memo written?

A. No. The immediate action corrected the problem.



13. Q. Would a ’’trained" field agent be able to I
operate filter equipment? ' 1

A. N0. I
1A. Q. Would Matter be able to operate filter I

equipment? I
A. Yes. I

G. Procedures. ’’
1. Q. If a request to handle material came from a 

field office would it have a case caption? ]

A. Yes, to identify it with files and with the 
divisions supervising the case.

2 .’ Q. Would you ever receive recordings from an 
outside source? '

A. Yes. Periodically from the military on crashes 
of test planes, as for example where the pilot 
was trying to tell what was wrong but the in
telligence on the tape recording made on the 
ground was garbled by over riding noises. 
Filtering techniques could, at times, success
fully bring out the message through time con
suming procedures. In these instances, because 
of the excessive manpower demands it was necess
ary to borrow radio engineers and sometimes nearby 
trained Washington Field personneVto work on the 
separate small portions of the questioned tape 

to expedite the report back to the contributor.
3 . Q. Did you have anything to do with codes and 

ciphers?
A. None, handled by another section.
Q. What about field recordings?

( Note: Since Mr. Hoover had announces, in 
public that at one time some 98 technical 
surveillances were in operation, it follows 
that the Bureau had some training and operated 
some equipment in this area of operations.) 

A. All offices were self sufficient with regard to 
playback and recording equipment. In Kidnapping 
cases, for example, the equipment would be 
needed on an immediate basis, hence, in my view 
it was unsatisfactory for an office to "borrow" 
when needed from another office or request that 
the headquarters in Washington send what they 
need. Accordingly no "stock" was held here. The 
field inventoried and maintained it.

H. Martin Luther King.
1. Q. Did you know in the period around 1961 that the 

Bureau was investigating Mr. King?
A. No, as a support or service facility we would 

not be envolved in field work unless there were 
equipment or support problems. None were recalled.

2. Q. Did you instruct that a "composite" tape be made 
on Mr. King?

A. No.
3. Q. I have inferences that you did. Did you?

A. I did not. *
4. Q. Is it possible that someone could make‘-a tape 

without your knowledge?



A. It is possible, but not a probable situation. 
As indicated, the section was in two separate 
parts with the voiceprint, filtering, recording 
and related test equipment located across the 
building away from my office. Possible, of 
course, but minimized by a need to keep close 
accounting of our work from an administrative 
and statistical standpoint to assist in just
ifying our existence and our programs to the 
satisfaction of the inspection staff. .

5* Q. Have you since heard of investigations of Mr. Kin 
by the Bureau?

A. Through media references recently.
6. Q. Did you see material coming through your office 

for handling captioned "Martin Luther King"?
A. I did not.

7. Q. Did you see materials coming through your office 
for handling captioned "Civil Rights Inves
tigations or Matters"?

A. I did not.

I. Miscellaneous Items.
1. Q. Did Mr. Hoover have technical recorders?

A. I recall none during my tenure of 1955-1965. He 
was basically opposed to technical things in 
that he tended to avoid those items which he 
did not fully understand. Accordingly, much 
administrative effort was expended in explain
ing technical things, such as the need for radio 
antennas, in laymans language which could be 
fully understood.

2. ITEM. A long list of names was observed. Some 
questions about people came from this list 
such as Pfafmans*’ reference. ‘

3. ITEM. The period of interest appeared to be in 
the 1961 or thereabouts era. It is noted that 
the person being interviewed is being asked to 
recall details occurring 1^ or 15 years in the 
past.



August 19, 1975

Dear Dick: ’

Thank you for your note of August 12, 1975, and 
the enclosed statement concerning a recent interview of 
you by the Senate Select Committee Staff.

This note is pursuant to your request for 
confirmation of my receipt of your statement.

As to your request that I suggest ”an a, b, c 
procedure” in the event you get a call for additional 
interview of the nature already had or for testimony before 
the Committee, I can only suggest that in either event 
you might desire to contact the Bureau's Legal Counsel 
Division by collect call. They will be happy to give you 
any necessary help under the circumstances.

Again, thanks for the material you sent.

Sincerely,

Seymor Fred Phillips

Mr. Richard L. Millen
405 Hermitage Drive
Altamonte Springs, Florida 32701
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The Attorney General

1 - Mr^R A. Mintz
1 - Mr. j. Cochran
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

August il, 1975

Directory FBI

U. S/' SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
OM .INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

C8SITAIIIU

Enclosed for yotir information is a memorandum with 
enclosure concerning an interview by a representative of 
the captioned Committee of former FBI Special Agent Richard L 
Millen. Single copies of the memorandum and its enclosure 
are also enclosed for forwarding to Mr. James A. Wilderotter, 
Associate Counsel to the President. . .

Enclosures (4)

62-116395

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordinatio;

. t

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) // < ;
1 - 67-115187 (Personnel File Former SA Richard L. MUJan)

<

Assoc. Dir.__  
Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.:
Admin.________  
Comp. Syst. .. . 
Ext. Affairs ___r 
Files & Com.__  
Gen. |nv. ______ 
Ident._________ ,

Laboratory____  
Plan. & Eval.

Training _ 
Legal Coun.

o o
SFP:lhb|nM I 

(11)

.irector

s AUG 27 197:
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1 - Mr|^. A. Mintz

1
1 
1
1

-Mr. J. Cochran
- Mr. W. R. Wannall
- Mr. W. 0. Cregar
- Mr. S. F. Phillips

62-116395 August 21, 1975

/\P

. SEWS SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
O INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

SPECIAL AGENT (SA) RICHARD L.

voluntarily appeared at FBI Headquarters and advised an 
FBI representative that he had just been interviewed by 
Mr. Michael Epstein, an SSC Staff Member, concerning the 
former FBI investigation of Martin Luther King, Jr. Millen 
indicated that this was the first contact he had had with 
the FBI concerning this interview. He was asked if Epstein 
was aware that he, Killen, had not been in contact with 
the FBI prior to the interview. Millen indicated that 
questioning by Epstein developed the fact that Millen had 
not as yet been in contact with the FBI. Millen was then 
asked how, in light of this fact, he and Epstein had 
addressed themselves to Millen’s obligations under his 
employment agreement with the FBI as relating to the area 
of confidentiality. Millen stated that this matter did not 
arise as an issue during the interview and that he, in effect, 
had given no consideration to the matter.

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.____

Millen indicated that he desired to furnish the 
FBI the details of the interview, and arrangements were 
made for Killen to mail to the FBI a statement containing 
the interview details. It should be noted that Millen 
resides in Florida and was in Uashington, D. C., for the 
sole purpose of the interview, having arrived earlier that 
morning and intending to fly back to Florida shortly after 

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
1 - 67-115187 (Personnel File Former SA Richard L. Millen)

SFP:lhb (10)
Legal Coun. ____  
Telephone Rm. __  | *

Director Sf c*y MAIL ROOM I I TI

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO^AG gEE N0TE pAGE 2
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ss’ws ssisct coimwsc oil simxiaiTOD mm® (sso

nas r iXr^XE J OF FWTU FBI SA By SSC

the above contact with the FBI. Millen ms advised by the 
FBI representative that althoa^h there ms little he could 
no’’/ do relative to his employment az^rcetent with the FBI os 
the intervie- of bin ms already comloted, it * us indicate? 
to hi® that current and former cnnloyaey of the FBI, vho 
are rcjulorly bei^; contacted by the SSC for interview, are 
first contacting the FBI to resolve the natter of receiving 
FBI clearance for the interview. Millen ms rebinned that 
there ms also an obligation to the Department of Justice and 
that in the event ha m to be called bud: for additional 
intervic 3 either subject Co a subpoena and/or under oath, it 
m?ld retire d. clearance from the Attorney General. It vas 
FJc/.astod to hi® that he give this nutter the appropriate 
consideration, under those circumstances.

Attached hereto is a Xerox of a statement 'hich
1 alien mailed to the FBI x hich details the results of the 
inturvic*.* of him by Fvstcia.
Enclosure

FOIE:

Supervisor S. F. Phillips of the Senstudy 75 Project 
was the FBI representative who saw Millen on 8/11/75. Legal 
Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adams memorandum, 8/13/75, ’’Senstudy,” 
reported for information purposes the circumstances of the 
interview of Millen and it had taken place without prior 
advice by the SSC to the Bureau. Departmental officials 
were advised and subsequently John Elliff of the SSC Staff 
telephonically expressed his regrets to Supervisor P. V. Daly 
of the Legal Counsel Division for the interview having taken 
place without prior notification to the Bureau. Millen’s 
statement was received in the mail under cover of a personal 
note to Phillips, which note is attached; also attached hereto 
is a copy of a reply written to Millen by Phillips. It should 
be noted that Millen inquired as to what procedure he should

MOTE COKTIISUED PAGE 3

- o -
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: INTERVIEW OF FORMER FBI SA BY SSC

NOTE CONTINUED: •

follow7 if he is again contacted by the SSC for further 
interview or testimony. Phillips.’ reply to him was that 
under such circumstances he might desire to contact the 
Legal Counsel Division by collect call. ‘

Copies of all the current correspondence is being 
designated for Millen’s personnel file with the suggestion 
that due cognizance be taken of this incident in any future 
Bureau consideration relative to Millen.
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The Attorney Goiioral

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

August 14, 1975

Director

U. 3. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
CM INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

\r

Enclosed for your infomat ion are the original of 
a memorandum and its attachment concerning an interview by 
Stgffj^mbers of captioned Committee of FBI Special Agent 
Sevnor Fred Phillips') A copy of the memorandum and its 
attachmoht'are also enclosed for forwarding to Mr. James A 
V/ildcrotter, Associate Counsel to the President.

Attention:

fliCLOSUHE

rfeSST

100-106670
67-

SFP:mjg/dmtLa'
(11)

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Spacial Counsel for

Intelligence Coordination

p

o

TELETYPE UNIT GPO : 1975 O - 569-920

8 
o

% 
o
o 
£

Enclosures (4)

62-116395

1 - The Deputy Attorney General

1 - 
1 -

( (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
f(Personnel File SA Seymor Fred Phillips)

Dep. AD Adm?^ 
Dep. AD Inv. __

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. ______ 
Comp. Syst. . — 
Ext. Affairs ----- 1
Files & Com.__ 
Gen. Inv._____ -
Ident. —............ —
Inspection____  
Intell._______ —
Laboratory____  
Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv._____  
Training

Legal Coun. .
Telephone Rm.__



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

1 — Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar

G2-11G393 August 1.4, 1975
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

U. 3. ©EWE SELECT COJEIITTEE 
w 3 w (mwumiwAb

w fxspect to raELLicEiici: activities (sso

DC: IHTHtVIEW 01- FBI SPECIAL ACEGT (SA) 
deyeor nxa Phillips by ssc staff uembees

Set out below is information concerning interview 
of FBI SA Se^or „FredJFaillips by SSC Staff Moshers. Phillips 
entered on duty ^n the xBI on October 20, 1040, and he served 
in a clerical cnimcity in the Identification division until 
his appointment ns an SA on Bareli 13, 1940.. Be is currently 
assigned in the Intelligence Division (IUTD). Since April, 
1975, Phillips has been assigned to a special tusk force 
devoted exclusively to the handling of requests iron the SSC 
and, to a lesser degree, reouests iron ths Mouse Select Committee 
on intelligence Activities.

