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i OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 g \ 5010-106 “
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA G:N.qg(o.lno. 27
UNITED STATES GO! ERNMENT l

Assoc. Dir.

: M a] 1 - Mr, J. B, Adams g::::gf“i""-_—
A emoranaum 1 - Mr. J. A, Mintz hest
"-'}ro MR. W. R. WANNALL 2”7 - . ; . e attons
W DATE: April 24, 1975 e —
/ 1 - Mr, J. B, Hotis . o
FROM MR Ww. ojjﬁéx.AR 1 - Mr, W. R, Wannall Nosy)
_,,u,“ 1 - Mr, W. O, Cregar Laboratory
Plan. & Eval.
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 \ a i‘:?;il“;/
e e e o Al ‘—;%:.. .

This memorandum reports the receipt of a legal j%;jfiﬁ .
memorandum prepared by Mr. Edmund Cohen, Office of the General /fflp7ug«
Counsel, Central Intelligence Agency, entitled "Authority of [ )
Congress to Release Classified Data.'" Copies of this legal
memorandum have been furnished to Mr. Anthonit Scalia, Assistant™
Attorney General, and Mr, James A, Wilderotter, Associate Counsel
to the President.

Memorandum Cregar to W. R. Wannall dated 4/14/75 discussed
an article contained in the 4/10/75 edition of "The Washington Post"
wherein Senator Frank Church, Chairman of the Senate Select
Committee, stated he reserved the right to make public any documents
the Committee received. This memorandum also noted that Mr. James
Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, advised that
The White House was preparing a letter to Senator Church recognizing
that Congress can, at its discretion, declassify material it
receives, but strongly urging that such declassification action
not be taken unilaterally by the Senate Select Committee without
approval of the agency originating the information. i

As an aid to the preparation of such a 1etter, the
Office of CIA's General Counsel has prepared a paper entitled
A "Authority of Congress to Release Classified Data.' Copy attached,
R It was made available to all members of the Ad Hoc Coordinating <
E/// Group for Congressional Review of the Intelligence Committee fo
information and any comments:ec;Plents desired t7/make};i; \Ef
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vy . a ]')IRECTOR Ol‘l‘NTRAL INTELILIGENCE

17 April 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB
Ad Hoc Coordinating
Group

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

. i
71Lm~“LJI D Tiroortl

Harriett D. Mowitt
Executive Secretary

Attachment

AT TR
ELGLES
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MEMORANOUM FOR: Antonin g@Alia, Esq.
* . ' AssistantWittorney General
Office of Lecal Counsel
"Attached is a hurrzedly dona lecal memcvandum
entitled "Authority of Congress to Release -
Classified Data." I would welcome your comments
on this so that a finished document could be made
available to the varioug-ggencies concerned.

WHlCH.yAY_ 8E YSED. )

' l(” REPLACES FORM 10-101
G 54

MEMORA‘J DUM FOR. " James A Wii'derotter Esq. .
- Associate Counsel to the
Pre51dent ' '

" Attached is a hurriedly done legal
¥ “memorandum entitled "Authority of
Congress to Release Classified Data."
ot 70 1T would welcome your comments on
.. . '~ this so that a finished document
. could be made available t e various
- | .agencies concerned.: ‘. o
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11 M.arch 1975

mpe)
: o S ALLF"‘?I“""O‘ w'"rro“mog:m*m'é
. ’ N ~ . E’*‘(‘l LJ— qu:: .',:: -
MEMORANDUM FOR: General Counsel o :*1-’1-‘-’ -ﬁ—é&ii¢ 5’

SUBJECT ' Authorlty of Congress to Release C1a551ﬁed Data .

1. Ihave found no express authority for Congress to publicly release
- information classified by the executive branch pursuant to an Executive
‘order issued by the President. Moreover, on a number of occasions Congress
" . has mandated that matters pertaining to national aefense or forelgn pohcy
_bekeptsecre’c ) CL - st el . LT

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

‘--Congress has made it a crime to disclose to an unauthorized per-
~ som or publish any classified information obtained by the processes
"of communications intelligence. 18 U.S.C A 798(&)
P '-—Congress has made it 2 crime to photograph or sketch vital m111tary
or naval installations or equipment requiring protection against gen-
eral dissemination of information. 18 U.S.C.A, 795. Itis alsoa”
crime to publish or disseminate photographs, maps, or drawings of .
such defense installations without first obtaining permission of the-
.- commanding officer or higher authority. 18 U.S.C,A. 797..
- =-Congress, in order to prevent public disclosure of certain activities,
has given various officials the power to keep confidential certain funds
expended for national security or foreign relations purposes. Such
“authority is given, for example, to the President (22 U,5.C.A, 2364),
to the Secretary of State (31 U.S.C.A, 107), and to the Dn'ector of
" Central In*elhcence (50 U.S.C.A. 4033) . e

~

.’f‘.
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*-Congress has provided that rheetings of the Senate Committee on
the Budget may be closed to the public if it is determined by a record
vote of a rraJonty of the members that the matter to be dlscussed

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

4--Congress, after requiring that the Secretary of State transmit forth-
with to the Congress the text of any international agreement, other
than a treaty, to which the Unlted States'is a party, goes on to Ppro-

- vide that : :

‘. any sach agreement the 1mmed1ate pubhc d1sclosure

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

. be removed only upon due notice from the President.
-'~_1USCA 112b. : L :

- —-Finally, Congress in enactmg the Freedom of Informauon Act,
V_ expressly exempted from disclosuré matters whlch are

EEES e .spec1ﬁca11y authorized under criteria estabhshed
- by an Executive order to be kept secret in the 1nterest

' of national defense or forelgn pohcy 5 U S C A
552(b) V. o

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

‘
.

L

o .for any Speech or Debate in elther House they shall
not be questioned in any other Place
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3. A long line of St..oreme Court cases, beginning with Kilbourn v.
Thomgson 103 U,S. 168 (@_9})) has held that the privilege or immunity
: yelating to speech or debate should be given a broad and liberal construc-
p.on. In Kilbourn the court stated

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

‘ e« that 1t was not consonant wnh our scheme of govern-
“:+ . ment for a court to inquire into the motives of legislators,
- B -has remained unquestioned. (At p. 377 ) '

The distance to which the court was w11hng to go to uphold this pr1ncm1e '
.was seen in United States v, Johnson, 383 U.S. 169 (1966). In that case
' 2 former Congressman was convicted for conspiracy to defraud the U.S.,
. in part on evidence that, in pursuance of a conspiracy designed to give
‘agsistance to certain savings and loan associations which had been indicted
- en mail fraud charges, he was paid to give a speech on the floor of the House.
- The Supreme Court granted a new trial holding that a prosecution which
draws in question the legislative acts of the defendant member of Congress
- or his motives for performing them "necessarily contravenes the Speech or
Bebate Clause." (At P- 185 )y S R SR

5. The court addressed the issue of classified information in Gravel v.
United States, 408 U.S. 6056 (1972), a case which arose when Senator Gravel,
Ehairman of the Subcommittee on Buildings and Grounds of the Senate Public
- Works Committee, convened a night meeting of the Subcommittee and there
read extensively from a copy of the Pentagon Papers which bore a Defense
security classification of Top Secret ~ Sensitive, ‘He.then placed the entire
47 volumes of the study in the public record. Senator Gravel clzaimed that
- frticle I, section 6 protected him from criminal or civil liability and from

'.Q ..
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questioning elsewhere than in the Senate, with respect to the events occur-
‘ring at the Subcommittee hearing at which the Pentagon Papers were intro-
duced into the public record. The court stated v, ../T/o us this claim is
incontrovertible.” (Atp, 615, ) ' .

P s e 6., The court further noted that:

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

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

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

ot

. ]
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- documents relating to disciplinary problems of certain specifically named
. -students, violated statutory, constitutionzl and common-law rights to pri-
) vacy. The Supreme Court refused to determine whether dissemination to
the public would serve the important legislative function -of informing the
public concerning matters pending before Congress for the purpose of
. holding Members of Congress liable, However, it remanded the case to
the Court of Appeals, in part to undertake just such a review in order to
 determine whether the Public Printer and the Supermt»ndevt of Documents, i
who were wltbout blanket immunity, could be held liable. .

. 9. The discussion thus far has dealt only with congressional immunity
. _for releasing classified information in Congress, No such immunity exists
.~ in the case of disclosures made by congressmen outside of Congress. Thus,
-in.Long v, Ansel, 69 F,2d 386 (Ct. App., D.C, 1934), affd. 293 U.S. 76
- (1934), and in McGovern v. Martz, 182 F, Supp. 343 (US Dist. Ct., D.C.

- 1960) it was held that if a Senator or Representative is alleged to have com-
L . mitted libel by republishing and disseminating remarks made in the Congress,
T ‘such republication and dissemination is not within the Speech or Debate
A privilege even if such privilege would have been applicable to the original
" publication of the remarks., Again, in Gravel v. United States, 408 U.S. 606
.(1972), and in Doe v, McMillan, 412 U.S. 306 (1973) the court noted that

the Speech or Debate Clause does not protect "2 private republication of

documents introduced and made public at a committee hearing, although the

hearing was unquestionably part of the legislative process." ' BN

108, From the above it is apparent that a Member is not privileged to

circulate CIA documents to his constituents, to the press, or by reading to
2 meeting or on radio or television. Such action could well make the member
liable for prosecution under the espionage laws, but in any event would
expose him to the same liability for these actions as any other citizen, As
2 practical matter, however, the prosecution of a Member for unauthorized
disclosure of classified CIA materizal, or dlscmlmary actlon by Congress '

: 1tse1f is. very unlikely. - : - -

' - EDMUND COHEN
+ Office of _Genera.l Counsel
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG., NO, 27

UNITED STATES G&BRNMENT

Memorandum

5010-106

.

TO

}

FROM

/
g

o
./ SUBJECT:

Ext. Affairs

Mr. J. B. Adams DATE:  May 2, 1975 Sewtehamie
Idont.

) - 6 ":‘-y Inspection
Legal Couns \?‘ mzﬁt‘mmm@ e T
2 EA L S
bt 1‘“"0«;&?:3%&}:3@ kb
SENSTUDY 75 _ WG -0 o
\\v_____,,...«f""' - D Tk‘d]’j// TelepihoIn: Rm. —

Director Sec'y

The April 29, 1975, Congressional Record - Senate,

pages S 7054 through and including S 7056, sets forth rules

- and procedures for the captioned Committee. The rules cover
such topics as the convening of meetings, meeting procedures,
news media coverage, investigations, subpoenas, procedures
related to the taking of testimony, procedures for handling
classified or sensitive material, preparation for committee
meetings, staff, and reporting of measures or recommendations.

The key sections of these rules are subpoenas, investi-
gations, and procedurg_s related tQ taking of testimony.

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

Procedures relating to the taking of testimony provide
that testimeny shall be given under oath or affirmation. It
also provid&ythat a witness may be accompanied by counsel. \ .
Witnesses may also request that there be no news media coverage’/,f
of their testimony. Witnesses will also be given the opportunity
of furnishing a statement prior to, and/or at the conclusion of
his or her testimony. With regard to inspection and correction
of testimony, witnesses will be allowed a reasonable opportunity
to inspect their testimony, and corrections are permissible, but
must be made in writing within five days of the availability of
the transcript containing their testimony. Names of witnesses
cannot be made public prior to their testimony unless authorized
by the Chairman.

Contempt procedures as set forth, require that after
notice to all members of the Committee, and the affected person

has had the opportunity to state in writing or in person wh e Hq
Enclosure ‘ REC-10 (/;. - ‘Z’) 3 75 - ’
.1 ~ Mr. Adams A [&9 s— —y
1 - Mr. Wannall \m SURE 4
1 - Mr. Mintz B 6 MAY 201975 ¢
1 - Mr. Hotis |
.1 -~ Mr, Daly A TR T e
1l - Mr. Cregar ‘%
PVD:eek { \
(8) “Sah
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Legal Counsel to Mr; Adams
Re: SENSTUDY 75

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

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

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

RECOMMENDATION:

Action. For Information.

k |
Y

4
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imperceptible, while 2.5 can bo rn)ls ney’ the
polnt of origin and 3 can be felt ¢ cor w.falr=
sized area. Slizht dumage can be caug ¢ ob
1.5, & level of § s consldeved dun n zing, 7 15
major, and 8 is a “great carthqures

Tho Issue, most geologists and ¢ mic X~
perts apree, fs not whethet another block-
buster quake will oceur, but when, It could
happen any time.

Should that earthquake ocenr “tomorrow,”
these experts believe, the following reali-
Aes awalt Californlans:

Tens of thousands of bnllgn s bullt in
the first half of the ¢uontury, clearly haz-
ardous under severe eartheguahe conditions,
In use In Sen Franet.co and Los Angeles,
could topple, endnn«aering thou ands of lves
(an estimated 260000 1 [os An «los alone).

Other thousandas of pustidl , buld on or
near faults face destructien trom ground
shaking and land 411,

High-risc bulldingz, built te more modern
standards, may not sapple, but tnce sorious
hazards of fire, disabied elevators and In-
adequate stalrwell safety.

Earthquake disasler urpenry plans are in
the nascent stages tarourhout the state,
hampered by ap2'hy amoeng public oficinls,
lack of funds anad Infrequent exerelses,

The public is 1ll-prepared to cope with
earthquakes or thelr attermaths, There 19
virtually no publicity about what to do Qur-
ing or after & major quake. Farthquake
qarills are rarely, If ever, held in communi-
tles or I public bulldings (schools aro an
exception). .

A recent federally sponsored study glves
these estimates of death and injury should
a temblor of mors than 7 or 8 on the Rich-
ter seale occur in or near San ¥raucisco or
Los Anycles:

San Francisco—as many as 10,000 persons
dead and 40,000 injured. (Should 8 major
dam break, tho death toll could rise to
60,000.) Another 56,000 could he leit home=
less (not inciuding dutn ¢vinuees).

Los Angeles—as many as 20,600 decths and
up to 600,000 injured. Addlitional deaths pos-
sible due to major dam fatlure—up 1o 14,000,
Homeless (not including dam evacuces), up
to 180,000.

At the very hest, Callfornians are fatalistic
about ecarthquakes, accepting that they will
come, and honing they will be out of the
affected area when it happens.

“You don’t know when it Is poing to be or
how it's going Lo Le,” sald one Wet Los An-
geles resident., “I should put moncy into
meking my house earthquake-proof when I
could be in some skyscraper swaying when 1t
happens? Who cares?”

In San Franclsco, a college professor re-
cently asked 120 residents In a random
sampling what they would do if an carthe
quake comes. Sixty per cent £ald, in effect,
“Start praying. What else is there to do?”

What can he done? In fact, quite o lot—
and some of i% is Pelng accomplished In tho
arens of building code uperasdine, land-uso
planning, emergency preparcdness, earth-
quake prediction, and pubiic education. But
the effort of a few arvessive lemislators,
state and local officiads, and private clilsens
is frustrated by tho low level of priority
generally asskrned to earthquiice protection.

The “kill ratio” of past California earth-
quakes is extremely low compared to, say,
traflic aceidenis. About 900 persons have dled
a3 the results of qualies shiwe the turn of
tho century comparcd to an sveraro annual
highway toll of 4,800, Thus there are those
who argue against expenditure; of time and
effort on something as mercurlal and unpre-
dictable as an earthquade,

Callfornin’s new governor, Ifdmund G,
Brown, Jr., Is snld to be one of those, Accord-
ing to a recent news story, Brown suggested
ihat money being allocated for sufe bulldings
miiht be used to improve the quality of edu-
catlon, to rehabilitate housing for the poor,
or Lo create cunstruction Jobs,

ALL TUFORIATTON CONTATNED
HI2RIN IS

() LA
-3

NOTAZSITIED  MEMoM s

(‘SRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATY

After the San Frenando quake, there was

a flurry of studles, hearings, plans and legls-’

lation.

In Los Angeles, the bullding code require-
ments were toughened. Explained Bob Wil-
llams, general manager of Los Angeles’ De-
partment of Building and Satety: “We
doubled the loading strength requirements
and requlred standards twice as strong in re-
inforced conerete and reinforced masonry.”

Los Angeles’ builiing code is it somo re-
spect tougher than the Uniform DBullding
Cede to whichh most Jurisdictions in the
slate adhere. One ofliclal, T.oner Beach bulld-
ing director Edward M. O'Connor, a leading
proponent of better preparedness, coutends
1that the Unitorm Building Code falls short.

“I¥ does not rulfill e purpose of theo
eaie: Lo preserve life, limb, property and the
public welfare in the event of an earth-
quake,” he sald.

Changes 1o the uniform code come slowly,
They are modeled after recommendations
by the Callfornta Structural Engineers As-
soclation, composed of professlonal.engineers
who help design bulldings.

The recommendations usually represent
a balance of conservative and liberal strains
within the association, and, according to
some obscrvers, are strongly influenced by
economic considerations.

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

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

In the meantime, seismic considerations
are working their way slowly—some say 100
slowly—into building requirements.

New laws ban construction directly over
active faults, require satisfactory geologic
studies before new hospitais are built, re-
quiro that a “seismic safety element” be in-
cluded in local planning, and require the
correction of unsafe dam conditions.

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

A hospital law passed in 1972 requires that
detalled geologlieal and soil reporis for pro-
posed hospital consiruction be reviewed by
state geologlsts.

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

“The reporis the first few months were o
dirgrace to the profession,” Flosson safd. “We
nsisted that they be redone, and done again
until they were right. I'vo had my =ead
bloodled many times as a result, I've been
ihreatened, told my carcer would be rutned—
o few geologists tried to get me fired. But wo
stnod by our guns and now the quality of
tho reports Is excellent.”

Aroother area of controversy is highrise
safety. Berkeley architect Karl V. Stelnbrugge
belicves the modern steelframoe construction
will withstand Intenso shocks, But Henry J.
“Depunkolb, a San IFranclsco ciructural e¢n-
glicer and frequent eritie of safety standards,
sold: |

“I would not find it unrecasonable to ex-
peet . . . there will be 15 to 30 total collap.cs
with snother 50 to 100 severely damaged” in
Ban Francisco,

WK\;? Whillo there Is dloagreement about high-

ENCLOSURE () —

o,

FA81

April 29, 1975

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

The dangers are serious enough to have
prompted major changes recently in fire rege
ulations for all future bulldings.

All future high rises (above 75 feet) will be
built with automatle governors that bring
clevators instantiy to ground level, and, meast
importantly, with sprinkler systems at cvery
level.

All but a minuscale number of tiie nearly
2,000 hiyh rizes presently in Los Angeles and
San Franclsco luck sprinkier systems.

Requiremends that they be Installed wers
written into a state law last year, but etforts

- 1o draft reguiations ran into fierce opposition

from builders, thie Chambers of Commerce
and other businessmen,

The hattle is still being Tought.

San Francisco's disaster plan is advanced
over those of other municipalitles, but it sui-
fers from lack of a central conmununications
network, insufliclent coordination among de-
pdrtments and Inadequate practical exer-
cises, according to a city planning .depart-
ment study.

“All 1t is Is a paper organlzation,” said
Alfred Goldberg, head of the clby’s bullding

‘department.

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

Commented Halgwood: “I don’t think most
elected and appointed ofliciais understand
they have 2 real responsibilily to have their
Jurisdictions prepared. They are only doing a
barebones job.”

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

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Leg-
islative Recorganization Act of 1970, I
submit now for pubiication in the Rrcorp
the rules of procedure for the Select
Committee To Study Governmental
Operations With Respect to Intelligence
Activities. These rules were adopted by
the members of the Select Commiltee
on April 9, 1975. I ask unanimous con-
sent that they be printed in the Reconp.

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

RULES OF PROCEDDRE FOR THE SrLcer CoM-
MITTEE ToO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERA-
TIONS WITIX RESPECT TO0 INTELLIGENCE
AcCTIvITIES, U.S, SENATE, ADOPTED APRIL 9,
1975
These Rules are issued pursuant to the

1st Section of Senate Resolution 21, 84th

Congress, 1ct Svearion, agreed to January 27,

1975, and printed in full in the appendix

hereto.

RULE 1. CONVDNING OF BIELTINGS

1.1 The Commiltee may schednle o rer-
ular day and hour for the Commitlee to
meet, .

1.2 Tho Cheirman shall have aulhoslty,
upon proper notice, to call such cdititional
meetings of the Committee as he may d.om
necessary and may delegate such authorstly
to any other member of the Conunillce,

1.3 A speclal meeting of tho Commitice
may bo calied at any time upon the written
request of £ix or more members of thio Com-
mittee Oted with the Clerk of the Cnmmittee,

14 In tho case of any meeting of the
Committee, other than a repularly sched-
uled meeting, the Clerk of the Commitive
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“shall nofy every member of the Committed

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

1.5 If & majority of the members of the
Commiblee have made a request in writing
to the Chairman to call a mecting of the
Commitice and the Chalrman falls Lo call
suen a meeting within seven calendar days
theveatter, including the day on which the
written notice is submitted, such majorily
may call a meeting by fillng « writien notice
with the Clerk of the Commitice who shall
promnlly notify each member of the Com-
mittee in writing of the date and time of
the meeting. )

RULE 2, MEETING PROCEDURES

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

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

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

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

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

RULZ 3. BROADCASTING, TU'LEVISION, AND
PHOTOGRAPIIY

Any Committee meeting which is open to
the public may, subject to Rule 6.7, be cov-
ered, In whole or in part, by television, radio,
still photography or other media coverage,
if the Chairman authorizes such coverase,
When coverage by any such media is auth-
orlzed it must be conducted In an orderly
and unobtlrusive manner, and the Chairman
may for <ood cause terminate such media
coveraze in whole or in part, or tale such
other action as the circulastances may war-

“rant,

RULE 4. INVESTIGATIONS

No investigation shall be Inltiated by the
Commitice unless a majority of the memn-
bers of tno Commiitee has specifically au-
thorized such Investwation, hbut any member
of the Counmitiee sh+ll be entitled to purstue
eny inqguiry Individually unless speeifically
profubited by o majority vote of the mem-
bers of the Comumnttee, Authorized investi-
gations or fngulvtes ey be conducied by
mentbers of the Commuttee and ‘or by deslg-,
nated stall members,

RULE 5. SUDPOENAS ~

Subpoenas for atlendance of witnesses or
the prodaction of memoranda, docuusnts,
records, or any other material may be tssued
by the Chairman, or any other member
designated by him after consultntion with
the Vico Chairman, and may be served by
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rany person designated by thie Chalrman or
member, Each subpoena shall contain o copy
of Senale Resolublon 24, 9tth Congress, 1st
Sesston.
RULE G. PROCEDURES RELATED TO TIE TAKING
' OF TESTIMONY

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

6.2 Ouih or Afirmation~Testimony of
witnesses shall be given under oath or af-
firmation which may be administered by any
meoember of the Committee,

6.3 [nterrogation.—Commlictee interroga-
tion shall ke conducted by members of the
Committes and sueh stall personnel as is
authorized by the Chairman, the Vice Chalr-
man, or the presiding member.

6.4 Counsel for the Witness~—(a) Any
witness may be accompanied by counsel. A
wilness who is unable to obtain counsel may
inform the Committeo of such fact, and if
consistent with the notice given under Sec-
tion 6.1 hereof, at least 2¢ hours prior to his
appearance before the Committee, the Com-
mittee shall then endeavor to obtain volun-
tary counsel for the witness, but failure to
obtain such counsel will not excuse the wit-
ness from appearing and testifying.

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

(c) There shell be no direct or cross ex-
amination by counsel. However, counsel may
submit in writing any questions he wishes
propounded to his client or to any other wit-
ness and may, at the conclusion of his
clieat’s testimony suggest the presentation
of other evidence or the calling of other wit-
nesses. The Committee may use such ques-
tions and dispose of such suggestions as 1t
may see b,

8.5 Statemenis by Witnesses.—A witness
may make a statement, which shall be brief
and relevant, at the beginning end conclu-
sion of his testlmony. Such statements shall
not excead a reasonable period of time as
determined by the Chairman, or other pre-
siding ruemoer. Any witness desiring to make
a prepared or written statement for the rec-
ord of the proceedings shall file a copy with
the Clerk of the Committee, and in so far as
practicable and consistent with the notlce
given, shkall do so at least 72 hours in ad-
bance of his anpearance before the Com-
mittee. .

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

6.7 Lights and Broadcasling.—(a) A wit-
ness may request, on grounds of distraction,
harassmeny, or physical discomfort, that dur-
Ine his testimony, television, motion picture,
and okiier cwnuras and lirthts shall not bhe
directed at him, such requests to be ruled on
in accordance with Rule 2.4,

(b) No witne,s subpoenacd by the Com-
mittee shtll be required agalnst his will to
bo phnlyraphed at any hearing or to givo
evidence or testtmony while the broadeesting
of that hearinz, by radio or television, 13
being conducted. AL the request of any wli-
ne.s who doss not wiah Lo be subjected to
radto, televl:lon, or sulll photography cov-
eraze, afl lenses shall be covered and all
microphones used for covernze turned off.
S0 far as I3 practicable, a witness deslring to
make such o request shall so Inform tho
Chief Counsel of the Comunlittee at least 24
houra prior Lo the llme that witness ia
scheduled to testify, . ’

i
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Inspcetion and Correction—All wit-
nesacs teséifying before the Commibttoo shall
be given a reasonable opportunity Lo Inspect,
in the office of the Committee, the transeript
of their testinony to determine whether suen
testimony wes correcily transcribed, Tho wit-
ness niay be accompanied by counsel. Any
correclions the wittiess destres to make
the transeript shall be submited in writine
to the Committee within five days of the
avaflability of the transcript. Correction:
shall be hmited to grammar and minor edit-
fng, and may not be made to change lhe
subsfance of the testimony. Any questlons
arising with respect to such corrections shnll
bhe decided by the Chalrman. Upon requwe.t,
those parts of testimony given by a witness
in Execcutive session which are subsequentiy
quoted or made part of a record shall be
made available to that witness at his ex-
pense.

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

6.10 Contempt Procedures—~No recoms=
mendations that a person be cited for con-
tempt of Congress shall ve forwarded to the
Senate unless and until the Commlittee hus,
upon notice to all its members, met and con-
sidered the alleged contempt, afforded the
person an opportunity to state in writlng or
in person why he should not be held In con-
tempt, and agreed, by majority vote of the
Committee to forward such recommendation
to the Senate,

6.11 Release of Name of Witness.—VUrde.is
authorized by the Chairman, the name of
any witness scheduled to be heard by the
Committee shall not be released prior Lo iins
appearance before the Committee.

RULE 7. PROCEDURES FOR HANDLING CLASSIFUED
OR SENSITIVE MATERIAL

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

7.2 Sensitive or classified documents and
material shall be segregated in a ‘secure
slorage area, They may be examined only at
secure reading facilittes. Copying, duplicat-
ing, or removal from the Committee staff
oflices of such documents and other materiats
Is prohiblted except as i3 necessary for nse i,
or preparation for, interviews or Commuitlee
mectings, Inclnding the taking of testimony,
and In conformity with Section 9.2 hereof.

7.3 Each member of the Committee sh it
at all times have access Lo all papors mind
other matarial received from any source, ‘I ae
Stalf Director shuall be responstble for tio -
malntenance, under appropriate security
procedures, of a reaistry which will e r
and identify all papers and other mafeiuas
In the possesslon of the Committee, nud stiea
reglitry shatl be avaitable to any memner of
the Commitiee.

74 Access to classifled informadlon snp-
plied to tho Committes »hatl be Hmited o
the Stall Director, the Chief Counsel and tivy
Councll to the Minority, and those stalf v
bers with appropriate security clearances tal
o need-to-know,

7.5 No testimony taken Including tho
nunes of witnesses teorlying or matviidd
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presented at an Executlve Session, or classl-
fled popers, and other malerinls recelved by
tho stafl or its consultants while in the em-
ploy of the Commitice shall bs mado publie,
in whole or in part or by way of sunimary, or
disclosed to any person outuide tho Commit-
tee unless suthorized Ly a majority vote of
the entire Conunit'se, or after the termina-
ton of the Cotundtee, In such manner os
may be determined by the Senite,

7.6 Before the Commibtee is called upon
to make any dirpesition with respect to the
testimony, papers, or olher materials pre-
sented to 1t, the Commnutlee members shall
havo @ rcaronable opportunicy to examine
all pertinent Lewiimony, papers and other
materials that have been oblained by the
Commitive stalf. No member shall relea.e
any such te, timony, papers, or other malerl-
als, or any informatlon contained in such
testimony, papers, or other materials, 1o the
public or any person outslde the Commitieo
unic:s authorized by a majerily vote of the
entire Committee, or after the termination
of the Committee, in such manner as may
be determined by the Senate.