On advance notice iron Er. Michael Epstein, CSC 
Staff Beafcer, Phillips was advised he was to be interviewed at 
10:03 a. a., August 4, 1975,_jn the offices of the SSC. The 
following are "the details of the interview of Phillips as 
furnished by him*

>pv' Interview on August 4, 1375, was in two sessions.
f The morning session lasted from 10:03 u.p. until 12:50 p.m., 

when it was recessed for lunch. The afternoon session was 
from 2:20 p.a* until 3:17 p.m. The morning session was in 
Boxi 003, former Carroll Arms Motel; afternoon session in a 
snail, second floor roan of the SSC offices in the Birlscn . 
Senate Office Cuiiding. SSC Staff Mambers Michael Epstein and 
Mary AeOrco conducted the interview with over 95 percent"of

Assoc. Dir.   the Cjuestions being asked by Epstein. Voluminous longhand
□op. ad Adm. _ ao^G3 were taken, mostly by BeQreo. 
Dep. AD Inv.__  v

Asst. Dir.;
Admin. ,,. ,
Comp. Syst. -----  1 - 100-103670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
m A&cs—~ (Personnel File SA Seynor." Fred Phillips)
Gen. Inv.----------  
Ident.__  
Inspection __. . 
Intell._______ -
Loboratory___  
Plan. & Evol. — 
Spec. Inv.____ 
Training_____  

Legal Coun. - — 
Telephone Rm. —

SFP:mjg 
(10)

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINaJj? 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED .(VnK

Director Sec’y _ MAIL ROOM CU . TELETYI 
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U. s. Senate Select Committee
To Study Governmental Operations
Kith Respect to Intelligence Activities (SSC)

Ue: Interview of FBI Special Agent (SA) 
Seymor Fred fillips by SSC Staff Members

At the very outset, Phillips v/as asked to sign a . 
statement entitled ”ADVICE OP RIGHTS” Which he did .and it was 
witnessed by Epstein in Phillips* presence. Epstein stated 
that he would check with the Committee concerning the securing 
of a copy to give to Phillips, Thereafter, Phillips made the 
following opening remarks to the SSC personnel. Phillips 
advised that in an effort to assist the SSC, he ayus informing 
them that his supervision of the former EBI investigation of 
Martin lather King, Ar. at FBI Headquarters (HQ) was from 
roughly very late in 1903 to the Fall of 1905. His personal 
knowledge was confined to roughly that period. The interrogators 
were given to understand by Phillips that the discussion to 
ensue would concern a period of 10 to 12 years ago and that 
Phillips* replies must be considered in that context. Phillips 
indicated that he would to the best of his ability give his 
best recollections in response to questions. Phillips also 
stated that his interrogators should understand that during 
the intervening years Phillips had been indirectly exposed 
to much information relating to the King investigation. 
Phillips gave two examples to illustrate.

He brought to attention the fact that he had been 
exposed over the years to many media accounts relating to the 
King investigation, A noteworthy one was a feature article 
which appeared in ’The Ifew York Times” in early 1975. A second 
example of Phillips* exposure to information concerning the 
King investigation related to Phillips’ current FBI assignment 
of which both Epstein and DeOreo wei'e fully cognizant, Phillips 
pointed out that this assignment has exposed him to a vast 
amount of information, both documentary and that being furnished 
orally to the SSC by various witnesses. As a consequence, 
Phillips pointed out the difficulty which he expected to encounter 
in answering questions because it would take very studied 
thought in many instances to differentiate in his mind informa
tion which he had acquired in the supervision of the King case 
and information which might have come to his attention during 
the subsequent years, particularly the past few months in 
connection with his current assignment.

»» 2 ••
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V. S. Senate Select Committee
To Study Governmental Operations
With Inspect to Intelligence Activities (SSC)

Ro: Interview of FBI Special Agent (SA)
Seymor Fred Phillips by ESC Staff Members

Phillips then went on to point out what he understood 
to be the parameters of this interview, which were as follows# 
Tho interview was to concern tho King investigation only. The 
interview was to exclude information which was the product 
or fruit of all electronic surveillances through which tho FBI 
obtained information concerning King. In mentioning this 
privileged area, Phillips again emphasized tho difficulty ho 
would likely have in sorting out information ho has in terms 
of how he first acquired it. He emphasized that if he recognized 
that his answer to a question would require divulging information 
from an electronic surveillance, ho would not answer that 
question. Finally, Phillips pointed out what ho considered 
the four privileged areas concerning which he did not intend 
to answer questions. These were as follows: (1) Information 
which identifies or could identify a confidential source.
(2) Information which might adversely affect ongoing FBI 
investigations. (3) Information obtained from third agencies, 
including foreign.intelligence agencies, (4) Information
revealing sensitive investigative methods and techniques.

(The exclusion of discussing information from electronic 
surveillances is.based upon current negotiations between the 
SSC, the Department of Justice and an attorney for the widow 
of King. It is the FBI*s understanding that the King attorney 
agreed to the interview provided Phillips did not disclose 
information from electronic surveillances.)

Phillips indicated that he anticipated the interview 
to ba prolonged and that he anticipated that it would be tiring 
because of the unusual factors involved as discussed above. 
Iio therefore requested that in order to avoid weariness on his 
part, which would be counterproductive to the SSC*s obtaining 
maximum benefits from the interview, consideration be given to 
breaking up the interview on a general basis of two hours, a 
break for lunch, and then another two hours. He indicated that 
as the interview progressed, ho would be flexible on this but 
felt that the interview, if more than one day long, should not 
exceed four and one-half hours on any one day. Epstein indicated 
agreement with this request and the basis for it.

- 3 -
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The following are the results of the interview which 
are sot out generally in chronological order.

Phillips was asked for a detailed biography of his 
FBI career which ho related to be the following. He started 
in the FBI on October 28, 1940, in a clerical capacity in the 
Identification Division. On March IB, 1946, ho was appointed 
an SA and served in Field Offices (FG) in Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania; Detroit, Michigan; and Washington, D. C. (WO). 
In the Spring of 1954, he was assigned to HQ and served.in the 
Coneral Investigative, Training and Inspection Divisions until 
the Summer of 1953. In the Summer of 1953, ho was transferred 
to the Buffalo, Hew York, FO where ho served until the Summer 
of 1961, when he was transferred back to HQ. Since then he has 
been continually assigned to the Intelligence Division (INTD), 
(INTO formerly, and during the time of the King investigation 
discussed heroin, was known as the Domestic Intelligence 
Division /Did/.)

Detailed questions wore asked and responses made by 
Phillips relating to the organisational makeup of the DID 
starting in 1961 and the various sections and units he had 
been assigned to over tho years. He indicated that when he 
first joined the DID he was assigned to the Internal Security 
Section and specifically to the Communist Party Unit, It 
was while in this Unit that Phillips took on supervision of 
tho King case and he continued that supervision while serving 
subsequently in a unit especially developed to concentrate on 
investigations relating to the communist influences in racial 
matters* It was his best recollection that the Unit actually 
might have been named Communist Influence in Kacial Matters 
Unit (CM). -
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Phillips was asked for and supplied the names of 
his worl: associates in the DIO during the pertinent period of 
19GS-65. These included individuals at various levels within 
the DID as well as FBI officials of a still higher level. 
The following are the names of individuals given by Phillips 
and in those instances where he was aware of their current 
whereabouts, Phillips also gave that information on Epstein’s 
request: Theodore Rosack, Richard Bates, William Shubatt, 
James Martin, (first nene unrecalled) Corman, Charles Brennan, 
Inspector Joseph A. Cisco, Robert Dens, Bawrcnee Curley, Fred 
Fox, Wallace LaPrade, William Shaw, Inspector Donald K Moore, 
Gordon Wease, Assistant to the Director Alan Belmont, Assistant 
Director William C, Sullivan, Section Chief Fred J. Baumgardner 
and Ian MacDehnon (phonetic). All of these individuals either 
worked with, over, or under Phillips during the pertinent 
period, including the time he first was assigned to the DID 
in 1931.

Phillips pointed out in respect to Delmont that it 
was his understanding that Belmont is in an extremely ill 
condition and it was suggested that if the SSC had any intention 
to interview Belmont, it would be wise to first check with his 
physician. In the same context, Phillips pointed out the 
following in respect to Fred Fox, This individual was Phillips* 
Unit Chief when he was first assigned in the DID and it was 
believed by Phillips that Fox had already loft the section when 
Phillips was first assigned the King case. Consequently, it 
was not believed that Fox would be knowledgeable in this matter. 
Moreover, Phillips pointed out that Fox was a personal friend 
and that Fox had suffered a very tragic loss of his spouse 
earlier this year* As a result, Fox has been in somewhat deep 
grief and it was suggested by Phillips that he might not be 
an ideal subject for interview.

— 5««
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There was considerable discussion generated by 
questions concerning the organizational makeup in the various 
units in the Internal Security Section as well as concerning the 
routing of mail through the various levels. It was explained 
by Phillips how mail would be generated at a supervisory level 
up through a Unit Chief and then to the Section Prout Office. 
At that point it might be handled by either or both the 
Section Chief and his Number One Man. If the mail was not 
’’cut off,” meaning approved for mailing, the mail would move 
to the division Front Office where it would be seen by either 
one or both th© Assistant Director and Number One Man. 
Important mail would, of course, move beyond that level to the 
office of the Assistant to the Director and thence, in some 
instances,to the Associate Director and the Director himself.

Phillips was asked to identify clerical personnel 
who worked for him when he headed up the Unit dealing with 
CIRM. He named one individual who he indicated had been 
Secretary to the Unit Chief in the Communist Party Unit and 
who, to the best of his recollection, also served for a time 
as Phillips* secretary. Tills individual was then named 
Kathleen Osborne, later married name Jensen,; now divorced and 
remarried, last name unknown. Questioning was diverted before 
Phillips named any other clerical personnel.

The foregoing phase of the interview which covered 
organizational matters, routing of mail, identities of personnel, 
etc., covered about an hour and fifteen minutes. At this 
point, Epstein indicated that he would now proceed to discuss 
the investigation of King,

~ 6
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His Questioning elicited the following background 
in this investigation as host Phillips could recall it. It 
was explained that during the period in question, 1963-65, 
the Internal Security Suction handled investigations primarily 
only in the domestic intelligence field. Investigations of 
some key leaders of subversive groups were also handled 
in that Section. Thore was then tn existence in the DID a 
Section known as the Subversive Control Section which 
supervised basically the investigations of domestic subversive 
individuals. The King case was assigned in the Subversive 
Control Section when Phillips was first exposed to it and was 
assigned specifically to a Supervisor named William Forsyth 
(phonetic), now deceased. For a time, the case was jointly 
handled by both Forsyth and Phillips and eventually, fox* all 
practical purposes, it was supervised by Phillips alone. 
This was brought about by the nature of tho emphasis being 
placed by the FBI on the communist influences in the racial 
movement which were coming to th© FBI’s attention by investiga
tion and otherwise, Because of this, it was determined at 
a point in time that there bo created within the internal 
Security Section a CHUI Unit and that there be vested in it 
related investigations such as that concerning King,

It might bo noted that at one point during the 
extensive organisational phase of tho interview, Phillips 
reminded Epstein of his belief that ho was furnishing Epstein 
considerably more infoxmation than required within the agreed 
parameters of tho interview. Phillips indicated, however, that 
ho was willing to do so as an exhibition of good faith and 
cooperativeness not only on his part, but as relating to tho FBI.

Discussion turned to tho character used in correspondence 
in tho investigation of King and of the organisation which King 
headed, the Southern Christian leadership Conference (SC1C) ♦ 
Phillips explained that to the best of his recollection, th© 
character of tho King case was SM-C (Security Batter - Communist) 
and the character of the SCLC case was IS-C (Internal Security 
Communist). Epstein inquired as to whether there was a file
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in the FBI concerning Mi-s. King and was told that Phillips 
did not know. Epstein inquired as to whether there was more 
than one main file on King and the SCLC and was told that 
Phillips did not know of any more than one.

Inquiry was made as to whom the SCLC was assigned. 
Phillips explained that the case concerning the SCLC was of 
a Coninfil (communist infiltration) type. Consequently, this 
case was assigned in a unit specialising in communist 
infiltration-type cases. The Unit Chief was John Kleinkauf 
but to Phillips’ best recollection, the case later was assigned 
in the CIRM Unit.

Epstein inquired as to when the King case was opened 
and what the date of the first piece of paper in that ease bore. 
The some questions were asked concerning case on the SCLC and on 
Stanley Bavid Lovison. Phillips stated that he did not know 
the answers to these questions. As to the character of the 
Levison case, Phillips replied that he thought it was SM-C.

Inquiry was made as to whose idea it was to have a 
CIRM Unit and Phillips stated ho did not recall.

Questions wore ashed about the EBI’s analysis of the 
airch on Washington which tools place in August, 1963, and of 
any papers which were written about it. It was obvious that 
Epstein was aware that some “Brief” or similar analysis document 
about the racial situation at the time was prepared in the FBI. 
Phillips explained that after the March on Washington, some 
documents were prepared in the form of summary or analysis and 
that the March on Washington was also part of an extensive 
’’Brief” which was prepared as an in-house document covering 
tho whole subject of communist influences in the racial movement.

- 0 -
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Inquiry was made as to when the first piece of paper 
either in the field or at HQ was written for technical 
surveillance of King and the SCLC. Phillips explained that his 
best recollection concerning a microphone surveillance (misur) 
concerning King was after the fact. He explained that there_________ 
had been a misur on King at_____________________________________ ______________
and that after the operation had been terminated, Phillips was 
told by one of his superiors, probably either Hullivan, Sizoo 
or Baumgardner, to expect the receipt of some paper from WFO, 
Phillips was told that once received, Phillips would bo expected 
to prepare a communication suitable for dissemination which 
would surEnrizo the findings from the misur, Phillips was 
asked as to the form ho had received the information from WFO 
and his best recollection was that there was possibly a cover 
communication such as an airtel with an enclosed letterhead 
memorandum (IHM). Epstein wanted to know if there were any 
enclosures to the HIM and Phillips said he had no recollection 
of same. In responding os to how Phillips acquired this 
mtorial, ho said ho did not recall such but felt fairly certain 
that ho did not receive it through routine mil channels. 
Phillips pointed out that this was a case receiving special 
handling and because of the sensitive nature of the information, 
the material may well have been handled by hand delivery to 
him by either someone from W or by one of his superiors such 
as any of the three mentioned above. Asked whether he had 
subsequently received actual tapes on this coverage, Phillips 
said that ho had. Asked how soon afterwards the tapes were 
received, Phillips said ho could not recall.

Questioning then turned to what Phillips prepared 
suitable for dissemination from the material which VEO had fur* 
nished. Phillips explained that his best recollection was that 
he took the HIM from WO and rewrote it. In other words, he 
created an HQ-originated HIM. Asked why this was done rather than 
use the one prepared by WO, Phillips explained that there may have 
boon two or three reasons for doing so. Per example, the ono 
prepared by WO may not have boon written in sufficiently good
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style for the type of dissemination that was intended. It 
might also have had typographical errors and the like. Asked 
to whom the ISM which Phillips prepared was disseminated, he 
responded to his? best recollection it was disseminated only to 
The White House at that time. Asked if it was later disseminated 
to anyone else, he said he did not know that it was but that 
information in it was later incorporated into a second IiHM, 
along with new-found information and that the second ISM was 
disseminated to both The White House and to the then Attorney 
General (AG) Robert Kennedy. Asked as to who^else it was 
disseminated, Phillips could not recall anyone else. Phillips 
was questioned about the procedure for disseminating to The 
White House and the AG and explained that it might possibly 
have been done by use of a single Wi prepared in sufficient 
number and then sent to The White House with one cover communica
tion and simultaneously, another copy sent to the AG with another 
cover communication. It would have been common practice at the 
time to have included in each cover communication information 
indicating who else was receiving the same ISM.

Phillips was asked if any new information which 
prompted the second Ln’l had arisen from a misur. Phillips said 
that it had but at this point reminded Epstein that he would 
not be able to discuss content pursuant to the agreements and 
arrangements discussed earlier in this memorandum. Epstein 
wanted to know exactly which misur prompted the second UBI^and 
Phillips said he could not pinpoint which misur. Epstein 
wanted to know how many misurs the FBI had had on King and 
Phillips said that he would only be able to give a rough 
estimate. Epstein wanted to know the number' even if it was 
only a rough figure and he was told that it would possibly have 
been between possibly toward the lower end of that
scale. ~j

JFKLaw10(a)1
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which was lively documented and that the SSC would get this 
documented information when agreements were perfected with the 
King attorney. On this occasion, Epstein reminded Phillips 
that notwithstanding any documentation the SSC receives, it 
nevertheless desires Phillips* recollection of events.

Inquiry was made as to whether there were any misurs 
on King outside of the country. Phillips said he knew of none 
and went on to remind Epstein that the FBI was nonoperational 
abroad and that if there was a nisur on King abroad, it might 
have boon put on by a foreign intelligence agency and that 
such an agency was a privileged area for discussion during 
the interview. In making this statement to Epstein, Phillips 
said he did not want Epstein to infer that there were misurs 
outside the United States concerning King that Phillips knew 
about.

Inquiry was made concerning photographic surveillance 
on King and Phillips said there had boon some but it was very 
limited. Asked if any of it was in a motel or hotel room 
including through closed circuit TV, Phillips said he knew of 
none. Asked where the photographic surveillances were that 
Phillips knew of, Phillips said he remembered some pictures 
being taken in Los Angeles outside of a hotel and at the 
airport. Asked whether they were stills or movies, Phillips 
indicated they were of possibly both types.

Epstein inquired as to whether there were any 
photographic surveillancesby other agencies. Federal, state 
or local as well as by any foreign agencies. Phillips said he 
knew of none. Phillips reminded Epstein, however, that the 
newspapers had many pictures of King leading marches and in other 
similai’ public activities and that as a consequence, local agencies 
might well have taken pictures of King but that it would be 
very questionable as to whether they could be justifiably 
categorised as pictures derived from photographic surveillances.

•» 12 ~
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Phillips was asked as to what wiretaps or telephone 
surveillances he was aware of concerning King. He responded 
that there was a telephone surveillance (tesur) on King at his 
residence in Atlanta, Georgia, and that when the authority from 
the AG for this was obtained, the language of the communication 
was such as to permit a tesur in other places which might 
be considered ’’residences” inasmuch as King traveled around 
the country a good bit. Phillips was unable to answer as 
to how many such tesurs there were or exactly where they were.

Regarding the SCLCt Phillips indicated that the tesurs 
were at its offices in Atlanta and Hew York City.

Asked whether there were any mail covers or openings 
on King, Phillips said he knew of none.

Asked when the first wiretap on King was operative, 
Phillips indicated that it was after the FBI hud secured the 
AG’s approval but Phillips could not recall the date. Asked 
when the last wiretap was operative, Phillips said he did not 
know and that it could have been after the supervision of the 
case was no longer in his hands.

It was roughly at this point in the interview that 
the luncheon break occurred and what follows was in the 
afternoon session.

Epstein inquired as to whether all of the misurs were 
separately authorized by Director 3. Edgar Hoover himself. 
Phillips said he did not think this Was so. Asked whether there 
was some document at HQ on each misur which would show the 
authorization, Phillips said he felt that there was. He was 
asked what percentage of all the misurs was authorized by 
Hoover himself and Phillips said he could not even estimate 
such a percentage. Epstein asked who would authorize a misur

- 13 - 
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if it was not authorized by Hoover himself. Phillips gave 
the macs of Associate Director Clyde Tolson (deceased) and 
of the following previously mentioned above — Delmont, 
Sullivan, Inspector Sizoo and Baumgardner — as others who 
might have made the authorizations. Epstein wanted to Know 
whether there was any letter of delegation by Hoovex’ by 
which othex’S would have taken the authority for such an 
action and Phillips said he knew of none.

Humorous questions were ashed relating to the 
procedures fox’ obtaining authority fox’ a uisur and whether those 
procedures were actually in some written document. Phillips 
explained that he had no recollection of any such procedure 
ever being in the Manual of Kulcs and regulations or the Manual 
of Instructions but that the procedures night have been documented 
in some policy folder although Phillips had no definite recol
lection of the procedures being in writing. That is, Phillips 
could not recall at this time seeing the procedures in any 
specific document. It was ex|xlaincd that there wore times when 
in-house procedures might be passed down by word of mouth 
specifically relative to vary sensitive mutters and that 
Phillips, as a Supervisor or Unit Chief, would accept the 
instx’uctions of a superior ns to the proper manner of proceeding 
in preparing documents fox’ a natter of this nature.

Phillips was asked if any of the King misurs wore 
authorized in advance by the AG. Ho explained that during the 
tine of his supervision of the case, ho could not recall any 
specifically pro-authorized by the AG but there may have been 
some of that nature. Ho was asked if the authorized communication 
relative to a wiretap is in clear language showing that it is 
fox* a wiretap and mt for a nisur. Phillips replied that he felt 
confident that the language would bo clear and that when an AG 
gave his authority for a wiretap, the AG would know exactly 
what it was for.
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In discussing the authority for misurs, Phillips 
explained that in 1954, the then AG, Herbert Brownell, submitted 
a memorandum to the FBI which in effect gave AG authority into 
Hoover’s hands in cases of this nature and that the procedures 
in effect provided within the Bureau fox’ lesser officials to 
have the authority. This would have included down to the level 
of Section Chief Baumgardner in this case.

Phillips further explained that after a certain point 
in time, and the best he could place this would have been in 
19G5, a procedure went into effect to write a communication to 
the AG on each misur. The intention at the time was, to 
Phillips’ best recollection, to get the AG’s advance authority. 
However, as a practical matter, it was not feasible many times 
to get the AG’s authority in advance. Some situations would 
be so fast moving and the sensitive and security aspects would 
be such that it would not be possible to get such authority 
in advance. In such a situation, an immediate communication 
would be written to tho AG explaining to him that the installation 
was made without his advance authority because time was of the 
essence. Under such circumstances, it would not be uncommon for 
that communication advising the AG of the misur to also advise 
him of its discontinuance. For example, a misur might be 
installed one morning to covei' a day’s activities and the misur 
might be withdrawn the same night or next morning. In such a 
situation, one communication to the AG would advise of both 
tho installation and withdrawal of the misur.