RULE 8. PREPARATION FOR COMMITTEL MCLTINGS

8.1 Under directlon of the Chairman, the
Stafl Director, Chlef Counsel, Counsel to the
Minority, or other desiznated staff members
shall brief members of the Commiites at a
time sufliclently prior to any Committce
meebing in order to ascist the Commitice
members in preparation for such meeting
and to determine any matter which the
Committee member might wish considered
during the meeting. Such bricfing shall in-
cludo a list of all pertinent papers and other

materials that have been obtained by the .

Commlttce that bear on matters to be con=
sldered at the meeting.

8.2 The Stalf Director, the Chief Counsel,
and the Counsel to the Minorlity shall rec-
omiaend to the Chalrnian and the Vice Chnlre
msan the testimeny, papers, wnd other mate-

.rlals to be presented to the Commitice at any

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

RULE 9. STAFF

9.1 The appolntment of all stall mem-
bers and consuitants shall bo confirmed by a
majority vole of the Committee, After conw
firmation, the Chairman shall certify staff ap-
polutments to the Financial Clerk of the Sen-
ote in writing,

9.2 Except as othierwise provided by the
Committee, the dutles of stafl and consult-
ants shall be performed, and staff personnel
allairs and day-to~day operations, including
sccurlty and contirol of clussifled documents
and material, shall bo cdministered under the
direct supervision and control of ihe Stafl
Director and the Chief Counsel, The Counsel
for the Minority shall be kept fully informed
regarding all matiers and shall have access
to all material {n tho files of ‘the Committee.

9.3 'Tho staff of tho Commilitico chall not
discuss either the substance or procedure of
ithe work of the Commitltee with anyone
other than a member of the Committes or
other Committee personnel. Upnn terminns-
tlon of employment by the Committee, each
member of the stafl, or consultant, shull sur-
render ell classified and other material re-
Iating to tho work of tho Committee which
camo into his possession while in the employ
of tho Committlee.

9.4 Tho employment of any member of
tho stafl or consultant who falls to conform
to any of these Rules shall be immediately
terminated.

BULF 10. SCRVICHS, INFORMATION, FACILITIES,

AND PERSONNEL OF THE GOVERNMENT; CON-

SULTANTS

The Chairman shell have the authority to
utilize the nervices, information, facilities,
avgd personnel of tho departments and agen-
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cies of the government, and to procure the
temporary or intermittent services of experts
or consultants or organizations thercof to
make studics or assist or advise the Com-
mitteo with respect. to any matter under
Investigation.
BULE 11. RLCPORTING OF MFASURES OR
RECCGMMENDATIONS

11.1 No measure or recommendations
shall be reported from the Committee unlesy
» majority of the Committee is actually pres-
enh and 8 majority of those pre.ent concur,

112 In any case In which the Commit-
tee i8 unable to reach & unanimous decl-
sion, separate views or reports may be pre-
sented and printed by aiiy member or nieni-
bers of the Commitiee,

113 A member of the Committee who
gives notice of his intention to fite supple-
mental, minority, or additional views at the
iime of final Commitice approval of & meas-
ure or matter, shall be entitled to not less
than three calendar days in which to file
such views, in writing, with tlie Clerk of the
Committee. Such views shall then be in-
cluded in the Committee report and printed
in the same volume, as o part thereof, and
their inclusion shall be noted on the cover
of the report.

RULE 12, CIIANGES IN RULES

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

ANNOUNCEMENT OF POSITION
ON VOTES

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, on
April 223, 1975, I submitted for the
REcord a siummary of my pozivion on the
votes for H.R. 2166, the tax reduclion
bill and H.R. 4296, the farm bill, For
the permanent Recorp, I wowld like to
correct an error made in this summary.
The correct notation for votes No. 92 and
93 should be as follows:

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

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

THE IMPORTANCE OF
LATIN AMERICA

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
wish to call to the attention of my
collcagues an editorial which appcared
in the Washington Pest on April 26 en-
titled, “The Importance of Latin Amer-
ica.” Trankly, it is & sorry thing we
have to be reminded.

For too long, we have neglected what
President Kennedy recognized as our
“sister republics”—and when we have
dealt with them, it has too often been
on the basls of paternalism rather than
cquality, Yet the good neirshbor policy
and the alllance for progress remind us
that our relations have been—and again
can be—warm and constructive. They
should occupy a central place in our
foreign polley, and they should be con-
ducted with the mutunl respect they
deserve.

Unfortunately, we have been dis~
tracted in recent years by hottier spotis,
such as Indochina and the Middle East,
not to mention our traditional absorp-
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tion in supecrpower politics. To be sura
it is some measure of our indiifercy,
that we have withheld trade preferenes.
acress-the-board, despite the fact i »
countrics ltke Venczuela and Ecuador ¢
not participate in the Arab oil emba:
which provoked our actlon.

Beset by massive social and econot:
problems, South America continues, -
ferment. We should not wait to be ¢,
fronted with revolution and crisis. Ratr.
er, we should anticipate and encoun.
progress and peaceful change, Wemi |«
begin by suvporting a new and fi..
Panama Canal Treaty, by seriously n.
evaluating the present policy of sar. -
tions on Cuba, and by forswearing ins.:.
ference in internal affairs, which has by -
such serious repercussions in Chile ang
Honduras.

Clearly, the mere visit of Secretar
Kissinger cannot substitute for the sub.
stantive reassessment and improveme:t
of our attitudes and policies. Latin Ame:-
ica is coming of age; so should Ameri.
Perhaps for our bicentennial we sh..:
establish a new corollary to the Monyr
Doctrine, that Latin America be pro-
tected not only from European excesse
but from our own as well,

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

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

Tire IN'PORTANCE OF LATIN AMERICA

It is regrettable but not disastrous thut
the Indochina crisis should have forced Sec-
relary of Stato Kissinger to postpone it
again his long-scheduled t-lp to Argeniina
Brazll end Venezuela. The trip would surei:
havo enhanced the secretary’s understora-
ing of a reglon of far more critical and cu-
during Importance to the United States €1, »
Indochina. And 1% wouid have given his ho< 1
the opportunity to get what Latins peiven-
nially feel 1s o commodity in short supply—~
the high level attention of the U.S. govern-
ment. Yeb the visit of an American Secretary
of State, even one who Is o celebrity, 1s 1ot
something that would $urn the heads of
thoughtful Latins, They will wish to seo whit
else of a scrilous nature In Latin-US. reia-
tlons is golng on.

The chief political task of American pol+
icy in tho hemisphere is, plainly, to-move
heyond ihe arrogance and paranola thet I !
American officials to think it was not ouly
apprcpriate but necessary to “destabilizo” ti.¢
elected governments of Chlle in 1970-7.
Since some of the same key officials, inelui-
ing Dr. Klisslnger, are still In poris of respon =
sibllity, ihls fs no small task. Gpthn! )
might hopo that the newly helghtened puo-
lic and congressional vigllance over the CiA,
and the agency’s own announced refornms, ¢ 7
enough o forestall another “Chile.”” Pe i«
mists will remaln skeptical, ot least until thie
test of tho next Chile s met.

Meanwhlie, tho developing emphavsis of Us*
policy on treating Latin countrles individ-
ually, rather than as took-allke memberi of
o heml:plieric colleclive, 19 a healthy s°'n
Thia new emphasls fitg tho reality that I ir?
are dlifferent, It fits the current Latin in-
ciination to tale n step away from the old
notjon of a Liemispheric “community.” At
if deepaned, it should freo American poliv,=
makers from the insidlous tdea that whit
happens In one corner of Latin Araericn wil
also happen in other corners, It 1s preche.y
this idea that led Wasnington to fear thad
Cuba and Chile, In thelr reopective timoey
would contaminate the rest of the reglon.
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc Coordinating’

Group B
/(,// , ('

SUBJECT Security Clearances :

1 ' . s
I ,( : ’ \
\ . \\
The following is a listing of 12 additional- Senate

Select Committee Staff members and official stenographers (#)
who have received a security investigation by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation within the past five years and
are certified by Mr. William G.- Miller, Staff Director of
the Senate Select Committee, by letter dated May 6, 1975,

as meeting the requirements of Executive Order 10450 for

access to classified information up to and including Top
i . Secret.

tl , I

Name . Date & Place of Birth Soc. Sec. No.

¥C. Harold Brown

‘ 6/6/38 Ohio 278-30-3428
' ¥Wayne Birdsell 5/2/06 D.C. 578-03-1841
Anne Karalekas 11/6/46 Mass: ' 023-36-4329
¥Mary Lynch 3/16/26 W. Va. 250-38-1344
Robert Kelley 10/29/40 Ind. 559~-54-1348
Paul Wallach 5/24/47 N. Y. 149-36-2999
I.ester Seidel 7/17/44 D.C. 216-38-5204
¥Frank Shelburn 5/30/13 Va. 338-24-6934
¥Robert Thomas 12/16/25 Md. 219--14-5186
Gregory Treverton 1/21/47 Colo. 524-62-2459
William True@art 12/18/18 Va. 225-20-6411
¥Pred Ward 11/20/40 D.C. 225-50-9983
bl - /6295 .
4&; R L‘vig"m‘
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Qﬁﬁﬂiv 9 2 géZEiohn M. Clarke _— ;

SATAY, ‘Asdboidte Deputy t0 the DCI™=ses ey, :d

| )ggggggékﬁ? for the Intelligence Community
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“ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT A;m ADDirﬁ d(
1 - Mr, J. B.. Adams n:: AD | b
) Memorandum g
F 1-Mr.J.B.Hotis Comp. Syat, —
\ To  :MR. w.\}BMAML DATE: May 14, 1975 Fler & Comr —
5@9 1 - Mr. W. R, Wannall o,
FroM : MR, W\)Q/CREGAR 1 - M, W, 0. Cregar W&zﬁ/;@f
a R 1 - Mr, S. F, Philllps l;rbc't:?-l—
suBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 \,, i’,‘;,‘;,'n;“
e - NG A

1
My memorandum to you)§y13/75 furnished highlights of
information relating to an interview by a Senate Select Committee
(SSC) Staff Member of retired SA Alan G. Sentinella, as obtained
by Supervisor Seymor Fred Phillips of the Bureau's Senstudy 75°
Special Project,

At 11:20 a.m, 5/14/75,&gnt1ne11a telephonically contacted
Phillips from Atlanta, Georgla, and advised that he had ‘been tele-
phonically contacted earlier on the morning of 5/14/75 by SSC
Staff Member Lester B. Seidel who had interviewed him 5/12/75,
Seidel told Sentinella that he is being ‘subpoenaed to give sworn
testimony before an Executive Session of the SSC 9:30 a.m, Wednesday,
5/21/75. The testimony is to be'given in Room G-308, New Senate
Office Building. 1In response to specific questions from Sentinella,
Seidel advised Sentinella that he will be reimbursed expenses, ;ﬁgt
his presence will probably be needed for only one day, and tha® The
purpose is to essentially go over the material covered when Seidel
interviewed Sentinella 5/12/75. Seidel asked Sentinella who had
taken over the case concerning levison (Stanley David Levison, former
consultant to Martin ILuther King, Jr., who was under Bureau investi-
gation because of his communist background) in Atlanta when
Sentinella left., Sentinella furnished Seidel the name of SA

Richard Hamilton, REg. 105 (j < / / é 3 /J w\\‘;%‘

Sentinella asked Phillips for Wssistance of the nature he
received when he was interviewed; that is, someone=fzom the Bureau
to render guidance relative to any sensitive areas that might=lres
touched upon. He furnished the following as his t%ﬂd@hop%iggmbers
in Atlanta, all area code 404,

Office: 658-2167

822198

658-2119 CONTINUED - OVER

Residence: 475-5327

62-116395 475-7816
1 - 67-432832 (Personngl File Former SA Alan G. Sentinella)

ctor Sec” y —

SFP: ek ¢
§ 4 lihy 68 1575 = ”\)@%
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall

RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-~116395

In accordance with established procedure, Sentinella
was advised that he would be contacted by someone from the
Office of the Legal Counsel who will make arrangements for

a Bureau representative to be available for consultation
should Sentinella's testimony involve sensitive areas of

inquiry, Sentinélla indicated his intention of arriving
in Washington, D, C., late in the afternoon or in the
evening of the day preceding his testimony,

ACTION:

the foregoing.

NW 88608 Docld:32989532 Page 17
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This informative memorandum is to report briefing of
Senate Select Committee (SSC) Staff Members on informant matters

by INTD personnel. QUﬁgh/

At the request of the SSC Staff, a briefing session
was held in my office from 8:50 a.m., to 10:50 a.m., 5/16/75.
Representing the SSC were Staff Members Mark Gitenstein and
Thomas Dawson. In addition to myself, present 'from the INTD
were Deputy Assistant Director H. E. Helgeson, S. F. Phillips
of SENSTUDY - 75 Staff, and Unit Chiefs E. P. Grigalus (IS-2
Section), and H. A. Newman, Jr. (IS-1 Section). Also present
was Supervisor J. D. Miller of the Legal Counsel's Office.