Epstein asked whether, when the procedure for advising 
the AG of all misurs went into effect, the AG was told of all 
prior misurs which had been in effect, Phillips stated he did 
not know the precise answer to this question but told Epstein 
that the AG at the time of the King misurs (Robert Kennedy) was 
aware of the misur coverage on King because he, Kennedy, had 
seen the product of the misurs, Phillips emphasized that the 
product was such that there should havo been no doubt in the AG’s 
mind but that a misur had been in effect on King, At a point
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in the questioning not long after this was explained to Epstein, 
Epstein again asked how the AG would know of the misurs if 
he had not been advised precisely in correspondence relating to 
misurs. Phillips explained once again that the AG had seen 
the product of the misurs not only in but also in monographs.

Phillips was asked if the AG was shown any logs or
verbatim transcripts from the misurs or whether any of the tapes 
therefrom hud been played back to him. Phillips said he did 
not know.

At a point in the questioning which was aft ex1 what
Phillips felt was a third time he had explained to Epstein 
that from information furnished to Kennedy, there should have 
been no doubt in Kennedy’s mind that the FBI had misurs on King, 
Epstein asked if the AG might not have thought the product was 
the result of a tesur rather than a misur. At this point, 
Phillips displayed annoyance to Epstein and told him that he had 
answered the question three times and, therefore, refused to 
answer it any further. Epstein mumbled something to the 
effect that Phillips had not answered the question and Epstein 
made some note, apparently to that effect. Phillips told him 
that he, Phillips, thought he had answered the question 
regardless of what Epstein was recording in his notes.

Questioning turned to the preparation of memoranda
concerning misurs and Phillips explained that he had participated 
in the preparation of sone, Epstein asked when the first misur 
took placejFKLawio a i [Phillips said
he could not remember. Many questions were asked concerning the 
various authorizations for the misurs and the related paper.
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Phillips explained the procedures as to the recording of such 
information in memoranda and who might actually prepare such 
memoranda* Phillips explained that ho himself might have 
written such a raomorandum but that they might also have been 
written by any of several individuals superior to Phillips in 
rank. Epstein asked if all memoranda recording authority for 
misurs included a predication or basis for the misur. Phillips 
indicated that such memoranda should have had such information 
in it and that the information forming the basis would have 
generally related to the security aspects which were tho basis 
for the King investigation.

Epstein asked if there was anything in file which 
would show that Hoover was ever concerned that he was not 
personally making all of the authorisations for the misurs. 
Phillips said he did not know of any Such information in filo. 
Epstein asked whether the Inspection Division over looked into 
the fact that authorizations were being made by other than 
Hoover himself. Phillips responded that he did not recall 
this ever being an issue during on inspection.

At this point in the interview, Phillips indicated 
that he was finding himself tiring, particularly because the 
morning session had been in a very warm room. Therefore, at 
approximately 3:17 p.m., Phillips asked that the interview be 
brought to an early conclusion for tho day and Epstein said that 
ho could stop at that point to resume at 10:00 a.m. the next day.

Phillips agreed to this and then reopened discussion 
concerning the ’’ADVICE OP RIGHTS” statement which Phillips had 
signed at the onset of the interview. Phillips told Epstein 
that ho wanted a copy of the statement he had signed and 
desired to have it tho next morning when tho interview was to 
resume. Epstein said that the statement was now the property
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of the SSC and that he, Epstein, would have to got the Committee 
to agree to giving a copy to Phillips. Phillips asked if that 
meant Epstein would have to got the authority of a Senator 01* 
Senators and Epstein said that it did. Phillips observed that 
he, Phillips, could see no reason why he should not bo given a 
copy of a statement which he himself had signed. Epstein agreed 
that he also could see no reason for a copy not being given 
to Phillips. Phillips then made it clear to Epstein that if a 
copy was not forthcoming th© following morning, there would be 
some Question as to whether the interview would resume.

The continuation of the August 4, 1975, interview
proceeded on August 5, 1075, with the same two SEC Staff 
Members as interrogators. Gn the latter date, the interview 
was in the same room as the afternoon session on August 4, 1975. 
The August 5, 1975, interview was in two sessions, morning 
session from 10:00 a.m. until a break for lunch at 11:45 a.m.; 
and afternoon session from 1:05 p.m. until ending at 2:37 p.m., 
when Epstein indicated the interview was concluded and it would 
not be necessary for Phillips to return, Epstein did, however, 
leave the door open for possible further interview of Phillips 
at some later date.

At the very outset of the morning August 5, 1975,
session, Epstein furnished Phillips a Xerox of th© ’’ADVICE OF 
EIGHTS” statement which Phillips had signed th© previous day, 
A Xerox of this statement is attached to this memorandum.

Following uro the details of tho interview as it took 
place on August 5, 1975.

Phillips was asked when ho first learned of the first
wiretap concerning King and ho responded that he could not be 
sure. Ho was asked if he remembered any procedure about getting 
AG authority for wiretaps and of any time lapses between the 
securing of authority. Phillips* response was that ho recalled

— 13 —

NW65» Docld:32W»634 Page 229



th S* Senate Select Committee
To Study Governmental Operations
With Eospect to Intelligence Activities (SSC)

Be: Interview of FBI Special Agent (SA) 
Seymor Fred Phillips by SSC Staff Members

vaguely that at one time, AG Kennedy ashed the FBI to look 
into the matter for effecting electronic surveillance of King* 
Tho Matter was looked into and the EBI asked for tho AG’s 
authority for an installation. However, the AG refused tho 
request* Sometime Inter tho FEI again asked for authority and 
this time the AG approved it*

Phillips was questioned concerning tho predication or 
basis for on electronic surveillance which would bo contained 
in tho request document to tho AG* Epstoin specifically wanted 
to toow what tho predication, if any, contained and if such 
predications wore always aliko. Phillips responded that tho 
predications addressed themselves in the area of national 
security but that ho could not remember tho specific language 
used* It was his recollection that they probably took up tho 
matter of tho communist influences on King* Phillips could not 
remember whether tho predications wore all alike but felt in a 
general context, they probably were* lie was asked if, when a 
predication addressed itself to communist influences, it would 
actually name persons* Phillips said he thought so and that 
tho predications would probably at least name one person. 
Asked who the persons might ba, Phillips said that they would 
have possibly named Stanley David Lovison.

Epstein asked if Phillips became knowledgeable of 
Davison and the response was that he did. Ho was asked how 
ho had learned about Lovieon and Phillips said ho did not 
remember precisely how* He was anted if ho tod soon communica
tions concerning Davison and ho acknowledged that ho had* 
Ho was asked if tho investigation of Davison reflected his 
travels and Phillips said that it did to an extent*

At this point, after a series of questions concerning 
Dovison, Phillips reminded Epstoin of the following* First, 
tho subject of Dovison as such was outside the parameters of the 
interview* Second, in discussing Davison, Epstein was getting 
close to details concerning Lovicon and Phillips wanted to 
advise him that he, Phillips, would not bo able to respond on 
details because of the privileged area relating to tho protection 
of FBI informants.
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Phillips was asked if he knew of all of Levison’s 
travel and he said that he did not think so.

In handling correspondence on misurs, Phillips was 
asked if the belief that ievison would be in the same city as 
King would serve as a predication. Phillips responded that if 
the FBI had such information, it would likely have been used.

Epstein’s next questions concerned misurs generally 
and again emphasised the matter of predications in correspondence. 
Epstein wanted to know whether all such correspondence 
Justifying misurs would have predications and Phillips said 
that to the best of his recollection they would. Epstein then 
launched a theoretical discussion about the possible use of 
"blanket” authorisations by having one memorandum cover many 
situations. Phillips told him he did not remember there being 
any such "blanket” authorizations and that to his best recol
lection, there would have been prepared separate paper’ for 
separate misurs.

Question was asked as to whether* any physical 
surveillances (fisur) were instituted in connection with the 
misurs and Phillips thought that there would have been on some 
occasion. He was asked if the fisurs revealed any Ki ng-Devison 
meetings when the fisurs were in connection with misurs. 
Phillips said he did not remember any which wore connected with 
a misur but that he recalled at least one fisur which was on 
either King or Lcvison, or otherwise, and that King and Eevison 
were observed together. Phillips emphasized that in this 
instance, it was his recollection it was not in connection with 
a nisur*

Epstein, inquired as to the reason for the transfer of 
Phillips from the King case to another section and another 
branch in the DID, (It should be noted, that during the 
earliest portion of the interview on August 4, 1975, when Phillips

i
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furnished biographical data concerning his career in the DIO, 
he had indicated that in th© Fall of 1965, his assignment 
was changed. Ho was then transferred out of the Internal 
Security Section where ho had been handling the King case to 
the branch in the DID which handled foreign intelligence 
matters. Phillips* specific assignment was to the section he 
best recalled as the Research-Satellite Section and he assumed 
the responsibilities of Unit Chief in a Unit specialising in 
investigations relating to Soviet-bloc countries, particularly 
as to Hungarian-type cases which were assigned to Phillips.) 
In answer to Epstein’s question as to reason for transfer, 
Phillips told him that his question was not german- to the 
King investigation. Phillips also told him that he, Phillips, 
had no specific reason to not tell Epstein the circumstances 
of the transfer but that Phillips would Just not discuss it 
with him because it did not pertain to the King investigation.

Phillips was asked if he had received the tapes 
relating to King misurs and he said that he had. he was asked 
why they were sent to him. He responded that at a point in 
time, it was believed that for security reasons, if for no other 
all the tapes from the misurs should be assembled at one place 
at HQ and that as a consequence, the appropriate field offices 
were instructed to send them in. These tapes were retained 
under the control of and charged to Assistant Director Sullivan 
although they wore maintained in Phillips* office which was 
across the hull from Sullivan’s. The reasons for this method 
of handling were th© following. First, the tapes would thus 
bo more accessible to Phillips who was the supervisor of the 
King case. Second, there was the matter of space considerations 
Sullivan’s office had little extra space whereas Phillips’ 
office hud the necessary space as well us a safe-typo cabinet 
in which to retain the tapes.
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Phillips was asked how soon after tho decision was 
made to have all tho tapes assembled at HQ that they were so 
assembled, Phillips was not sure other than to say that it 
was soon after a nwahor of the misurs had already been in 
offeet that tho field was instructed as above. This instruction 
then carried forward for those misurs which were subsequently 
offooted. Ached if there was a written record concerning the 
sanding of the tapes to HQ, Phillips responded that there 
probably was, but not necessarily for all,

Phillips was asked when the decision was made to have 
the tapes sent in and he said ho could not recall, Bpstoin 
asked whether, when the decision was made to send in the tapes, 
he had reviewed logs or transcripts relating to tho tapes. Ho 
responded that ho believed ho had seen parts of sons. Asked 
if any of the tapes were sent to HQ prior* to tho decision to 
get all of them in, his answer was that he thought possibly yes.

He was asked if ho had listened to any of the 
tapes and ho said that he had. Asked as to who else had listened 
to then, ho said ho did not recall. Asked as to who was present 
when he listened, ho said ho could not recall.

Epstein asked Phillips to further spell out tho security 
consideration concerning having the tapes sent to HQ.
Phillips pointed out that this was a special case with a special 
sensitivity, such of tho information was then classified "Top 
Secret” and handled on a nood-to-know basis. It therefore 
behooved tho FBI to keep the material relating to it very close, 
Further, it was believed to be a good administrative control 
to have all the tapes in one place.

Phillips was asked whether tho same instructions 
about sending misur tapes to HQ wore given to tho Atlanta EO 
relative to wiretap tapes. Phillips said ho had no recollection 
of this. Ho also pointed out that tho content of tapes from 
misurs begged extraordinary security, a fact not particularly 
relevant to most wiretap tapes.

Off
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Phillips was asked whether the security consideration 
concerned actual contents o£ the nisur tapes as distinguished 
iron the physical objects, namely the tapes, Phillips 
responded that both considerations ware prevalent,

Phillips was asked where the tapes were retained in 
HQ and ho said that at different periods of time some of the 
tapes were in the Laboratory while they wore being worked on? 
some in the Records Section of the Piles and Comunications 
Division where they wore maintained in the Special Pile Room; 
and some retained in the safe-type cabinet in Phillips* office. 
Eventually, all the nisur tapas wore gathered together in one 
place, namely, Phillips* office.

Asked her/ many misur tapes wore in his office, Phillips 
said ho could not even make a guess.

Asked concerning the decision-making in getting the 
tapes into HQ, Phillips said he had no recollection of this.

Phillips was next asked when he first learned of a 
decision to make a composite tape. He replied that he learned 
of it after the fact and consequently, had nothing to do with the 
decision. Be was asked when ho first learned of it and he said 
he could not place the time and as a matter of fact, the existence 
of a composite tape camo ns a complete surprise to him. DeOreo 
asked if Phillips had learned of it within the past couple of 
months and his answer was nNo.” He was asked if he was ever 
asked to transmit all the tapes to the Laboratory and he replied, 
"No." He was asked if he was instructed to transmit some of the 
tapes to the Laboratory and he said he had been so instructed. 
He was asked how ho identified the tapes to send to the 
Laboratory and answered that he could not recall.
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Phillips was asked who had told him to send the tapes 
to tho Laboratory and ho said he could not remember. Asked 
why ho had sent thorn to the laboratory, he said ho had not boon 
told tho reason but he had boon merely instructed to send them 
to tho laboratory* There was extensive questioning of Phillips 
concerning the selective process, that is, why or how certain 
of tho tapes were picked to send to tho Laboratory. Epstein 
wanted to Imow if tho selection was based on content, places 
involved or other criteria. Phillips said he could not recall 
the selective process or in what words the instructions came 
to him to physically remove certain tapes from the cabinet and 
send them to tho Laboratory. Ho was asked about tho actual 
procedure of sending them to tho Laboratory and he pointed out 
that they were undoubtedly not sent through the mail routinely. 
It was his best recollection that they probably were hand 
carried and that this could have been accomplished by any of 
several people# either individuals working with Phillips or 
working in the Laboratory,

Phillips was asked if he was told ox' ho later asked 
tho purpose of sending the tapes to the Laboratory and his 
answer was "Ho*n Phillips was next asked when he had learned 
the purpose of sending the tapes was to make a composite and 
ho said he did not recall. Ho was asked how he had learned of 
the composite. Phillips explained that when the tapes were 
returned to him# there were one or more than the number he had 
sent to tho Laboratory. This fact concerning extra tapes was 
further underscored to him when he noted that on the one or more 
extra tapes tho word "composite** appeared on the box or boxes 
along with perhaps some other verbiage.

Asked if he had ever listened to a composite tape, 
Phillips said he had no distinct recollection that he had. He 
was asked if ho had ever learned whether a composite was made 
by using all or only some of the tapes and whether the composite 
was of only some portions or the entire tapes. In other words,
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in making the composite, were all ox’ only some of the tapes 
used; and of tapes used, were all or only portions used. His 
answer was to the best of his recollection, the composite was 
only of portions of some of the tapes. He was asked the number 
of composites made and he said he believed only one was made 
but that there was more than one copy of it made. He was 
asked what he did with the composite (s) and said it or they 
would have been put away with the others in the safe-type cabinet.

Phillips was asked if he ever told anyone about 
having seen a composite and he said that he had. Asked who 
he had told, he said he could not recall but it would have been 
logical for him to have told one or more of the following 
of his superiors« Section Chief Baumgardner, Inspector Sizoo, 
Assistant Director Sullivan,

Phillips was asked if he had inquired of anyone 
concerning the composite and he said that he had probably asked 
a Laboratory SA, John Hatter, about it. He chose Matter 
because it was from Matter that he had received the tapes on 
their return to Phillips. At that point, when Phillips received 
more than he had sent, he felt the one to ask would be the one 
who had returned the tapes to him. This inquiry by Phillips of 
Matter gained little information fox* Phillips. It was Phillips* 
best recollection that Matter indicated he had been given an 
assignment relative to the tapes and the preparation of a 
composite from a high ranking superior, unnamed by Matter, and 
that Mattei’ was thus sworn to secrecy. Phillips pressed Matter 
no further. Asked how long Phillips had kept the composite (s), 
Phillips said retention was for as long as he had had the case 
assigned to him and the composite (s) remained in the cabinet 
at the time Phillips left this case, Phillips was asked if the 
tapes were ever removed while they were in his cabinet and he said 
he could not recall any such removal other than as discussed above.
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As to the composite specifically, Phillips was ashed whether 
it over left the cabinet and he said that to his best recollection, 
it had not. He was asked if he had ever again at some later 
date come in contact with the tapes. Phillips responded that 
in early 1875, he had been assigned to update an inventory of 
sensitive material relating to King, including the tapes, and 
that he would have had come in contact with them under these 
circumstances.

At this point in the interview, Phillips indicated to 
Fpstein that if Epstein would be a bit more candid, Phillips 
felt he could be more helpful to him. Epstein’s response was 

that he would just keep asking questions.

In connection with the 1975 inventory, Phillips was 
asked whether he felt any tapes were missing and he said that 
he did not recall that to be the case. He was asked when the 
last previous inventory (previous to 1075) was taken and he 
said he did not know.

Epstein asked when Phillips first learned the purpose 
for making the composite. Phillips responded, ’’Bid I ever say 
I knew the purpose?” Epstein then said, ”0K, did you ever learn 
the purpose?” Phillips responded, ’’Don’t ask me when I stopped 
beating my wife."

Epstein then again asked if Phillips had ever learned 
the purpose and Phillips responded that he had not. He was asked 
if anyone had ever told him the purpose and he answered in the 
negative. He was asked what was done with the composite and 
Phillips said he had no firsthand knowledge.
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Epstein asked i£ Phillips had any knowledge concerning 
the use of the composite other than what Phillips might have 
learned through the media, Phillips told Epstein that he had 
no such knowledge hut that in giving this answer, Phillips also 
pointed out that he was occluding information which he had 
acquired in connection with his current assignment, Phillips 
pointed out that it was at a certain point in time that he came 
to realise that a tape had come into tho possession of the 
King family and that ho learned of this a long time ago —- 
while he was still assigned the King case, Epstein asked 
whether Phillips had learned this from an GA at 110 and ho 
responded in tho negative, He was asked if he learned this from 
a document and he responded in the negative. At this point, 
Phillips stressed to Epstein their joint commitment to not 
discuss the product of electronic surveillances«

Luncheon break was then taken at 11; 45 a.m. with 
resumption of interview at 1:05 p.m.

Epstein asked if Phillips first learned of a mailing 
of a tape to the King family through a conversation with an SA 
and he responded that ho could have. He was asked if he had 
learned it from a communication from the Atlanta EO or from an 
Atlanta SA and Phillips said he could not recall. He was asked 
if he first learned of it before or after tho tape was allegedly 
mailed and he said, ’’After.” He was asked how long after and 
responded that he did not know.

At this point, Phillips questioned Epstein concerning 
tho pertinence of this line of inquiry. Phillips told Epstein 
that he felt his questions very tiresome because he could see 
no relevance to them and it was difficult to be motivated in 
his thought process in such an atmosphere, The reference in this
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observation to Epstein related back to Phillips* remarks at the 
very start of the interview on August 4, 1975, when Phillips 
pointed out the groat difficulty that would be encountered in 
his having to sort out information ho had ns to when and how 
ho had acquired the information. It was obvious to Phillips, 
as reported by him, that hie comments in effect fell on deaf 
oars as far as Phillips was concerned,

Phillips was asked if he woe aware of any King tape 
being mailed to anyone and he said that ho was not . lie was 
asked if ho was aware of any King tape being played to anyone 
outside the FBI and ho responded that ho was not so aware.

Phillips was asked if he was aware of any log, transcript 
or summary displayed, given or sent to anyone outside the 
Federal Government. Phillips responded that there was some 
very limited dissemination of information which would fall 
into the category of “summary” outside the Federal Government. 
Ho was asked to whom and said ha could not precisely recall 
at the time. He was asked to define "very limited” and ho 
said it probably was loss than ten instances. He was asked if 
there were any recipients who were not employees or agents of 
Federal, state, or local agencies. He said he could not recall 
who the recipients were. He was asked if any King electronic 
surveillance information was orally disseminated outside the 
Federal Government. He responded he had no firsthand knowledge 
of this. Ho was asked if he had any knowledge other than 
firsthand knowledge of dissemination outside the Federal 
Government. Phillips said that ho chose not to answer that 
question. Epstein asked, “1?hy?” Phillips responded that he 
chose not to answer the second question, namely ns to why.
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Epstein asked if thel J^Lawioon Itaoes were sent 
to the laboratory and he said that they were. Ho was asked 
if he was the one who sent them and he said he believed that 
he was*

Many questions were asked concerning the sending of 
misur tapes to the laboratory. They concerned how they were 
sent, which ones were sent, to whom they were sent and how 
many times they were sent. Phillips said that they were given 
special handling and were probably hand carried and that he did 
not precisely recall which ones other than the hTO tapes. 
Phillips recalled sending to the laboratory for use by GA William 
Campbell certain tapes. At the time, Campbell was assigned 
to WFO. Phillips did not recall how many times he had sent 
tapes to the laboratory.

Epstein asked concerning the decision to make trans
cripts of all the tapes after Phillips had indicated that tapes 
had been sent to tho laboratory for two purposes. Ono purpose 
was possibly for the preparation of the composite and the other 
was to have a written transcript available of all misur tapes. 
Phillips indicated that he could not recall anything about 
the decision to make transcripts of all the tapes. He was asked 
if there was any written record about sending the tapes to the 
laboratory and he said he did not recall. He was asked who 
prepared the transcripts Mid ho said it was Campbell for the WEO 
tapes as well as fox' some others, specific ones unreculled.

Phillips was asked to exclude information he had from 
the media or through his current assignment and to then respond 
as to whether he was aware of any COIKTShPUO (Counterintelligence 
Program)-type activities against King or the SCW. Phillips 
responded that he could not answer this question because he did 
not think that he and Epstein could ever have a meeting of the 
minds as to what was encompassed in COIOTEWGO-type activities.
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Epstein ashed if Phillips knew of any activities with 
respect to King that the FBI conducted other than intelligence 
activities and Phillips said that it was not clear as to what 
Epstein meant by other activities, but that if dissemination 
was another activity, the FBI did disseminate information 
about King. He was asked if any information about King was 
disseminated outside the Federal Government and at this 
point, Phillips chose to not answer the question.