SSC staff Members had previously reviewed Sections

. 107 (Part I - Security Informants) and 130 (Extremist Informants)
of the Manual of Instructions and the purpose of the briefing
was to go over these Sections and answer the visitors' questi
and clarify doubtful areas. Such matters as the following 13
were covered: Terminology regarding confidential sources,
potential security informants and security informants; mean
for approving informants; payments to informants both on
SAC approval and FBIHQ approval; converting of potential infor-
mants to informants; establishing reliability; assignment of
symbol numbers; distinction between permanent and temporary
symbol numbers; use of FD-401 for semiannual reports on infor-
mants; use of FD-405 for monthly and quarterly reports on
informants. Also covered were: Use of informants in COINTELPRO;
entrapment and agent provocateur aspects; movement of informants
between field office territories; channelizing memoranda; handllng
of informants after determined to be unreliable; and 1nspectoreq‘7

role relating to informants at fleld level
REC A0 (/
Mr. Gitenstein, who was the seni r of the sscC
team present, indicated satisfaction with the resuétsueﬁﬂtﬁ@“"
briefing and that all their inquiries had been answered. He made

16 MAY 271975
62-116395 CONTINUED - OVER

s ] ¢
SFP:cmc & ™0, ”
(9) 3 -~

8 4 MAY 2 71975
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: SENSTUDY - 75
62=116395

Xa.very cogent observation concerning the FBI's handling of
informants. The SSC Task Force he is on is studying informant
matters in various intelligence community agencies including
the FBI. He stated that they had found the FBI as so much far
superior to other agencies that they considered the FBI as the
standard for all law enforcement. He cited specifically the
finding that the Internal Revenue Service and the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms as very weak in informant
aspects.

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

ACTION:-

None. For information.

N |
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SUBJECT:SENATOR GARY HART (D-COLORADO) ‘ i‘,’:,‘ni';;“:_j'
IgEf’QUEST FOR FBI DATA ON HIM UNDER THE ) Telophone Rm.

.~/ FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (FOIA) ) prerser
i o e

We received -this afternocon, 5/9/75, frmm Mrs. SUSAD-M

Hauserx of the Deputy Attorney General's Office, the followiny

data: 1) informal note from Doug Marvin to the Deputy. Attorney
! General re: Senator Hart's meeting with the Attorney General
5/6/75; 2) letter to Senator Hart by the Attorney CGeneral dated
5/7/75 advising that Hart's oral request for access to his FBI

file will be treated as com1ng undexr the FOIA; and 3) a memoran-—
dum from for files dated 5/6/75 that appears to have been

dictated by the Attorney General in which he sets forth pertinent
information concerning his meeting with Senator Haxrt. The Attorney
General points out that he will treat Hart's oral request as

coming under the FOIA although he did not know whether the

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

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

According to the Attorney General's memorandum, uenator‘\\
Hart ‘indicated that he was not trying to make a particular \\\
point and did not want to go to court, but rather felt it would
be helpful to members of the Senate Select Committee, who wanted \

to do it, to see what an FBI file was like, and he felt that by

seeing his own file it would raise less problems than trying to
see someone else's file.

/g
» - / ﬂ\
In view of the Attorney General's letter to Senator ., « "¢
Hart of 5/7/75 advising him that his oral request will be processed [\
under the FOIA, the FOIA Section will immediately institute the ™N
processing of this request. However, unless advised to the :
contrary, it is intended that Senator Hart's request will be put ©
in chronological oxder and will receive no special treatment. ILn_gj
should also be noted that Senator Hart is under the mistaken oL
belief that as a Senatoxr, and partlcularly as a member of the

Senate Select Committee, he could receive an FBI file on. 2. Lhird""'

%
m

11§ ULICLASSIFIED

[
A A
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J. C. Farrington to Mr. McDermott memo
Re: Senator Gary Hart

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

Senator Hart is a new. Senator serv1ng his first term.
He was the campalgn manager of Senator McGovern's 1972 o
Presidentil campaign.

" RECOMMENDATION:

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

Pursuant to Bureau instructions, Phillips went to Atlanta,
Georgia, to fulfill the request of Sentinella for the presence of
a Bureau Agent at the time Sentinella was to be interviewed on
5/12/75 by SSC Staff Member Lester B, Seidel, Sentinella is presently
Safety Director, Georgia State University, Atlanta. He has been
retired from the FBI for about four years and in the period around
1964-66 he did work on the investigation of Martin ILuther King, Jr.,
and for a time, the King case as well as that of King's organization,
the Southern Christian Leadershlp Conference, was assigned to him,
Sentinella had been told in advance by Seidel that he was to bj)
interviewed concerning King and Levison (Stanley David LeV1son
former consultant to King who was under Bureau investigation.bécause
of his communist background).

Phillips was in Sentinella's private office at 12:24 p.m.
when Seidel arrived. Sentinella explained to Seidel’that after
Sentinella had agreed in a telephone conversation with Seidel 5/9/75
to being interviewed, he (Sentinella) contacted the Atlanta FBI
Office because Sentinella was concerned with the sensitivity of the
information he knew about King and Levison and wanted to protect
the confidentiality of his information and the Bureau ter _3‘%“ L?éﬂ
especially as pertaining to current invgsigg atﬂééé)»%bi*l%

Sentinella explained to Seidel that the FBI offeredﬁﬁ“ﬁhve an Agent
present, not to monitor the interview, but for consuylt %&Q§7pgﬁposes
should the interview reach into sensitive areas. Sentinella thus
accounted to Seidel for Phillips' presence. At thlsmpo&nﬁm“?ﬁ“Tfips
reiterated the reasons given by Sentinella for the presence of g
FBI Agent and Seidel was told that Phillips' presence was def

62-116395
SFP:ekw (9)° e/ CONTINUED - OVER

1 - 67-432832 (Personnel File Former SA Alan G. Sentlnelyézg,.
5
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

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

Sentinella consulted with Phillips on only one occasion.
At about 1:45 p.m. .”  he came to Phillips adjoining office. and
said that Seidel's current questioning was concerning the make-up
of the squad Sentinella was assigned to around 1965. This squad
‘handled security, racial, and civil rights matters and Seidel was
apparently seeking 1nformatlon as to the paridmetersof these types
of investigations and what they entailed. At this point Phillips
joined Seidel and Sentinella and offered the following in possible
assistance to Seidel, Phillips explained that the various Sections
of the Bureau Manuals dealing with these types of investigations
had been made available to the SSC and insofar as the security
Sections were concerned, there was presently being processed at the
Bureau superseded Sections dating back to 1960 to be made available
to the SSC. At this point Seidel stated he was not so much interested
in what the Manuals said but actually wanted Sentinella, to the best
of his recollection, to furnish names of individuals and organizations
under investigation in Atlanta during the pertinent period,
{Sentinella refused to name any, stating that he had no idea as to.
what might be under current investigation or how his furnishing of
information now might affect current Bureau's interests., Sentinella
altso told Seidel that he, Sentinella, was not so naive as to
believe that his information might not appear in the press. Seidel
immediately said that he would furnish no information to the press.
Sentinella then said that he was not intimating that Seidel would be
responsible, but that the information might still be publicized and
that once Sentinella gave the information it fell completely out of
his control. Seidel indicated that Sentinella might be required
through subpoena to testify before the SSC and be asked the same
question. Sentinella responded that his answer before the Committee
would be the same. Phillips indicated to Sentinella that if he
{desired to consult with Phillips concerning the names of any
investigations Sentinella recalled, Phillips would assist him by
indicating, if he knew, whether they were of current FBI interest.
Sentinella desired no such help and insisted to Seidel that he did
not desire to name the subjects of prior investigations. This inter-
lude in the formal interview lasted about 10 minutes after which
'Phillips returned to the adjoining room.

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

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

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

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

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

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

OBSERVATIONS:

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

Two incidents related above are very suggestive of a lack
of objectivity on the part of Seidel., The first concerns his
[comment to Phillips about the FBI net letting Sentihella give him

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

If the Committee is going to be asking questions like this one,
its objectivity is certainly subject to challenge.

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

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

RECOMMENDATION :

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

.
v, "

g %’I/ﬂ‘/

NW 86608 Docld:32989532 Page 26




ﬁ 7
i N . rgRTioN%L fGhm NO. 0™ - 5010-106
'- 4 AYEL942 tmﬁo" 4
GSA GEN, REG. NO. 27 i
A i
, :

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir. —
Dep. AD Adm.
Memorandum e
Admin,
Comp. Syst,
JTO : Mr. J. B, Adams paTE: April 23, 1975 'E:*l' A;‘Zc'fs —
’ Gen. Inv T
/’;'£ . # Id:::cv on
/S FROM W. R. Wannalw/ gzLL INFORMATTON g:zvgﬁ'pgn goocer
'.":) RFTN IS 1n: 1 Jﬁr AT ﬂIFI w Laboratory
s /’-’“@‘.‘\ DAT’FL_LLML ED Plan. & Eval.
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 _. Bféﬁ’&_&mm Spoe I 1)
fER-—-SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON el 1
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION Telophons Rmb.

'y o * Director Sec'y ___
By memorandum céptloned as above submitted earlier today, Hot
I advised you of a telephone call received 4/22/75 from former Spe01a1
Agent Whitson, He had called to advise that he had been requested

to appear for interview by Michael Epstein, staff member of the

Senate Select Committee.

At 2:50 p.m. today (4/23/75) Mr. Whitson called at my office
and said that he had just been interviewed by Mr. Epstein and was

¥/ a4~ __ CCZ‘““
M

E?E}\de31rous of reporting the results.
%("; Epstein first asked Whitson when he entered the Bureau, when

he first arrived for assignment at Headquarters, to what Headquarters

Division he had been assigned, and when he retired. ZEpstein then said

that he knew that Whitson had at one time mailed a package to

§§ Mrs., Martin Luther King from Tampa, Florida, and asked Whitson to
Telate the details concerning this matter. Whitson thereupon told

oy

him that in the late Summer of 1964 former Assistant to the Direct
Yg;) William C, Sullivan had telephoned Whitson at his home one Saturdd§7
\ and told him that former Director Hoover wanted Whitson to deliver,.
a package to Miami, Florida, by plane and on arrival at the Miami
I % Airport to telephone Sulllvan for further instructions., Whitson did
&! as directed and upon calling Sullivan was instructed to address the
package to Mr, Martin Luther King. Accordingly, Whitson had the
@i:m\%fckage weighed, put stamps on it, and addressed it to Martim Luther
) ing (not Mrs. Martin Luther King as Epstein had indicated), The
folloW1ng day, Sunday, Whitson flew back to Washington., The next day, -
o Monday, he informed Sullivan that his instructions had been carried

out and Sullivan commented "Someday I w111 tell you about that.
"REC-100 2 /1, Lf 5
Epstein asked him who had paid for the stamps to ma&i

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

xwz,«mwgf« #

t
WRW:dml ()¢« & MAY 27 1975
1l - Mr, Mintz
1 - Mr, Cregar CONTINVUED M&W&
1l ~ Mr., Wannall 4
1

~ Personnel File of SA Lish Whitson (Out of Service) -;j/;

8 4 MAY 27 1975 > @u‘f‘
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams

Re: SENSTUDY 75
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

Miami Airport, or whether Whitson had discussed this with anyone,
Whitson advised Epstein that he had not gone to the Miami Office, that
no Agent had met him, and that he had discussed the matter only with
Sullivan, At this point, Whitson asked Epstein how he got the story.
Epstein merely laughed and did not reply to the question.

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

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

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

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

It was Whitson's further recollection that sometime shortly after

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

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

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

- 2 - CONTINUED -~ OVER
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Memorandum to Mr, Adams

Re: SENSTUDY 75
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

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

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

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

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

ACTION:

If approved, an abstract will be provided for the records
of the Ad Hoc Coordinating Group.
"

§ i ‘ Sv 9 254 the abstrse! be
\})’J/\l‘ ?‘pdﬁfe‘;'}i Parap 7&1 rased +o aveid diseliger )
\r‘\ (jﬂ 6‘0[ 0“ ‘H\Q Icl’n*\‘l‘\ of the adareiav
\p\” Ve ;;k) o4 he ‘dhwlaoe
|09y <i?ﬁ .3 - CE%JQka-——“”
o
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l - Mr. J. B. Adams

CODE TELETYPE URGENWT
2—-— Mr., E. W. Walsh

(1 - Movement)
TO SAC REWARK May 16, 19735
2 - Mr. J. A. Mi
FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395) H v J’_‘lg‘fZHotiS)
w 7% i 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

fowt 73 1 - Mr. W. O. Cre
REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975. 4 gar
1l - Mr. S. F. Phillips

SECRETARIZS MARY ANN VASSA AND M. ANN MIEREEJEWEKI OF YOUR
OFFICE HAVE BEEM REQUESTED TO APPEAR FOR INTERVIEWS UNDER OATH
8Y THZ SENATE SELECT COMMITTER (88C) AT 2 P.M., TUHSDAY, MAY 20,
REPEAT 20, 1975. YOU ARE TO ADVISE BOTH I AN WAIVING THEIR
S/ ~ EMPLOYMEWT AGRSMMENTS GNLY TO THE SXTENT OF PIRMUITTING THEIR
g DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION RELAYING TO DUTISS PERFORMED BY THEM
f‘?;‘: JULY - SEPTEMBER, 1964, IN CONNICTION WITH FBI WORK AT DEMO-
) CRATIC MAYTIONAL CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, NEW JERSEY. L
3 EMPLOYESS ARX TO REPORT O J. B. HOTIS OR P. V. DALY OF
) iaaan comm's OFYICE, RGOM 4513, JUSTICE BUILDING, BETWEEN
11 A.M. AMD MOON MAY 20, POR CONSULTATION PRIOR TO 2 D.M.
APPEARANCES. THEY MAY PLAN TO RETURN TO NEWARK SAME DAY. FBY

mnzmmmm%mmnmwm \f#m..
—

é PR YA / s

Q{D mmmmmpmmmmmm.___-— it
y §
1 - 67-538691 (Personnel file Mary Ann Massa) (& MAY 23 1975 3»

Assoc. Dir

Dep. AD Adm. * . L7 = 67— 581180 (Personnel file M. Ann Mierzejewski) .

Dep: AD Inv. :

v SFP:PVD: eek -
Comp. Syst. ‘,IC (12) . SEE NOTE PAGE 2
e e — FEDERAL B’GM ‘OF INVESTIGATION |
Gen. Inv. __ COMNHJN CAT' S SECT'ON ) ur&y
Ident. ) .

Inspection _____
Intell. S 1975
Laboratory ,
Plon. & Eval. _ E Y
Spec. Inv, . TEL Y
Training . _ d)‘.} \
Legal Coun. W\
Telephone Rm. __
FIROOM ((J TELETYPE UNIT [V ; LGP0 534345

ector R ’ ‘
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PAGE THO 62-116395

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

COUNSEL*S OFFICE.