Phillips was asked what activities the FBI engaged in 
I’esarding King and the SCW other than the collection of and 
dissemination of intelligence. Phillips* response was that in
sofar as the SCLC was concerned, this subject was outside the 
parameters of the interview. As for the King case, Phillips 
felt that the question was too general to be answered by him.

Epstein asked if Phillips recalled a meeting at liQ 
where there was present at least one SA from Atlanta and 
Assistant Director Sullivan. Phillips answered that there had 
been such a meeting or conference but that he did not attend 
and therefore had no firsthand knowledge. Phillips explained 
that in late 1963, he had taken practically all of his annual 
leave for the year in two separate segments. One was over the 
Thanksgiving holiday and the other over the Christmas holidays. 
It was Phillips* recollection that a conference was held and it 
likely had been in cither November or December of 19G3 while 
Phillips was out of the city. He was asked the purpose of the 
conference or meeting and responded that it was his understanding 
that it was to explore means of improving the intelligence 
coverage and investigation of King. Asked as to who decided 
to have such a conference, Phillips said he could not recall. 
He was asked if a memorandum was prepared with the decision 
spelled out concerning the conference and he said he did not 
know. He was asked if any change in the approach of the King
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investigation resulted from the conference and Phillips said 
that nothing stands out in his mind along this line. He was 
asked if investigation of King was intensified as a result 
of tho conference. Phillips’ response was that in the period 
following the conference, say for one or two years, there was 
more investigation of King than in the like period proceeding 
the conference. However, Phillips noted that he could not 
say it was as a result of the conference.

Epstein asked concerning the wiretaps on the SCIX2 and 
Phillips responded that this was outside the scope of the 
interview but Phillips was willing to tell him that the FBI 
had had wiretaps on the SCLC in its offices in Atlanta, Georgia, 
and Hew York City. Asked if there were any wiretaps on the SCEC 
elsewhere, Phillips said he knew of none and again reminded 
Epstein that Phillips desired to get away from being interviewed 
about the SCLC as it was outside the parameters of the 
authorized interview.

Epstein asked concerning authorizations for wiretaps 
on King and the SCLC. He wanted to know if they were in similar 
or separate documents and Phillips advised that they were 
handled through separate communications. One communication 
would deal with King’s residence whereas another would deal with 
SCLC offices.

Epstoin asked whether the original authorization 
prepared for a wiretap on King referred to installing it on both 
King’s residence and office* Phillips said he could not give 
a positive answer to this. He was asked how .long wiretaps 
remained on King’s residence and responded that he could not 
say because it was his best recollection such coverage was 
still in effect when he left supervision of this case in 1935.
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a wiretap but he, Phillips, comet not recall which 
said that if there was a wiretap, authority for it 
been included in the original wiretap authority which'covered 
King’s residence W Atlanta and in other cities that King visited
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covora^c and Phillips said that he personally
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he

Phillips was asked whether the Levison case was ever 
assigned to him and he said it had not been. He was asked if 
Povison participated in the March on Washington. Phillips said 
that LeviSon may not have been actually present in Washington 
at the time
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discussion next turned to monographs prepared by the 
FBI and Phillips was asked as to who decided to prepare the 
original monograph. Phillips said ho did not recall. Ha was 
asked who had determined to whom dissemination should be mads 
and Phillips said he could not recall who made tho decision* 
Ho was asked if the first monograph prepared was disseminated 
outside the Executive Branch of tho Government and he said he 
believed that it had not been.

Epstein next displayed to Phillips a Xerox of an FBI 
memorandum from Villinn C. Cullivnn to A. M. Belmont dated 
November 22, 1964, concerning dissemination of the second 
monograph prepared by the EDI. At one point in this memorandum, 
mention was made of appropriate dissemination. At this point, 
an asterisk was inked or penciled in and at the bottom of the 
page there appeared an asterisk and after it: V/hite House, 
Department, State and tho names of some other Federal agencies. 
This was an apparent means of indicating exactly to whom 
dissemination was to bo made. Epstein asked who entered this 
information with the asterisk and Phillips said ho did not know 
but that the printing did not appear to be that of Phillips.

In the above—mentioned memorandum, there was an 
indication of the information appearing in the monograph which 
was discussed in tho memorandum, Ono type of information 
included in tho monograph was that shown as number (2) followed 
with n statement about facts relating to tho moral degeneracy 
of King* The memorandum also referred to the fact that the 
second monograph was an update of an carliox* monograph. Phillips 
was askod if the update included materials relating to (2). 
Phillips said he would have thought so. Epstein then asked 
whether the original monograph which was prepared in October, 
1933, had information along the lines of (2). Phillips responded 
that now that Epstein had directed Phillips* thinking to tho tine 
frame, Phillips doubted that the November, 1964, (second 
monograph) updated anything relating to (2) inasmuch as it was 
Phillips*.best recollection that tho EBI. did not have such 
information to include in the original monograph in October, 1963.
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Phillips was asked who decided to include information 
about moral degeneracy and he said he did not know. Iio was asked 
who had written that portion of the monograph and responded 
that he himself may have. He was asked who decided to put such 
information in the monograph. It was Phillips’ best recollection 
that this was a decision of not any specific person but that 
there was a general consensus that it should be in the monograph. 
Epstein asked whether anyone came forward and voiced an opinion 
that such information should not be included in the monograph. 
Phillips responded that ho did not recall anyone taking such a 
position.

At this point, Epstein inquired as to why the EBI 
included information on moral degeneracy in a monograph which 
supposedly related to the communist influences on King. 
Phillips told Epstein that Epstein was now entering into an 
area which called for opinion and conclusion on the part of 
Phillips. Phillips pointed out that this was also an area that 
involved moral and philosophical considerations. For all of 
those reasons, Phillips told Epstein that he chose to not discuss 
the matter with him. Phillips was asked if he was aware of any 
other dissemination of the Ifevcmber, 1DG4, monograph to any 
Senator other than Senator Hubert Humphrey. At this point, 
Epstein displayed a Xerox of an WI letter to Humphrey furnishing 
him a copy of the monograph. Phillips said he did not have any 
such information. He was asked who decided to give a copy to 
Humphrey and Phillips said he did not know.

Epstein asked whether COIIWEI®lO~Communist Party, USA 
(CPUSA) was handled in the some section where Phillips handled 
the King case. The response was in the affirmative. Epstein 
asked if there was any COIOTEWRO-CPUSA against King and Phillips 
said he knew of none.

The interview concluded at 2:37 p.n. with Epstein 
indicating that it was complete although the door was open for 
some possible furthei* questions at a later date.

Enclosure

- 34 -
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WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510 1

ADVICE OF RIGHTS.
i

Before you answer any questions, we would 1'ike to advise 
you of your rights. 1

«
This interview is completely voluntary and you have a 
right to leave without-being interviewedr or to terminate 
the interview at any time.

You have the right to remain silent. : ’

Although the Senate Select Committee is not a prosecutive 
body, it is possible that anything you say might become 
available to a prosecutive body and could be used against 
you in court.

You have the right to consult with- an attorney before any 
questions are asked, and you may have an attorney here with 
you during questioning.

If you cannot afford an attorney, one will be appointed 
for you before questioning if you wish.

If you decide to answer questions without an attorney 
present, you. still have the right to stop answering ques
tions any time; or you may defer your answer until you 
consult with an attorney.

WAIVER OF RIGHTS

I have read this statement of rights and I under
stand what my rights are. I am willing to be interviewed 
and to answer questions without a lawyer at this time. No 
promises or threats have been made to me an

Witness:

no pressure or
coercion of any kind has been used agai

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

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

The Attorney General August 15, 1975

1
Director, FBI 1

0 . 1
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

- Mr. W. R. Wannall
- Mr. W. 0. Cregar
- Mr. J. P. Thomas

DOWNGRADED TO

SBCKBT

Reference is made to the August 5, 1975, request of 
the SSC for FBI materials.

Enclosed is a memorandum for your approval and forwarding 
„ to the Committee in response to Item II in referenced request,

on which a deadline for delivery of materials was set for 
August 15, 1975.

Also enclosed 
memorandum prepared for

for your records is a copy of the i\
the Committee 4 ’

Enclosures (2)

62-116395/

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

; — Special Counsel for
- Intelligence Coordination

JPT;lhb/hb 
(10)

® AUG 27 1975„ i

Assoc. Dir. / CONFIDENTIAL
Dep. ad Adm. _ The material being furnished to the SSC with the

Ass.. Dir.: enclosed LHM relates to the so-called ’’Official and Confidential”files, 
cX s^Tjiesignated "non-rderogatory" which have previously been examined 
Ext. Affairs the SSC Staff, and to records of interviews conducted by the

es "inspection Division of individuals considered by the SSC to ,Gen. Inv. 
Ident. 

l"shcAoA.i-y - lUir?:! v
Laboratory __ 
Plan. & Eval., 
Spec. Inv. A

ssibly have information regarding the handling of the 0 & C 
" " ^DWIAL
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The Attorney General

WE CONTINUED: CONFIDENTIAL

files following the death of the late Director J. Edgar Hoover. 
Exact copies of the materials being furnished to the SSC are 
being maintained in the office of the Senstudy Project and a 
detailed record has been made of the materials furnished. 
Arrangements have been made for a representative of the Legal 
Counsel Division to deliver the attached memorandum, as well as 
the materials, to the Committee on 8/15/75. In the material being 
furnished to the SSC is a memorandum from W. R. Wannall to C. D. 
Brennan, dated 3/25/71 entitled "Director’s Meeting 3/31/71, With 
Attorney General, Mr. Richard Helms and Admiral Hoel Gayler," 
originally marked "June" but not classified under the existing 
regulations. In this memorandum reference is made to a WSA 
operation, code name "Minaret." On 8/15/75, Ken Harris, USA, 
informed Liaison Officer V. Weimar that the code name "Minaret" 
is classified "Confidential, XGDS 2, Indefinite," and any 
narrative concerning "Minaret" is classified "Top Secret." The 
code word has been excised from the copy of the memorandum being 
furnished to the SSC and the memorandum has been stamped "Top Secret."
Classified by 6875, XGDS 2, Indefinite.

CONFIDENTIAL

- 2 -
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62-116395

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

(1 - Mr* J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 -Mr’

u. s. senate select committee to
STOW GOVW W* OPERATIONS HUH

RESPECT TO : [LICENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is mace to the August 5, 1975, request 
by the SSC for FBI materials.

Item II., A., requested delivery of materials 
contained in the so-called ’’Official and Confidential” files, 
designated ^non-deregatory,11 previously examined by the SSC 
Staff, under the following seven headings:

1. Agreement between FBI and Secret Service;

2. Attorney General - Submission of Memoranda by 
FBI;

3. “Black Bag’5 dobs;

4. Expansion of FBI Foreign Intelligence 
Coverage;

5. Intelligence Coverage - Domestic .and 
Foreign;

6. Directives (60);

dZ ad'aj™. - 7. Cook, Fred (52).
Dep. AD Inv. _ —

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. _ -
Comp. Syst.  
Ext. Affairs   
Files & Com.   
Gen. |nv. _  
Ident. -________  
Inspection  
Intell.------------- —
Laboratory 
Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv.___ -■
Training —  —

Legal Coun. -------- 
Telephone Rm. — 
Director Sec'y-----

Processing of the requested material has been 
completed and will be delivered to the Committee on August 15, 
1975, with this communication. “

JPTJlhb Hib
(9) ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO

MATT. ROOMS I TELETYPE UNIT CD *Z '
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3E2&T2 SELECT CO^IXTEE OA HOHLLIGEhCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Ites II., B., requested ”svrmrles or notes*1 on 
interviews -conducted by the EBI Inspection Division regarding 
handling O'? the so-called ^Official and Confidential” files. 
Forty-three fows FD-302 and one ^insert” relating to interviews 
of 36 individuals, responsive to this request, liave been 
asscnblcd. and ■■‘ill bo delivered to the Cojnaittoo on Aup^ist 15, 
1975,' with this ccos^nication. ■

1 - The Attorney General
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressee: __ SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE_______________ 
□ LTR [2) LHM □ Memo □Report dated____ 8/15/75_____  
a J.S^ Senate Select Committee._________________ ft
waptzon or Document: u

8/5/75 request: Item II,A & B |

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI
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1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

The Attorney General July 30, 1975

z 1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar »
Director, FBI 1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

U. S. SELTATE SELECT COMMITTEE >
0>p' INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES '
/ ■ ■'

Enclosed for your information is the original of 
a memorandum concerning an interview by Staff Members of 
captioned Committee of former FBI Special Agent Jerry D. 
Roseberry. A copy of the memorandum is also enclosed for 
forwarding to Mr. James A. Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to 
the President.

Enclosures - 2 ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLAZ^If iFD

( 62-116395 DATEa^il—B.SPH^mlA
' 1 - The Deputy Attorney General Go

Attention: K. William O’Connor
Special Counsel for 

Intelligence Coordination

1 - 100-ip§670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
1 _ 67-^4783 (Personnel File Former SA Jerry D. Roseberry)

Dep. AD Adm. _
Dep. AD Inv.__
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62-116395

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0, Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

July 30, 1975

xx U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS HITS

‘ RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

OF FORMER FBI 
SPECIAL AGE3T (SA) JEW D. 
ROSEBERRY BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS

o

Set out belo?7 is information concerning an
interview 
Members.
until his

Roseberry served in tlie^FBI fxdm. May 4, 1959, 
resignation on February 20, 1970. He entered the

FBI in a clerical capacity but t?as an SA at the time of 
his resignation. His FBI service was interrupted by his 
resignation February 23, 1962; he was reinstated July 2, 1962

On advance notice from Mr. Michael Epstein, SSC 
Staff Member, Roseberry was advised that he was to be 
interviewed at 10:30 a.m., July_15,_1975, in the office of 
Senator Herman E. Talmadge, 275 Peachtree Street, N.E., 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301. Roseberry vas informed by the FBI 
that he was being released from any applicable employment 

A. agreement for purposes of the SSC interview concerning the 
former FBI investigations of Martin Lather King, Jr., 
Stanley David Levison and the Southern, Christian Leadership 
Conference (SCXC). It r&s explained to Roseberry that he 

Dep. AD Adm._ had the right to counsel; however, the FBI was unable to
A^PD*rD'n',”~ Provide private counsel. Roseberry also told that there 

Admin------------- were certain privileged areas concerning which he would not
E°"Affair. — be required to answer questions. These areas concerned
File. & com.information which might divulge the identities of FBI sources
mI'" information relating to sensitive methods and techniques;
Inspection . . _— 
Intell.   
Loboratory — — 
Plan. & Eval. _ 
Spec. Inv. .—
Training_____  

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

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
1 - 67-564783 (Personnel File Former SA Jerry D. Roseberry

SFP:lhb/6k

M.

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY.TO AG
TELETYPE UNIT SEE NOTE PAG'
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: INTERVIEW OF FORMER FBI SA BY SSC

information which might adversely affect ongoing FBI 
investigations; and information which originated with other 
agencies, including foreign intelligence agencies. Roseberry 
was informed that if he desired the presence of an FBI 
representative in Atlanta for consultation purposes, one 
would he supplied on his request. He then made a request 
for such assistance.

An FBI representative met with Roseberry in Atlanta 
on July 14, 1975, at which time Roseberry was informed that 
if a question arose during the interview in one of the 
areas set out above, he had the privilege, before replying, 
of consulting with the FBI representative, who would not 
accompany him to the interview but who would be available 
in the FBI Atlanta Field Office located in the same building 
where the interview was to take place.

The details of the interview, as voluntarily 
furnished by Roseberry, are as follows.

Roseberry was interviewed in Senator Talmadge’s 
office for the approximate period 11;30 a.m. to 12:15 p.m., 
July 15, 1975, by SSC Staff Members Michael Epstein and 
Mary DeOreo. Roseberry was advised that he was entitled to 
an attorney if he desired one and that whatever he said 
might be used against him. He told Epstein that he was not 
interested in having an attorney. The following details 
are not necessarily in chronological order.

Roseberry was asked his current employment which 
he gave as follows. He has been employed since 1970 as a 
Security Supervisor for the Southern Bell Telephone Company 
in Atlanta. On request, Roseberry furnished the name of his 
current superior as Theodore A. King, General Security 
Manager. Asked how long King has been in this position,

— 2 •*
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

RE: INTERVIEW OF FORMER FBI SA BY SSC

Roseberry advised that it has been for about 15 years. 
Asked if Theodore A. King had anything to do with the wiretap 
concerning Martin Luther King, Jr., Roseberry advised that 
he did not know. It was indicated to 'Roseberry that the 
SSC Might want to talk to Theodore A* King.

Roseberry was asked when he started in the FBI 
and he said it was in 1959. On request, he advised that his 
initial assignment was a clerk at FBI Headquarters; that he 
resigned in 1962 to return to Atlanta; and later in 1962 ’Jas 
reinstated in the Atlanta Field Office. He later served as 
an Investigative Clerk and as a Complaint Clerk. He was 
asked when he worked on the Martin Luther King, Jr., technical 
surveillance and he said it was in 1964 and 1965 . Asked if 
he did this work in the office, he said that he did not. 
Asked where the work took place, he said it was in a building 
across the street from the Atlanta Field Office* Roseberry 
was asked if the FBI had any monitoring plants in the /Atlanta 
Field Office and he said he did not know. He was asked who 
in the FBI installed the technical surveillance and he said 
he did not know. Roseberry was asked who the technicians in 
the Atlanta Field Office were at the time of the King investi
gation. He said there were Wo Radio Operators named 
Ray Stenger (phonetic) and Jerry Hedrick (phonetic), but 
that all their work encompassed radio repair.

Roseberry was questioned as to where King resided 
when the electronic surveillance was in effect on him and he 
said he did not know. He was asked what other technical 
surveillances the FBI had in effect at the time besides those 
on King and the SCLC. Roseberry replied that there was a 
technical surveillance on the Student Nonviolent Coordinating 
Committee. Roseberry told his interrogators that he had 
appeared in Federal Court in Atlanta on one occasion in the 
past in connection with a Selective Service Act case with 
ramifications relating to the Student Nonviolent Coordinating 
Committee. ■

- 3 -
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 03 CTELLIGE3CE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

as; bwwieh of forier fbi sa by ssc

Roseberry was asked if he had discussed his 
current interview? with anyone in the FBI, Ke advised that 
on the evening of July 11, 1975, he had been given some 
procedural information relating to the interview by 
Hr. DeBruler, the Special Agent in Charge of the Atlanta 
Field Office, He was then told that he could receive addi
tional information from the legal Counsel Division of the 
FBI in the event he was contacted for interview by the SSC. 
On July 12, 1975, Roseberry spoke to an SA in the Legal 
Counsel Division preparatory to making himself available 
for the interview. This conversation was telephonic and 
procedural in nature. Epstein inquired as to whether 
Roseberry had asked for assistance and advised that he had 
and was given the name of an FBI representative who would 
likely be the person who would be available for consultation 
at the time of the interview, in the event Roseberry desired 
such consultation help. Subsequently, on July 14, 1975, 
Roseberry talked briefly with the FBI representative available 
in Atlanta for this purpose, SA Seymor Fred Phillips. 
Roseberry was asked whether he had discussed with Phillips 
the facts relating to the King investigation. Roseberry 
said that the case itself had not been discussed and that 
they had talked only about the parameters of the forthcoming 
interview and the privileged areas Roseberry was not required 
to respond to questions.

Roseberry was questioned as to whether he had 
taken any equipment to the monitoring plant when he worked on 
the King case and he said that he Md not. Asked whether the 
tapes utilized were new or used tapes, he said that he did 
not know. Asked whether the monitoring installation was ever 
inspected by FBI Headquarters personnel, he said that he did 
not know. Roseberry was asked who he had reported to when 
he worked on this case, and he said that it was to the Agent
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RE; INTERVIEW OF FOR1SR FBI SA BY SSC

who was in charge of the case at the time, Al Sentinella. 
He was asked if there were any monitoring installations in 
the Atlanta Field Office, and he said he did not know.

Roseberry was asked if he knew why the Bureau had 
a wiretap on King. Roseberry advised the purpose of the 
wiretap was to determine King’s contacts and movements 
because of a concern about some of the people who were the 
advisors to King and also out of a concern for King’s 
personal safety. Concerning King’s personal safety, Roseberry 
was asked if the Bureau ever told King his life had been, 
threatened, xloseberry responded that he did not know but 
assumed that the FBI would have advised King because it 
was the FBI practice to advise individeals who might be the 
targets of such threats. He was asked who had told him the 
reasons for the King investigation, and he stated that he 
did not remember. He was asked if the electronic coverage 
of King’s residence was a telephone tap or a bug, and he 
responded that he knew only of a telephone tap; he did not 
know of any bug.

Roseberry was asked what the policy of wiretapping 
was of the Southern Bell Telephone Company. Roseberry 
responded that the only matters he is involved in in his 
employment relates to court-ordered wiretaps. He was next 
asked about national security wiretaps made without court 
order. He responded that he never handled any of this nature* 
He was asked as to his company’s policy on court-ordered 
wiretaps, and he referred Epstein to the American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company in New York City.

NOTE:

Debriefing of Roseberry as reported herein was by 
S. F. Phillips of INTD who, on prior approval, traveled to 
Atlanta to be available for consultation purposes. Phillips 
was not called upon by Roseberry during the interview.

« 5 -
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For purposes of identification in this memorandum.

my name is George C. Moore, former Special Agent of the FBI 

having retired July 31, 1974. My address is 6715 north 27th 

Street, Arlington, Virginia, telephone number 533-8288. In 

view of the fact that I have been interviewed by the Senate 

Select Committee (SSC) concerning matters involving my 

activities while an FBI employee, I am making this interview a 

matter of record for the information of the FBI by my own 

volition.

On July 28, 1975, I appeared at the new Senate Office 

Building for a 2:00 p.m. interview with Mr. Loch Johnson, a 

Staff Member of the Senate Select Committee, concerning the 

Huston paper.