NOTE s

Referened teletype advised all offices of procedures
to follow if present or former employees contacted by 88C for
interview. Thesc two secretarieg were on a Special Squad at
Atlantic City, New Jersey, in connection with the Convention in
19264, The S8C Staff known to have already interviewed two former
Agents assigned to that squad. Ingtructions herein pursuant to
Mr. Mintz®s direction. F. A. O. Schwartz, Chief Counsel to the
Senate Select Committee advised that the Committee would reimburse
the employees! expenses incurred for transportation, etc,.,
relating to their testimony for the Commission. This matter has
been coordinated with L. Clyde Groover, of the Administrative
Division.

v
‘:yé

|
? s
1 a0 ¥ R i
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED Or

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

DATE /-

N§I gﬂfy{)

]

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106
MAY 1962 EDITION

GSA GEN, REG, NO, 27

UNITED STATES GOQERNMENT

Assoc. Dir.

M d Do 20 e,
gmoran um A:s;ml:"

Comp. Syst, —
Mr. J, B. Adams DATE: 5/9/75 Ext. Afelre —

Gen. Inv.

Iden'

%}:{%

Legal Counsel

o\

Spec. Inv.

Traini
Legal Co) n
Telopho:

Director Sec”

SENSTUDY 75

2

At approximately 2:35 PM, Mr. Allen G. ., Sentinella .,
telephonically advised that he retired from the Atlanta Office in
1971, and is currently employed at Georgia State University,
Atlanta Georgia. Sentinella said he had just been contacted by
an i_ndividual who identified himself as Lester Seidel of the Senate
Select Committee, Seidel desires to intéTview Sentinella on Monday,
May 12th, concerning the Martin Luther King and Levinson cases.

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

Sentinella asked whether or not he should retain private
counsel and he was informed if he felt it necessary, he should do so.
He was further informed that his interview was entirely voluntarily
and he had no obligation to submit to interview., Mr. Sentinella gave
his office telephone number as Area Code 404-658-216"7, 2168 or 2170

and "his home phone number as Area Code 404-4/1% - -
s dree Gotg S |3
REC'N % ‘ E}’ q,g : ﬁ-'
RECOMMENDATION: For information.te MAY 27 1975 & @gﬁ* v - ol
= T
v o}
1 - Mr, Adams M’i‘ Xo !‘)& 5 {f 5
1 - Mr. Wannall A ol Lo p
1 - Mr. Crepger AR 7./ i A
1 - Mr. Mintz f\y"' SN A8
1 - Mr. Hotis /ﬂ” i A pe
Lk ! 1. _l‘.// }/‘U W : t;}.;’y:
RFO:pitm I S N ‘,,N““ J{;;;‘
(B B PP ¢ @
)ﬁ AR 'J’Lkl'./.f ’LL "',__' R /{)d‘ Agj’w
y F,A 3 /,;/f;’l ,s‘“ ’ ,»
o 7 [ ~;_ 5.’ ._L'-‘) . vufu’ L . U
PO N ALY S P fr
MAY 2719 5*«. eyt T 00 =
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TO

AL
SUWEGTK\~fNSTUDY - 75

.

'Y " 3
op®FAC FoRM ';ﬂ) fo 5010-106 \

Gen. Inv
ROM W. O. &éqgg‘ 1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar ml}? yecﬁon

~
)

MAY 1562 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG, NO. 27 X

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

.

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
1l - Mr. T. J. Jenkins
1l - Each Assistant Director

Assoc. Dir.

Aam

é: AD, fn

Asst xfr
Admmg
Comp. Syst. o
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com.

v

Mr. W. R. Wannall DATE: 5 /19/75

ldont

Laborufwy

0 #W\OF”’ Plan, & Eval. _
ALL TNFORMATION CONTAINED Pl &8

EREIN IS JCLASSIFIED B ._Tm:nci;"g
e L 1%o) 1SR ATNIE e —

Director Sec'y

i

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

Committeels, Prioxr Regyests,“ copsists of 10 requests most of
which have been already responddd to or, in the instances of
requests numbers 4, 7, 8 and 9, are the responsibility of the
Department of Justice. Item 6 has been previously referred

to the White House. Appendices B, C, and D, contain numerous
"new" requests.which are extremely broad in their definition,
often ambiguous in meaning and contain many instances where

they seem to be parallel to and overlap previous requests.

On 5/16/75, a conference was held in the Intelligence
Division between representatives of the INTD SENSTUDY Staff and
Departmental representatives Messrs. Robert McDermott and
K. william O'Connor. Mr. McDermott is on the staff of the \)
Deputy Attorney General and has been active in coordinating
SSC matters. He is being replaced in this capacity on 5/19/25
Rights Division. Mr. O'Connor advised that the Deputy Attorney
General, Judge Tyler and White House representative James
contained in the May, 14, letter. TREQqf eltf@;ﬁ}sﬁ?‘eé é \‘\?,«
were much too broad and placed much too~grea n#
that the requests clearly indicated an intention @g SSC to .
gain access to FBI "raw files" while not actually 1 24 N
May, .14, letter defines the SSC request for "memoranda ‘
and other materials" as meaning 'all documents relating to the
62-116395 Tl

o
EWL:emc * .

(17){) A CONTINUED - OVER
o7 '

by Mr. O'Connor, Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil

Wllderotter were both greatly concerned about the requests

Department and the FBI to be forthcoming. Mr. Of Connor féT%““”“

this point. In this regard you will note that Pa§$n§.2£,§§e

subject matter requested and are to include (but are not limited
{ Qvgﬂyf

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

to) reports, letters, correspondence, airtels, LHMs, inserts,
executive conference memoranda, 302s, Assistant Director memos,
notes, routing slips, etc." This letter, also on Page 3,
recognizes that the request is substantial but urges the
executive agencies to apply sufficient manpower and attention
to enable prompt responses. Prompt response is defined by the
Committee as having most of the material available within 10
ays and all of it shortly thereafter. Mr. O'Connor advised
hat he was aware that the imposition of such a condition upon
he responses created an impossible task. He advised that on
onday, 5/19/75, he would contact SSC Chief Counsel F. A. O.
Schwarz calling attention to this time factor and also the often
broad and ambiguous manner of many of the requests appended
to the May, 14, letter. Mr. O'Connor hopes to negotiate these
requests as well as the conditions attached to the responses
by the SSC to the end that the requests are more narrowly
defined and that the deadline imposed by the Committee be
relaxed to a more realistic time frame.

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

ACTION:

None. For information purposes.

/ g
M w“ i
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JOHN G. TOWELHR, TCXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN |

-
PRILIP A. HANT, M'c‘iv . HOWARD H, DAXER, JR., TENN, .
WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN, BARRY GOLOWAYER, AZam.
WALTE= o! HUDDLELZTON, KY,, CHARLES MC C. MAT R., MO,
REBERTHORSAN, N.C¢ RICHARD §, SCHWE! /3 ° -
Ghny AT GO0 lnifed Diafes Denale

. wWILLlAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR
i REDERICK A. 0. SCHWARZ, JA., CHIEF COUNSEL
CURTIS R.'SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL SELEST COMMITTER TO
+ STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH

1 : RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(rursuanT YO §. RES. 21, WTH CONGRESS) *
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

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

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

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

. In the metter of the outstanding reguests the chronology is as
follows: ’ '

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

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

L
Mr. Schwarz also wrote the Deputy Attorney Ceneral and
v the FBI Director a memorandum on April 30 requesting that
Committee staff members be permitted access to certain documents
falling within the. scope of the March 19 request.

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

.

- | s

a7 142
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The Committee has not yet received a formal response to those
letters. Appendix A sets out those documents which have not yet
been supplied to the Committee pursuant to the March 19 letter
and follow-up, correspondence. .

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

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

‘ Second, the Committee is concerned about several programs

. oxr studies pertaining to specific intelligence or counter-
intelligence activities of the FTBI. S. Res. 21 specifically
requires the Cormittee to investigate "the conduct of domestic
counterintelligence operations against United States citizens”
by the FBI. Therefore, the Committee must conduct an exhaustive
investigation of the so-called "COINTELPRO" programs as well
as miscellaneous other incidents which have come to our attention.
S.. Res. 21 also specifically reguires the Committee to investi-
gate all aspects of the so-called "Huston Plan". Further
requests pertaining to these matters are set out as Appendix C.

K ” ' Third, we are interested in allegations pertaining to
electronic surveillance generally, ‘electronic surveillance of
the so-called "17 government officials and journalists" in
1969-T1 by the FBI, electronic surveillance and other intelli-

. _gence activities directed at Dr. Martin Luther Xing, Jr., and

) electronic surveillance and other intelligence activities at

' the Democratic National Convention in Atlantic City, New Jersey,

r . o in the summer of 1964. Requests pertaining to these subjects
are set out as Appendix D. ) ¢

e

' In setting out certain specific documents in the Appendices,

the .Committee does not change its position that the original request
of March 19 was general in scope and designed to encourage the

Justice Department and the FBI to provide us with documents pertain-
ing to the legal authority and the policy and procedures of the FBI
which have not yet been brought to the zttention of the Committee

and were therefore not specifically mentioned in any of its requests.
Furthermore, the Committee intends its requests to be generously
construed so that descriptive words used herein are meant in'a general

‘
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usage sense ‘and not necessarily in the technical sense ua 0 Lo Wiz
Justice Department or the FBI. Taus, words suul 3 -

othér materials™ refer to 2ll documents xelwui.s ©o

matter requested and are to include {(dut wire Tue Lliidew o, : _
letters, correspondence, airtels, LHMs, inserts, execulivs Clin Nvuee
memoranda, 302s, "Assistant Director memos', notes, routing slips,
ete. .

Where' the response to a particular request would involve the
production of derogatory personal information about an individual,
please provide the document with such information deleted and consult:
the Chief Counsel'regarding procedures for access to the deleted
information which will protect individual privacy to the degree
consistent with the Committee's need to exercise its mandate. _

We recogniie, of course, that this is a substantial request. :
But the mandate given to the Committee by the Senate is itself very

"broad. We are seeking to perform our duties under that mandate

expeditiously. TFor us to do so, it. is necessary for the Executive
Agencies to apply sufficient manpower and attention to our requests

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

for response dromptly, have most of the material available within

‘10 days,. and all of it shortly thereafter.

' The Committee also asks to be advised at once whether the

"specific documents presently outstanding from the March 19 request
(see Appendix A, items 1, 2, 6 and T) will be provided.

’.

/7€Z¢kﬂf -
. . |/ Frank Church .
[ . Qhairman

“3
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Appendix A

L DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE COMMITTEE'S PRIOR REQUESTS3 -
: : . . 3™

S : . AILT] zﬁrma“A;qvmnmmnmm
| ) i . LR o - .. . m_ﬂ.? .‘.}-.",. T ) .

ﬂ

Please provide._ .

1. FBI Intelllgence Division memorandum dated July 31,
1972, prepared by T. J. Smith discussing the legal
authority for FBI intelligence activities. '

2. The following attachments to the February 1975 FBI
Intelligence Division position paper on legal authority:

a. Memorandum by former FBI Director Hoover, dated.
wes o .. o« . April 28, 1965, relative to conversation with the
: President concerning effect of anti-Vietnam °
demonstrations upon the conduct of United States
) foreign and defense policy and letter to McGeorge
x o Bundy, Special Assistant to the President for
' X National Security Affairs, dated April 28, 1965,
- enclosing FBI. memorandum titled "Communlst Activi-
"t . - ties Relative to United States Policy of Vietnam"
; + dated April 28, 1965.

b. Letter to McGeorge Bundy, Special Assistant to.
the President for National Security Affairs, dated
o esa e July 25, 1961 enclosing memorandum concerning’

" United States internal security programs under the
control of the Interdepartmental Intelllgence Com-
mittee, memorandum prepared in response to White
House request. . ' .

St e n ¢. -Excerpt from report on the Status of the Internal

: . Security Program of the United States as of June
30, 1958, dated August 27, 1958, prepared jointly
by the Interdepartmental Intelligence Committee
and the Interdepartmental Committee on Internal
Security. , . .
d. Excerpt from report on the Internal Security Pro-
' . gram, dated March 5, 1954, prepared by Interde-

partmental, Intelligence Cor’erence and the Inter-

" departmental Committee on Internal Security.

o CfEmo - . S

N ba A6 355 WF
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e.. Memorandum from J. Patrick Coyne, Natiocnal Secu-~
rity Council Representative on Internal Security,
dated November 6, 1950, concerning necessary intel-
ligence measures relatlve to violence by Puerto
Rlcan natlonallsts.

All other FBI documents relating £o paragraph I off the

Committeet!s March 19 request. (Note- It is the
responsibility of the Bureau to produce all responsive

material whether or not the Commlttee has identified .a
specific document.) .

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

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

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

‘A1l memoranda of the FBI and the Justice Department

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

‘rity matters, (2) collect intelligence information,

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

' General dated April 23, 1975):

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

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

'e, -Surreptitious entry;.

d. 'All forms of physical surveillancee, including agent

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

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

f.. Obtéining bank, credit, or other personel informa-
tion; . R
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g. Incommunicado interrogation;

h. Maintenancé of files and records;

i. Dissemination of information from files and reécords;

J. So-called “"COINTELPRO" techniques and methods, in-

cluding all forms of organizational "disruptica'.

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

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

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

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

S

. a. "The files of the Intelligence Evaluation Com-

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

© General William Olson. -

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

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

d. "Any requests for Interdivision Information Unit
('IDIU') computer printouts made.by the Special
Litigation Section, the IEC, or the Analysis and
Evaluation Section.

-~

vally
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e. "An organlzatlon chart of the Internal Securlty

Divis..on before its 1970 reorganization, after
< . its 1970 reorganization, and after its 1973 merger
with the Criminal Division. ' '

£. TA copy of the analysis of grand juries convened
and prosecutions commenced by the Special Litiga-
tion Section which we understand was fqrnlsbed to

.the Senate Subcommittee cn CGonssibiuiion-.. JAinAa
on May 8, 1974." ) : ' i

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

|

| : .

| & 3 10. Further response to the memorandum from the Chief ,

‘ Counsel to the Deputy Attorney General and the FBI L
Director dated April 30, 1975, regarding Committee

= . staff access to materlals on FBI policies and proce- .