Although the interview was originally set up for 

2:00 p.m., we spent a total of 45 minutes looking for an office 

space in which to hold the interview. Mr. Johnson was consider

ably embarrassed with the snafu of his clerical staff not 

providing him with room keys in the former Carroll Arms Hotel

already occupied by other Staff personnel. After approximately

appropriate agencies

30 minutes, I suggested that perhaps we would save alot of time



if he conducted the interview in the park across the street* 

He seemed receptive to this suggestion; however, we could not 

find a park bench* We proceeded to Senator Churches office 

and arrangements were made to use the Senator’s personal office 

located in the Capitol building itself.

At the beginning of the interview, !&•, Johnson did 

not place me under oath or indicate that I was under subpoena. 

He also did not advise ne of ry rights and right to counsel, 

although he was aware that a representative of the Bureau 

(Supervisor L. F. Schwartz) was standing by in the Senate 

Office Building for consultation if needed by me.

The following ’were key points which I recall covered 

during the interview.

Initially, he asked me for a brief statement of my 

background which I provided. He was very much interested in 

knowing the extent of my acquaintanceship with W. Huston 

prior to the June 8, 1970, (a Monday morning) meeting in the 

Director’s office. I informed him that I had met Huston no 

more than two times prior to that meeting and possibly once 

when I had briefed him at lit. Sullivan’s suggestion in 

Division 5 concerning extremist activities covered by the

- 2 - \f
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section under my supervision. Such briefing was not a long

briefing and I did not recall any further details including 

who might have accompanied Mr. Huston. Uext, he desired to know 

if 1 had ever prepared a paper for Mr. Huston which indicated 

the extent of the extremist threat in the United States. I 

did not recall preparation of any such paper at this time other 

than the overall paper prepared at the Director’s (and President’s) 

instructions in the Summer of 1970, known as the ’'Huston Plan.”

He asked me What I considered to be a true assessment 

of the extremist threat at that time and I informed him the 

paper which was written was an accurate statement of the threat 

as known to the FBI together with the input from other intelligence 

agencies.

He seemed interested in the foreign aspects to this 

threat and asked for my assessment in that regard and endeavored 

to have me label it as significant, nonsignificant, moderate 

and similar adjectives. I refused to label it and stated that 

the threats spoke for themselves and it was for others to 

interpret in that regard although I did point out that there 

was and has been and possibly still remains a degree of varying
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proportions of foreign influence in these movements. I 

emphasized that the word was "influence" and not knowledge 

of any control.

He asked whether 1 felt the President was correct 

in believing that the quality of FBI intelligence in this area 

was low.

I informed that it was my recollection that President 

Johnson likewise had been critical of the overall data of 

FBI intelligence in this area and we in the FBI who collected 

such intelligence knew fully well that our intelligence product 

although good in some respects, left much to be desired. In 

other words, there were definite intelligence gaps.

?Text overall point covered was the meeting in the 

Director*s office on Monday, June 8, and his desire to receive 

from me a feel of the tenor of the meeting since I was one of 

the participants,

I informed him of the nature of my attendance which 

was a last minute notification by Mr. W. C. Sullivan who 

stopped by Branch Chief Joseph A. Sizoo’s desk (which I was 

manning at the time) and asked me to go with him across the 

street to the Director’s office. He did not tell me why and 

did not brief me ahead of time. After getting there, it was 

- 4 - /
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obvious I was taken in order to prepare a memorandum of the 

event. (This was obvious to me since I was much the junior 

man in attendance.)

Mr. Johnson was Interested in a rundown of the 

meeting itself to the best of my recollection and I provided 

him a few of the details including the fact that Admiral Moel 

Gayler (phonetic) of the rational Security Agency (MSA) was 

about five minutes late and the Director started the meeting 

on time without him. Also, during the meeting the Director 

gave a very brief rundown on the mandate of the President, 

which was to identify intelligence gaps through a cooperative 

effort letting the chips fall where they may and affording 

the President a good hard-hitting report which would allow

i him an opportunity to make son® hard decisions. Somewhere

in this meeting the comment was made about a lack of cooperation 

on the part of the agencies, and the Director looked Mr. Helms 

in the eye and said that he was not aware of any lack of 

cooperation on the part of any of the agencies and Mr. Helms 

agreed with the Director in spite of the fact that liaison had 

been curtailed a short time prior to the meeting by the Director

with CIA.

- 5 -
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One other item of interest furnished was the fact 

that Admiral Gayler used this meeting as an opportunity to 

make a request of the Director that he hoped the FBI would 

help NSA out by engaging in surreptitious entries regarding 

embassies. The Director gave him no hope in this regard 

pointing out the risks involved and the climate of the times, 

dictated that this matter be given very careful study before 

any hasty decisions would be arrived at.

Mr. Johnson asked if I was aware of a flap which 

occurred at this meeting in which Mr. Huston allegedly informed 

the Director that the guidelines for the study were broader 

than announced by the Director in his presence. I recalled 

no such flap and informed Mr. Johnson that a memo was written 

by me of the meeting which was sent to the Director which 

hit the highlights of the meeting. He asked if this was ' 

available in Bureau files and I answered that I assumed so.

Mr. Johnson was very much interested in the meetings 

and discussions which took place at Langley, Virginia (CIA’s 

home), and wanted to know who desired meetings to be held there 

I emphasized to him that I was not privy to any plans of that 

sort and only functioned from that time on as a member of the
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working committee primarily because the Section I headed

was involved in domestic extremist activities.

He desired to know of Huston*s input into these 

meetings and of any flaps which occurred and in particular. 7 

he mentioned someone told him of a flap involving Army. I 

inf ormed him that Huston did not seem to be running the meeting 

as Sullivan seemed to be doing that in his position as Chairman 

and I knew of no flaps that occurred with any members.

I also mentioned in response to a question that 

Hr. Helms did attend the first meeting at CIA Headquarters 

and merely welcomed us to their space and offered any assistance. 

He left and never returned after a few remarks.

Johnson asked several questions involving the format 

of the report utilizing options for the President and asked 

for my knowledge of how such a report was decided upon. X 

told him I had no knowledge; he was asking the wrong person.

He commented about Part 3 being only one recommendation 

and wanted to know if that was unusual and I responded that I 

had never been involved in a paper fur the President before 

and I did not know whether such was unusual or not. X also 

commented that I felt that the options in and of themselves
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were in the -nature of recommendations at the President’s./ 

pleasure.

Johnson was especially interested in whether other 

agencies were desirous of using this whole operation as a 

means of utilizing illegal techniques which were at that time 

denied and also if the FBI representatives likewise approached 

this task with more than usual enthusiasm with the expectance 

that they too would be allowed to use techniques some of which 

were obviously illegal.

I told him that I could not speak for other agencies

and that there were better people to speak with on that score 

but as far as my feelings as a representative of the FBI were 

concerned, we all approached it as a difficult task involving 

hard work, in view of a short deadline, and a project on which 

the President, the Director and Assistant Director Sullivan 

were riding herd. At the same time, from a personal standpoint 

I felt that ’’hope always springs eternal” and that maybe, , in 

view of the high-level interest involved here, from an overall 

standpoint we might be provided with some investigative 

tools which would allox? us to do a better job. At no time
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was there any discussion to my recollection as to whether 

any technique was legal or illegal bearing in mind that 

everybody at the table was a professional from an intelligence 

point of view who made up a working committee and the matters 

of that nature would be policy matters involving officials 

on a cabinet level or higher*

I was asked the question as to whether or not 

extremist field personnel ever utilized covert mail examination 

techniques. X told Johnson I felt he was getting beyond the 

scope of my clearance from the Bureau for this interview and 

he stated that he did not think so since one of the options 

involved had to do with this matter. I informed him rather 

than belabor the point that we in our Section’s 

work did not engage in this technique but I would refuse 

to go any further with respect to my knowledge.

He asked me if I had any knowledge of what developed 

after the report was prepared, apparently approved by the 

President, and then later recalled. I told him that I had 

no knowledge of a personal nature and very poor hearsay, which 

was gathered through rumor, and later accounts from the press 

that the Director allegedly took the letter to the Attorney 

General who had it recalled.

- 9 -
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He also asked me for my knowledge of how the

Director made his footnote decisions. I told him I did not

know but felt that Ur. Sullivan was the person who would know 

and have first-hand knowledge. He asked me if the Director 

discussed it with Mr. Tolson. I told him I did not know 

but that he may have in view of the relationship.

He also was interested whether I had knowledge of 

a difficult situation which Mr. Sullivan might have been in 

at this time as chairman of a committee acknowledging intel

ligence gaps on the part of the FBI and also occupying a 

position which would entail loyalty to the Director. I 

agreed that Mr. Sullivan was in a delicate position.

He also asked me for my opinion as to what lesson 

could be learned from the Huston papers and I stated that 

very little, if any, good could be learned from the papers 

themselves but I did hope that after Congress was finished 

with its investigation brought about by the Watergate syndrome 

that the best interest of the country would be preserved in 

the sense that we don’t loose sight of the fact that there 

are legitimate national security interests which need to be 

protected and that there will come a time in the future when

-10 -

NW 65360 Qocld:3298MM Page 279



the people who are in power, whether it is Executive Branch, 

Congress or both, will be asking the same questions with 

respect to intelligence gaps and will have to make some hard 

decisions,

. He also asked me if there was any advice I could 

give as to reforms which could be initiated and I responded 

that they were talking to the wrong person about reforms. It 

seemed to me as if they had enough reformers in Congress 

today.

He did not ask me who was present at the meetings in 

Langley as he said he had full knowledge of those who were 

present but he did name to me those he felt were present and 

at that time asked me if there were any individuals in addition. 

I mentioned that I was not sure whether T. J. Smith was present 

or not. He mentioned D. E. Moore, W. C» Sullivan, C. D» Brennan, 

D. Cotter, W. 0. Cregar and F. J. Cassidy, as well as myself.

He also mentioned that he had heard that the report 

consisted of 90 percent Bureau information and asked me if 

that was correct. I said I had never put a percentage figure 

on the information but knew that the report was top heavy 

on Bureau intelligence which indicated intelligence gaps on
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the parts of CIA and others. He asked me if I felt that' M 

there was a need for an evaluation type of committeG to 

overlook domestic intelligence in the future. I said “yes” 

I felt that there was a need but felt that such a committee 

should be set up with Congress as a joint committee with the 

Executive Branch. He asked why and X replied that if such a 

committee had been set up, I wouldn’t be in Washington, D. C., 

today giving an interview at this time and I thought for the 

good of the country there should be in the future such a plan 

instituted.

Finally, he asked me for my opinion as to whether 

security work should be taken out of the hands of the FBI 

and put somewhere else. I said that this was going a little 

far from the scope but maybe it did bear on the "Huston Plan." 

My reply was that I felt from a historical viewpoint the 

FBI’s record in the security and intelligence field has 

withstood the test of time and was an outstanding record under 

the direction of Mr. Hoover and felt that if their reputation 

was not unduly damaged by Congress the security work definitely 

should remain under the confines of the FBI. He said my 

comments were interesting since I was the first retired person

■ ■ . WO&M
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to leave FBI with these feelingsand I replied that I did not 

know who he talked with and certainly felt that Mr. Kelley 

would take the same stand if he was called for interview. I 

further stated that there is a definite relationship between 

security investigations and criminal violation responsibilities, 

many of which go hand in hand and as the terrorist threat 

continues in this country and possibly explodes, we will see 

more of a reason for security and criminal divisions to work 

closely together.
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