! . o, " dures. .

L4
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Appendix.B

FURTHER DOﬁUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE FBI

AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE - PRV \b

I. Pollcles and Procedures

Please prov1de'

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

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

b. All programs operated by the Intelligence Division
‘———--_,~§§_9r 1960 to the present. :

2. Committee staff access to all so-called "O" files or
- other general policy files with respect to each file

v 4 vaevw .o classification routinely used by the Intelligence Divi-

s;on for the period 1960 to the present.

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

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

a. The original decision to utilize the technique in
o . iInternal security, intelligence.collection, and/or
counterintelligence matters, operations, or
activities. .
cimwee 2ot b~ The policies and procedures of the FBI for the -
utilization of the technique in internal security,
intelligence collection, and/or counterlntelllgence
matters, operatlons, or activities. :

H

.
Ken
'.5;’,.??'.*

Vo /e 29,= 1M+

NW 88608 _Docl.d:32989532 Page 42

« = e




. -
LR I
d pA . - .
. ‘.
. .

5. Committee staff access to annual inspection reports
and related surveys for the past ten years with
respect to the following FBI field offices: New- York
City; Chicago; San Francisco; Los Angeles; San Diego; , .
Sacramento; Springfield, Illinois; Buffalo; Atlanta,
and Columbla South Carollna.

6. The annual inspection reports and related surveys for
the past ten years pertaining to the FBI IntelllgenCe
Division. ‘

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

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

: .
| . L4

II. Organizatibn Structure, and Jurisdiction
. Please provide.

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

q © 10. The June 1964 memorandum from Attorney General Robert.

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

\

11. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the-
odescrlbed in Item 10 above. - ‘ ;

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

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

Luyv 88608. Docld:32989532 Page 43
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14, 'All memoranda and other materials reflecting meetings

and contacts during 1971 between officials of the FBI
and .officials. of the Department of State on the subgect

of "legal attaches".

15. All memoranda and other materlals relating to the

. elimination of the FBI Crime Recorls LLVIc.in 0 Lo

1972 or early 1973.

ILI. Indices

Please provide:

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

perlod 1960 to the present:

a.’

b.

| " Cc.
- o
‘ e.

g.
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"Agltator" Jndex,
"Rabble Rouser" index,.
"Key Activist" list;*

List of "Action Groups";

"Securlty" index;

"Administrative" index;

All similar indices,.lists, or computer printouts.

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

or termination of

T




DOCUMENTS - PERTAINING TO THE "HUSTON PLAN", COINTELPRO,

e e

Appendix C

AND GTHER PRACTICES AND PROGRAMS

Please provide: TR '

1.

| <=

—~—

¢

r

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

A letter dated June 20, 1969, from Tom Charles
Huston, staff assistant to the President, to the

- Director of the FBI concerning resources being
~targeted toward the monitoring of foreign communist-

support of revolutionary youth activities in the
United States, effectiveness of such resources,
gaps in intelligence, and steps which should be

"taken to provide maximum coverage.

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

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

All memoranda and other materials pertaining to a-. :
request from Tom Charles Huston for an FBI inves-
tigation of the involvement of the New Mobilization
Committee in violent demonstratiens in November

1969. -

All memoranda. and other materials pertaining to- X
FBI policies, practices, and procedures for.liaison

with the CIA from 1960 to May 1970.

All memoranda and other materials relating to the
1969 disappearance of Associate Professor Thomas

Riha:;,” University of Colorado, insofar=a§ such memo-—s'm==" *

randa and materials relate to:

-
,&;'Y{:yp:

(/} e 3 ?S’;W)

B ' RIS g
I. -Huston Plan and Related Developments %%%@EiﬁhﬁL}ﬁk
4 . ] . . !",i‘\:t ’




"10.

(’ 1L

12.

. 13.

a.” Efforts of the FBI to ascertain the identity
. of confidential sources of the Central
‘Intelligence Agency; and

b. Inspections and administrative inquiries rc-
-lating to the disclosure of infor:  '=n =

Dr. Joseph R. Smiley, then~Presidu... ol v.ou
University of Colorado.

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

.the FBI severing liaison (formal, informal, or

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

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

of the FBI and personnel of the Central Intelli-

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

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

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

' re-establishment of the Liaison Section in late

1972 or early '1973.

-o *

A1l mémoranda and other materials prepared or com-

piled by FBI personnel assigned to the Interagericy

.Committee on Intell;genwg&iﬁd Hoc) working group

from June 54 970 to June 25, 1970.

Letter from FBI Director Hoover ﬁo Attorney General

Mitchell dated July 27, 1970, regardlng the "Huston
Plan". .

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

-15. :All memoranda and other materials pertaining to
the decision by Assistant Attorney General Henry
Petersen to terminate the Intelligence ZEvaliuation
Committee on June 11, 1973. (Furither Jocuments .
regarding the Intelligence Evaluation Committee
were requested in the letter of the Chief Counsel

- to the Deputy Attorney General dated April 23,
- 1975. See Appendix A, Item 8.)

. II. COINTELPRO
. " Please pr&vide:
i lé. Summaries of COINTELPRO case files prepared.by the
Gerieral Henry Petersen (see prepared statement of

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

-

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

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

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

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

cT T L,“"""'to, any Attognexxﬁeneral*nMember~of.Congress or President.

32989532 Page 47 .
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19. All memoranda or other_ materlals reflectlng approval
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20. A list of any COINTELPRO type activitiec kS de?
the prepared statement of Attorncy lonoy i 3;":J¢.:
the House Judiciary Commiti.o < Hovariier 2.? Lf”-, Lo

were engaged in by the FBT s“oscque“v T fif

\('! -,

X Lb; .o\./.—‘-.

i 53 A 1 _Other Spec1flc FBI Practices and Progruuu

Wi g 21. - An itemized description of the contents of each-

T - file folder in the so-called "Official and Con-
fidential" files of the FBI (see testimony of
Attorney General Levi before the House Judiciary
Committee, February 27, 1975). '

_ - 22. All memoranda and other materials contained in
= = s =as thé "Official and Confidential" files pertaining
to internal security, intelligence collection,
and/or coynterintelligence matters, operations,
or activities including, but not limited to, the
. following documents mentioned by the Attorney
General: . '

a. "Policy Matters"™ -- "Presidential'directives
regarding the role of the FBI in the security
| e field; conversations between Mr. Hoover and
a President-elect regarding the role of the
. FBI in his forthcoming Administration; letters .
T ' T ‘to and from the White House regarding.expan-"
sion of FBI legal attache posts abroad".

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

c. "Reference Materlal"-—— L compllatlon of data
concerning the 1964 riots". .
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d. "Protection of sources or sensitive 1nforma— . '

tion" -~ -"Materials on FBI counterintelligence i
activities; technical devices and techniques;

the telephone surveillance involving sensitive ;
coverage in the national security area'. ‘“:

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

e ~ . Judiciary Committee, February 27, 1975:

. . . In order to consider what measures may be .
appropriate, we have endeavored to characterize S
the types of abuse to which the Bureau has been %
st it ie e susceptlble in the past. . .

a. "Use of the resources of the FBI to gather
. political intelligence. Our review disclosed "
i a few documented instances in which the Bureau o
at times during the. course of an election o
campaign was requested to provide -- and did
, . indeed provide -- information which could be

4 ‘used as political intelligence information.
’ In one instance, this involved a check of FBI
files on the staff of a campaign opponent. v

: b. "Improper use of the FBI in connection with : )
' the political process. In a few instances . [
' recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent Presi- '
T . dent caused the FBI to gather Intelligence , o
' relating to a political convention under cir- ,
cumstances that although cast in legitimate. '
law. enforcement terms could -- and some would

say should -- have been suspected of being . '
politically motivated.

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

an-sseaa-é%elaeam-pégme- : : ‘ - ) L
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d. "Use of information in the FBI files to
respond to or discredit. critics. Again, the
Bureau files document a very small number of

. instances in which derogatory information
legitimately obtained by the Burcau was dis-

seminated to other members of the Exscus’ve
. Branch.to enable them to discredit onzir

. critics.

e. "Use of the FBI in connection with other
legitimate law enforcement activities. There,
was one documented instance where the FBI was
used to conduct an inquiry for what might be
described as political purposes, relating to

~es S

an investigation properly conducted by other |

Executive Branch officials."

24. -All memoranda and other materials reflecting con-
versations, contacts, or communications between
the FBI and the CIA on the subject of the estab-
lishment or “creation of "notional" Marxist-
Leninist organizations within the United States.

.o,

. | . |

25. All memoranda and. other materials reflecting activi~
ties of any agents, employees, or informants of the
FBI in connection with: .

a. The establishment, creation, or financing of
"notional® Marx1st Leninist organizations with-
in the United States.

o ! b. The establishment creation, or financing of:
(1) The Red Star Cadre, or Red Star Swap Shop,
- _" . (2) TheARed’ColieCt1Ve. R

*26. All reports prepared by the Offite of Criminal
Justice of the Department of Jusfice pursuant to
the request in September 197U of the Attorney Gen-
eral and/or Deputy Attorney General pertaining to
the so-called "Wounded” Knee' case and any other
so-called "political trial" or other prosecutions
brought by the Special Litigation Section of the
Internal Security Division.
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28.

29.

30.

PR
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g
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All memoranda or other materials prepared by the
FBI re]atlng to the reports described in Item 26.

All memoranda and other materials. pertalning to
the origins and conduct of the FBI 1nvest1gation
in the Dominican Republic in 1965.

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

The current office assignment or last known address
of the following persons who in 1970 were employed

-~ at the Portland, Oregon, office of the FBI:
.a.  Leo B. App ‘
"b. Edgar Oz.Ingles, Jr.
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APPENDIX D

REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE Oy "gﬂmﬂk

R 'F' m "

O s W

fm - ","

Please provlde the Commlttee' ’ %%Lﬁ&A“ ;EY '
1. "Manual for the Conduct of Electronlc Surveillance® .

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

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

L., A list of all electronic surveillances, identified by subject
and target, of the so-called "Kissinger 1T7".

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

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

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

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

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

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

7. All memoranda and other materials which: "

(a) relate to intelligence gct1v1ties at or in connection
with the Democratic National Convention in Atlantmc City, New

Jersey, in August l96h

o

: | | . l
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(b) relate to electronic surveillances of télephones'
and/or premises at 24lh Atlantic Avenue and/or the Clairidge
Hotel in Atlantic City, New Jersey, during August 1954,

8. Committee staff access to all memoranda and oiics mogerials
reflecting the identities of persons monitored, 1L cont-nar ol
conversations monitored, and/or any informeticn ot . il
conversations monitored on the surveillances duuci.. - . : .,

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

iO. All records, vouchers, travel authorizations, expense
receipts, ticket stubs, governmental travel requests (GTR's), and
"any other documents which relate to travel by: .

(a) Former Special Agent Lish Whitson from Washington, D.C.,
to Tampa or Miami, Florida, during 1964;

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

(¢c) Former Special Agent William C. Sullivan from
Washington, D.C., to Atlanta, Georgia, during 1964.

11l. The current office of assignment or last known adress of
‘the following persons who, in 1964, were employed at the Newark, New
Jersey, office of the FBI' .

' (a) Robert L. Tagg . o,
(b) John B. Meade N
(¢) Billie D. Williams
s (&) John J. Creamer, Jr. . .
(e) Jonn J. Connolly

(£f) Marjorie Ann Miermejewski

(g) Mary Ann Mass

AN

-@g. The last kﬂgwn address of the following former Special Agents
of tﬁ\i&BI ‘ . .

N
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(2) Harold Llnebaugh, vho' in 1964 was employed at FBI
headquerters,

(b) Elmer Todd, who in l96h was employed at.the
Washlngton Field Office.

: 13. The names and current office assignments or last
known addresses of all FBI employees assigned to the U. S. Embassy
in Rome, Italy, in 196L4.

W

14. SAC letter 64-11 captioned "Protection of the President";

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

15. All July and August memoranda from former Special Agent
Leo T. Clark to the Assistant Special Agent in Charge or the Special
Agent in Charge of the Newark, Hew Jersey office of the ¥FBI,
captioned "Protection of the President ~ White House Inqpiry".'

i ' 16. All memorznda and other materials containing the results
of any administrative or other inquiry undertaken by the FBI as a
‘result of and/or relating to the allegations contained in the

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

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

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

(a) Robert Kunkel

® " (b) Courtland Jones
(¢) ZErnest Belter .
(d) James Gaffney  *

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

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

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

. 21. With respect to each occasion on whiéh the Director of
the FBI testified before the House Appropriations Committee from 1965
until the present, please provide the number of warrantless electronic
surveillances in oyperation: ’

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

(¢) thirty days subsequent to such testimony.

L

-
an

wsi?,
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Intelligence Division

INFORMATIVE NOTE

bue . May 13, 1975

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

By memorandum dated 5/8/75 we advised

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

of this interview.

telephonically advising him through the
Newark Office to contact the Bureau's
Legal Counsel regarding arrangements for a
representative from the Bureau to accompany
him on the 5/19/75 appearance before the

SSC.

1 - Mr. Mintz (ﬂﬁ”ﬁkﬁ%;/

AW D __
Yy W

Responsive to Devlin's request, we arg¢

-
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AN o

{ ,.’ | Assoe. Dir, .. {!
’ FEDLRAL BUREAY HF JIVESTIGATION ' gep.-A.D.—Adm.... \
. .-A.D.-I !
J‘Rtéz AX CODED COMMUNICATIONS SECTION Pus-grad ‘
- Admin. 7
: ) MAY 91 1375 Comp. Syst. ___ [
\§3? 16PM NITEL 5/21/75 VAN i Ext. Attaira __ f
" e Fil h
TO DIRECTOR (62-116395) ?Eﬂéf VPE Glerfslizvcf-—é—i
- Ident. ._.... i
/_FROM ALEXANDRIA (62-217) RUC) 1 PAGE ﬁfﬁ?‘%‘. /g
SENSTUDY 75, , P
7 b; Spec. Inv.
RE ALEXANDRIA TELETYPE TO BUREAU, MAY 3, 1975.. I?mygz
. exal Coun. el
) Jeph Rm.,
FORMER BUREAU AGENT HAROLD P. LEINBAUGH, 1160 WIMBLEDON DRIVEReRor i —

MC CLEAN, VIRGINIA, CONTACTED ON MAY 28, 1975, IN ACCORDANCE WITH g})@f/fm
BUREAU INSTRUCTIONS, LEINBAUGH STATED HIS FEELING AT PRESENT IS
THAT HE WILL REFUSE TO BE INTERVIEWED BY STAFF MEMBER OF CONGRES- |
SIONAL COMMITTEE BUT IN EVENT HE CONSENTS TO INTERVIEW AND SENSITIVE
MATTERS ARISE, HE WILL REQUEST PRESENCE OF BUREAU AGENT OR CONTACT
LEGAL COUNSEL AT FBIHQ.
END

HOLD FOR ONE N .4\ 3
(,::\
=My H FBIHQ ACK FR ONE \
-
‘-"'~:
\.5 2, \ '&
./)_‘\,“\ ’ ()2~ “ @;”/\ /_L\

3 MAY 27 1978

IS i
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75437PM NITEL MY 12, 1975 JCG

0 _~ DIREGTOR (62-116395)

Assoe. Dir.

Asst, D.u‘
Admin, .

Dep.-A.D -A@.‘
Dep.-A. B, -an 121
i

Comp.,

Wileg

Ihf U
Ly

fixt. Aftaxrs

& Com.
Gon, Inv.
Itlent

v nf,)() 4
% Vi

PLzu. & Lval

st

5}".2

turv —_—

Spee. Inv.
Treining |

-

Legal Coun. .

Telephone Rm,

Director Sec'y

FROM  NEWARK (66-3971)
@?s-,ru DY ?3) | @ '
RENKTEL CALL TO BUREAU TODAY, 2
FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN CONTAGTED THE NEWARK OFFICE
MAY 12, 1975, AND ADVISED HE WAS REQUESED T0 APPEAR BEFORE
THE SENATE COMMITTEE AT 238@ P.M., IN WASHINGTON, D.C., ON
~ HONDAY, MAY 15, TO BE INTERVIEWED FOR THE RECORD. AS THE BUREAU
' IS AVARE, DEVLIN.JAS BEEN PREVIOUSLY INTERVIEWED REGARDING HIS
KNOWLEDGE OF ‘THE TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES CONDUCTED DURING 1964
DEMOCRATIC PARTY NATIONAL NOMINATING CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, rt>
Node yd

i
1
&

DEVLIN ADVISED THAT HE WOULD LIKE SOMEONE FROM THE BUREAU
10 ACCOMPANY HIM TO THE INTERVIEVW BY THE SENATE COMNITTEE STAFF.

BUREAU IS REQUESTED TO ADVISE NEWARK, FOR TRANSNITTAL TO DEVLIN,
BUREAU CONCERNING \ O

(n;’»‘-l/

INFORMATION CONCERNING WHOM HE SHOULD CONTAJ%EM—\Q

S

. THIS REQUEST.

" END
“PLS—ACK—FOR™(5)

B4 My 271

MWV _BB608 _Blocid: 379

»F.
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 S 5010-106 3
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG., NO, 27 '
I
by

UNITED STATES GO\r-}gRNMENT

Assoc. Dir.

. . Dep. AD Adm, __
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall Oep. AD . —
M emomna’un”\z Lo Mo W R Wamnall D
fo s Al
TO : Mr. W. R. Wannalnﬂ@ﬂ patE: 5/21/75 ;;?émi:

Gen. Inv.

Idente
! Inspection
FROM : W, O. Cregar Intoll.

. Laboratory
/ﬂ Plon. & Eval.
’ 0 Spoc. Inv.
SUBJECT: {SENSTUDY -~ 75

Training

(

Legal Coun.
Telophone Rm. __

T
<D Director Sec'y —
*} On 5/15/75, Senate Select Committee Staff Members

Mark Gitenstein and Thomas Dawson reviewed Manual of Instructions
Sections 107, Part I, relating to security informants and Section
130 relating to extremist informants. The review took place from
3:50 p.m. to 5:40 p.m. in the conference room at INTD. SA

Elmer W. Larson of SENSTUDY -~ 75 project was present during the
review. Gitenstein and Dawson asked several questions con-
cerning administrative and technical clarifications but

raised no substantive questions concerning the sections under
review.

ACTION.: C{
P

None. For record purposes.

62-116395

EWL:cme N w

(3)

BBy 390/ 37
N i

16 RMAY 231975 i

‘“”‘“m"’—%ﬁ \

I

8 A MAY 931975
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4 . ”“*' 1 - 3 Adams «
' ‘ 1~ Cleveland :
1 - ¥y, Hintz
1 - Mr. Gebhardt

.} - Pr. VWannall

1a, 1875
ORI May s L

ALY, THFORNATION C TAINED . BY LIAISON

PTRDIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
viri |23/ BISPZEIIIEE 1 - wr. cregar

1 - Mr. Flenmister

b
1 - Mr. Crescioli - Qyﬂw

Mr. Wiliiam J. Cotter @
Chief Bostal Inspcector LTS
U. 8. Postel Seyvice - &L =
Washington, D. C. -l

X<

Dear Bill:

of your Service %o fuvnigh the identities of all FBXY
mail covers piaced since 3980,

in view 62 i:he faet that such ixsmxn%mn -
directly relates to the 1nvesi:igative responsibilition
of this Bureaw, 1t i5 reguested that you advise the
Benate Select Lommittes that suchk a reguest should be
made to the FBI thmu:gh the Qffice of the ﬁﬁtsraey Generat.

Houxr coeperaﬁ,ion m this m%tev iz :smcerely

2 aupreciated. : . _
}:’f o Sincerely yours, (ped ~
‘ B I BRI
N Clavence H. Eelleygsy MAYNRT 1975
J,\JJ : biyecwf

e
L4C:tdp (30) e
HOTE: - . .
Soe nmemorandum Filemister to Wannall dated 5/15/75,
Ao ——  captiomed "Hail Covers," prepared by LAC:¢dp.

Dep. AD lnv. — .
Asst, Dir.:
Admin.

o — Vi g
Fils & Con. _ p{»\}}{’}g » ?)»é ,2&/! 3»93

Gen. Inv. - : ':A' T RECORDED
Ident. ‘ ‘ } b ' O b\ o . m

lnspccﬂnn 4 . . V@ 1975
totoll. — . b‘y ! A ) g m

Plons 8 Bl - o C,}/;/{ s —
Spec. Inv. ) ’ . ?l;' g, N

Trainin
Legal C:m. /}';)fi
Telophone Rm.
Drecrer oty — y MAIL ROOM[C ) TELFTYPE UNIT[ /4

8 4 MAY 27 1975
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'O"IONAL JORM_NO, 10 5010-106
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG, NO. 27

#* UNITED STATES G(’RNMENT

- Memorandum

TO . Mr. W.R. Wannall W Fﬁ*" DATE:
Flemister Labaratory

) /%?
FROM : H,C. Flemister, Jr.
N - - Plon. & Eval,
Crescioli Spec. nve.

UBJECF : MAIL COVERS S ’ ' Training \L_\E_\

ra Aesoc. Dir,

Dep. 'AD Adm.

Adams Dep. AD Inv,
Cleveland Asst. Dir,:

. Mintz M.

' Comp. Syst. )

Ext. Affairs

Files & Com.

Gebhardt Gen. Inv.

Ident.

Wannall nspectio
Cregar kﬁgﬁﬁfgz-

‘?”‘J‘
. .

11
=
2]

FEEEES F

N
o
(92
(9

B pd e et U1 ped el
N I

. s e

Legal Couiyes__
Telophone-Rm. %

Director Sec'

4
_ﬂg This is to advise of recent request by senate
Select Committee (SSC) that U. S. Postal Service (USPS) -ﬁs
furmish to the SSC the identities of all mail covers placed
by the FBI since 1960. , i

On 5/14/75 Mr. Ron L. Jackson, Assistant Chief n
Inspector, Office of Security Investigations, USPS, adised L)
Liaison Officer L.,A. Crescioli that Mr. Paul Wallach, staff ‘Q)
member of the SSC, has requested USPS to furnish the
identities of all FBI mail covers placed with the USPS since !
1260. According to Jackson, Chief Postal Inspector William J. fﬂ
Cotter has informed Wallach that the FBI is the custodian T2
of such detailed information and that the SSC should there-
fore make this request directly to the Bureau. Mr. Jackson $§
requested that the FBI consider directing a communication
to Chief Cotter, pointing out that the Bureau does interpose ¥
an objection to the USPS complying with above request and f&

N3
a

ATTONR cox:ruasﬁr ™o £./5 '

ALy, oy

that the SSC should proceed directly to the FBI in this
regard.

OBSERVATIONS:

The request for the ideniities of all FBI mail covers
since 1960 in effect provides the SSC with the identities
of the subjects of FBI investigations, which includes some
- extremely sensitive cases. The intelligence community in
attempting to work out guidelines with the SSC as to
sensitive areas of inguiry haveindicated that specific
targets of ongoing intelligence operations should be subject
to negotiation between the SSC staff and the appropriate
agency. The Intelligence Division believes that we should
take a strong stand in this instance and attempt to negotiate .
an accommodation which would allow the SSC to carry out its :

mission but yet not compromise ongoing FBI sensitiV8” Ipfyesfesses
tigations. - g
¢ | o=l BIS= 6wy 1o
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Memorandum to Mr. W.R. Wannall L
RE: MATL COVERS TEe

RECOMMENDATION : Lo

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

T es e e
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UNYTED STATES gc.RNMENT | | . ‘ ‘I;Z‘f; "Q"g:;/
Memorandum . b

TO : m. Jo Bo Adams DATE: 5/15/75 Ext. Affairs

Files & Com. .

’J ) Gen. Inv.
. Idents oo
lg FROM H Legal CW%M\/ . Inspection

intell.

e

S b
sUBJECT: REQUEST OF HARRY H. WACHTEL ON reh
BEHALF OF ESTATE OF MARTIN LUTHER L? =
KING, JR., CONGRESSMAN ANDREW YOUNG, B
C>  AND D.ELEGAPT-E WALTER E. PAUNTROY /.,

39, L ﬂ7 278N %ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
My memorandum of March 19, 1975, reported discussions
T with the attorney for the estate of Dr. Marun Luther King, Jr., who
also represents Mrs. Coretta King and her children. It was clearly
- indicated that Mrs. King and her children were concerned about invasion
of personal privacy that might occur should there be disclosure of inquiries
concerning the FBI investigation of Dr. Martin Tuther Xing, Jr. At the
"N conclusion of our conference with the King representatives, Assistant
1Attorney General Scalia asked me whether I would be willing to agree to
‘have Mr. Wachtel notified in the event a congressional committee requested
2 access fo such material in Bureau files. I told him that I saw no difficully
(A in the Department advising Mr. Wachtel in the event such a request is made
'by a committee of the Congress. The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
., Activities has initiated inquiries concerning the Bureau's investigation of
Dr. King and though they have not as yet requested material from our files
*which may contain tapes of electronic surveillance of Dr. King, it is likely
- that thelr inquiry will reach the stage where such demands will be made.

2

Yol e

QIHE’“‘

3

F H;\’Ci_ﬁ,,

¥

TER0 €]

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

it

ORIGIUAL FEED W /) _ Syt (r,

- \.
~ail

-'"*i_L INFORMATION CONTAINED

‘\\D estate and Mrs. King for whatever action they may deem 2 EE ogz*ﬁif
N .
| 1 - Mr. Wamall NOT RECORD E
| 1 - Mr. Moore .. . , 46 WAY 27 1975 T wEeSidgesi
1 - Mr. McDermott - i o _,j.'j
1 - Mrs. Metcalf : )7 Ve
1 - Mr. Hofs /1,(9/) - ?3{ AERY
1 - Mr. Mintz ) 1,37 |
. JAM:mid (8) ,/ { UJ‘«@ Lr / CONTINUED -~ OVER
4 o
(”f
8 4 MAY 2T 1975
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emorandum to Mr. Adam
e: Request of Harry H. Wachtel etc.

; - RECOMMENDATION:

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

s G
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To Atlornoy Genezal

¢ é

&y 18, 1978

1 - Mr. Wannall

1 - Mr. Moore

1 - Mr. McDermott
1 - Mrs. Metcalf

1 - Mr. Hotis

1 - Mr. Mintz

Téveator, FiR

REQUEST OF HARRY E. WACHETEL OY
BEAMLY OF DSTATS OF MURTH LUTSLR
RENG, IR, , CONGRESIIAN ANDREY TOURG,

ARD DELECATE VALTER-B. FATWIROY -
-7 J - q
e s SR
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éspopniory eolseo conseraly; Dv. Ring. Thoy (ndisated an filerost J
£a undminiden ammposrinte reensyres (0 Ml the pasclidiity of puiils
Eaciers of dopornioey infeowmniise Kl wany Bo predused 83 a posall
6f farizion sueh us (2050 € sz b wads by tho Sanate Solent
Commiiies oa Eniellizaase Jetiviiiog and rozuested that thoy woulid be
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The Attornsy Teasral

and Delegate Walter B, Faunlroy. The T would bave no ohjection
should you degide to advise My, Wachial that the current Inguiny by
ihe Deaate Feleel Comrplites on Inlellizencs Aclivities concerns i

FEL invealigaiien of Dy, Binzin Luther Hing, v

1« The Beguly Atlernsy Generst

1 - Asclstact Aftovney Gemeval | e
Dificn of Leogal Couniel ' S

NOTE: Based on memorandum Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams,
: .B/15/75, captioned as above, JAMmid.
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‘:MR. W. R, WANNALQ;&»’

. MR. f\e@ CREGAR

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

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

5010-106

Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm.
° . Po Callahan Dep. AD Inv.

m . J B AdamS Asst. Dir.:
- Mr. T. J. Jenkins Admin.

Comp. Syst.
paTE:May 12, 1975 Files & Com, __

Ext. Affairs ___
l - m . J. Ao Mintz Gen. Iny.
1 - Mr.J. B, Hotis :%%ﬁa;zf/
1l - Mr. W. R. Wannall WAV

’ B 1 - Mr, W. 0, Cregar

¢

el =t

Laboratory
Plan, & Eval.
Spoc. Inv. .5
Training

?I?:.Li.ll Rl )
between former Assistant to the Director “John P. Mohr and DitctorSoc'y

Mr. Jenkins at which time Mr. Mohr furnished additional information
regarding his meeting with representatlves of the Senate Select

Committee (SSC) Staff on the morning of 5/9/75. ‘.';

Tn reconstructing his interview on the morning of 5/9/75
by Staff Members Mark Gitenstein, Thomas Dawson and Lester B, Ez,
Seidel, Mr. Mohr recalled them asking if he knew who prepared the
"surreptitious letters' the Bureau sent in the Socialist Workers
Party case., Mr., Mohr advised the Staff Members that he did not
know but he presumed somebody in the Document Section of the
borat robabl epared these lgtters,
Laboratory probably prepa 33 <a’)_ (—e-__/Bg
As reported in my memoranduii~of 5/9/75, members of the
Staff Committee are hoping that Mr. Mohr will be able to arrange an
interview of Miss Gandy by members of the SSC providing Mr., Mohr
is present., In this regard, Mr. Mohr desired some guidance as to
what he could tell Miss Gandy if Staff Members asked her for the
names of individuals, appearing in the official and confidential
files of Mr, Hoover, Mr. Mohr was telephonically advised on the
afternoon of 5/12/75 by Cregar that the Bureau could not give him
any advice as to what he could tell Miss Gandy recognizing that
whatever he told Miss Gandy was strictly between the two of them
and not of concern or interest to the FBI. It was further pointed
out to Mr, Méehr that neither he nor Miss Gandy should feel under
any obligation to report to the Bureau what Miss Gandy decided 1n
this regard as well as what she might tell the Staff of the
during her forthcomlng interview by them on 5/15/@33 MAY 23 1975

On the occasion of Cregar's call to Mr. Mohr on the 1
afternoon of 5/12/75 Mohr recalled that he had tola Staff Members
of the SSC Miss Gandy had turned over to Mr, Felt the official and
confidential files amounting to one-half a file drawer, Mr. Mohr
in speaking with Miss Gandy subsequent to his interview on 5/9/75
learned the official anduconfidential files turned over to Mr. Felt

62-11639

WOC:ekw'Q(S) CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. ﬁ; R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

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

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

ACTION:

For information and record purposes.
FpﬁﬂlfffL’ (zfyﬂxgﬁr
_ £\
ﬁ ,ﬁ»»-?"ﬂ 4N ?0/%5
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GSA GEN. REG, NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Assoc Dir.
. Callahan oA

l

1 Mr. N P buln\’
¢, Memorandum L 3l B Adams

]_ - MI‘. T. J. Jenkins Comp..Syst._
TO : MR, W. R. WANNALL . DATE: May 9, 1975 e Al —
| 1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz T
FROM :MR. W, REGAR 1 - Mr. J. B, Hotis .'ZIG"ﬁ'Z

s ) 1 - mo W. R. Warmall Laboratory
(¢ 1 - Mr. W. O. Crega on & vl
SUBJECTt SENSTUDY 75 .
\_’/ ' ‘ “T-__
This memorandum reports the results of a m “ng a:lﬂjk::

between former Assistant to the Ditrector John P. Mohr and repre- CX

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

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

Staff Members of the SSC 5/9/75. Repygy  (,5 - /), 395137

Prior to Mr. Mohr's interview by the Staff of the SSC,
Section Chief William O. Cregar met with him, Mr, Mohr was advised
that should representatives of the Staff pose any questions to him
which could lead to the identification of sensitive sources,
sensitive methods of FBI operations or material derived from other
U. S, agencies or foreign governments, he could decline to answer
such questions until he had an opportunity to consult with a Bureau
representative, Mr., Mohr understood the purpose of Mr. Cregarls:«
presence and assured him that should the inquiry by*=Stat T““émbers
of the SSC get into these areas of inquiry, he would Fﬁﬁt@;ﬁ@ﬁ s

IE‘EIED
.

ICLASS
o/_BY.

consult with Cregar prior to responding.
sremenn WHRCRESS;

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

could prove useful and allow the SSC ‘Staff to better un/aistand

AT, TNFORMATION CONTALRED oL

HEREIN IS
DATE

how the FBI was administered at Headquarters.

62-116395 ’ oo - \B
woc: elew@ R/ f Losn
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

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

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

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

office following his death.
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

’ The question of Mr, Tolson's will did arise.

‘ \Mr. Mohr advised that Hillory Tolson had not decided whether

he was going to contest the will. According to Mr, Mohr, he

’ recently had lunch with Hillory Tolson at Mr. Tolson's request

| at which time Hillory Tolson suggested he was not going to

‘ contest the will. However, Mr. Mohr had not seen any documentary
| evidence of Hillory.'s decision in this regard.

\

Finally, the Staff Members asked if Mr, Mohr knew
the whereabouts of Miss Gandy or at least her telephone number.
| He told thembhe did know herawhereabouts and telephone number
| but promised her he would not reveal them, Mr, Mohr was akked
‘ whether Miss Gandy would be available for interview. Mr. Mohr
| advised the Committee that he would attempt to persuade her
| to be interviewed providing he, Mr, Mohr, was allowed to be
present during the entire interview. The Staff Members inter-
posed no objection to that arrangement and Mr., Mohr indicated
to Mr, Gitenstein that he would advise him of Miss Gandy's
desires regarding an interview under the conditions stipulated
above,

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

ACTION: For information and record purposes.
= il
\)JT‘“’\"’UQ o 6(/ %‘,’L&
£f7 e MAN o
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Memorandum : o

Admin.

N\ ¥ i Comp. Syst, o
f".fo © Mr.J. A. Mintg W DATE: 4/14/75 Ext. Afors —
o Gen. Inv.

2? /{/ R s ‘S:p,/ /- 7 /0/} Ir ¢ ,,r :::::cnon J—

FROM : My, W. R. Wannall

»r Intell.

3 Laboratory

\ &A1 j_,u fe g ! [ m—etil :Ian. f. Evol, _

SUBJECT %JONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY R T'::;i"';v'
- 7 T Legal Coun.

Telophone Rm.

3{ Director Sec'y

e/
Reference Mr. Heim memorandum to Mr. Modre dated 4/10/75,
enclosing edited version of paper entitled /\'Disserfation on Procedures for
Opening, Closing and Ma.mtammg Domestc Securlty Cases in Pendmg‘ Status "

e s e g e =

INTD has no objection to the edited version.

ACTION:

Legal Counsel Division review edited version for legal considerations.

ALL: v, ﬁVK/O( 4 w{{“) Ag; ¢
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Director Sec'y
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| TO Mr. ﬂ&gﬂﬁ? DATE: 4/10/75
p——
/ ," () Ident.
. FROM : Mr. Heim Ot i (.(f 7 (fofi(t)l// s &—¢1
| b Tota /]
| SUMECT: coNGRESSTOWAL TEsTIMONy =~ MI®///Leate-—
f Aﬂwa%' Reference W. R. Wannall to Adams memorandum
: dated 4/1/75, and captioned as above which submitted
a proposed statement for congressional testimony
concerning the opening, 01081ng, and -maintenance of
domestic security cases in pending status. This
Division was to review the statement from a stylistic
standpoint.
: The statement has been reviewed along these
’KS lines and edited.
CY
2 © RECOMMENDATION :
~N
;\\ That attached edited version of the aforementloned/
R statement be forwarded to Intelligence Division for review
PR and approval and then submitted to Legal Counsel Division
I for its review and approval.
X
3 %},
I " - . "\ b!
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENIHG, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

FBI authority to investigate domestic sccurity
cases is derived from numerous criminal statutes and
Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyality matters. Procedurally,
the Bureau opens, continues, and closes such cages on
the bagis of these legal eonsiderations.

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

More specifically, domestic security invegtigations
are initiated when allegations c¢learly indicate & person,
aither as an individual or as a member of a group, acts
to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the
Smith Act, the Rebellion oy Insurrection Statute, the
Seditious Conspiracy Statute, oy other related enactments.
Special emphasgis is placed on those engaged in violent
furtherance of such illegal aogts. A full investigation

continues so long as these indications of illegal activity
crist.

Then allegations do not cleaxly indicate
that activitics on the part of an individual £211 within
this jurisdictional area, self-imposged regulations regquire
that a "preliminavy investigation™ be conducted. This
inguiry consists of obtaining infoxrmation from established
sources (such as records maintained by police depavtments,
local governments, and private agencies): inforxmants;
public source information; and FBI recoxds. These invosti-
gations are limited to 90 days during which an honest
efifort is nmade to distinguish as soon as possible hetween
legitimate political agtivity and illegal acts. If
more than 890 days are reguired tp resolve thig guestion,
authority to exceed this period must be obtained from
¥BI Headguarters. In segking this extension, a full
stakement must be made 6f the allegation, the jurisdictional
authority involved, and facts that appear ko justify

the continuance. \
W ( _&(f‘r‘
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When an allegation is received that a group
may fall within existing jurisdictional criteria, IBI
Headguarters is immediately notified and a "preliminary
investigation" along the lines already indicated is
undertaken, Agaln, approval from PBI Ilcadquarters nust
be obtained to continue this "preliminary investigation”
beyond 90 days to vresolve whethor juricdictional standaxds
are met., If met, a £full investigation is conducted
upon approval by FBI Headquarters.

Intexnal sccurity investigations are also
conducted on the basis of specifie instructions from
the Bitorney CGeneral (pursuant to Presidential Directives)
to the bDirector of the 7BI. Until the instruction is
complied with, these matters remain pending.

Bvery effort is made to maintain proper
adnministrative control over domestic security investigations
and to insure full compllance with the law. In this
regard, Bureau rules requive Agents to limit investigations
to relevant matters. Supervisory personnel in the Field
and at FBI Hoadguarters review ‘the progress and relevancy
of these investigations, and rveports are forwarded to
the Department of Justice, Agents also reoceive legal
instruction on a continuing basis in order that they
may be fully able to yecognize relevance and safeguard
individual rights.

These Bureau procedures have been deviged
in an honest effort to carvy out with maninum efifectiveness
and propriety our vital domemtic security responsibilities.
Over the yvears, the FBI has handled these responsibilities
and protected the domestic security of our Nation with
great dedication and, I believe, with grcea® distination,
We will continue to vigorously caxry out these duties
with all due regard for individual rights and liborties.
I baelieve the procedures I have outlined are in full
accord with this purpose.
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

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

9-4:/5

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

FFm

ALY INFORMATION COMTAINED
HEREIN IS USCLASSIFIED

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

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

t /-/7¢/ BY

DAT

When allegations do not clearly indicate

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

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

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

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

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

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

These Bureau procedures have been devised
in an honest effort to carry out with maximum effectiveness
and propriety our vital domestic security responsibilities.
Over the years, the FBI has handled these responsibilities
and protected the domestic security of our Nation with -
great dedication and, I believe, with great distinction.

"We will continue to vigorously carry out these duties

with all due regard for individual rights and liberties.
I believe the procedures I have outlined are in full
accord with this purpose.
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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.
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Director Sec'y o

The purpose of this memorandum ‘is to enclose a paper concerning
the opening, closing, and maintenance of domestic security ¢ases in pending
status requested as set forth in memorandum to Mr. Callahan from Mr. Adams

of the same caption, dated 3/7/75. £ ~//6436-55"

Referenced memorandum instructed that the paper was to be non- 3 /i

technical and in a form easily understood for purposes of argument. Legal

» A

Counsel Division and writers in the External Affairs Division are to be contacted

to coordinate legal aspects and preparation of final paper, respectively.

- :\:’.

- ACTION:

:‘:; —_—

~ Legal Counsel Division review attachment for legal considerations.
o

& External Affairs Division review for preparation of final paper.

R )

; Enclosure Qe {?{}
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}5} b v

S 1-Mr. N. P. Callahan /‘3/..-;,0

N ™ 1-Mr.J. B. Adams \

N o 1-Mr.T.J.Jenkins,, .- %15 -

% ¢ 1-mr.D.w. Moore, Jr. g NW%"I {oh6

3 1-Mr. J. A. Mintz o M .

Q) 1-Mr. W. RWaxmafuté’ ..' X Hm"'(

'g 1-Mr. A. B. Fulton ’\)" YW

1-Mr. A. L. Lacey ,-dr. -
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

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

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

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

be achieved.

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

When an allegation is received that a group may fell within the
jurisdictional criteria, Headquarters is immediately notified and investigation )
is limited to the "preliminary investigation" as described above. Any investi- \0(7.')1,

Dun
ALL:vb - A SEE NOTE PAGE TWO
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gation beyond that is made only upon approval by Headquarters. If such
continuance is approved, investigation continues to resolve whether juris-
dictional standards are met. If met, and Headquarters' approval obtained, a
full investigation is conduected.

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

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

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

NOTE:

See memorandum Mr. W. R. Wannall to Mr. J. B. Adams, dated 4/1/75,
captioned "Congressional Testimony," prepared by ALL: vb.
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

These regulatory procedures are the means by which the FBI
implements the responsibilities imposed by the statutes, Presidential Directives,
and orders of the Attorney General. An examination of the domestic security problems
confronting this Nation would reveal that, as early as 1936, concern arose over
"Fifth Column" activities of Communists and Fascists and continued through WW II.
This concern has evolved to other threats, through the years, such as the
foreign-dominated Communist influence in America during the Cold War,
the Ku Klux Klan's interference with the rights of others, the turbulent
anti-Vietnam War demonstrations, the urban ghetto riots, and the rise of the
racially-oriented organizations preaching revolution and their more violent
splinter groups practicing open guerrilla warfare. The FBI, charged by statute
and supplemented by Directives to investigate such matters in order to fulfill
the duty, promulgated the investigative procedure for a dual purpose. The
FBI recognizes not only the duty to investigate, to preserve the Constitution,
but the fact the Constitution delineates zones of privacy and individual liberties.
These regulatory procedures speak reasonably to both.
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1 - Each Assistan Z:',',.'"v .
FROM :LEGAL COUNSEL Director A "‘T/ hepocss
@W Loboratory
1 - Mr, W. 0. C T Plan. & Eval
SUBJECT: ‘SENSTUDY75\ 1 - M. J g Hz:iz iwf'_'“"' 6 %c.,.
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l - Mr._ S. F. Phillips Director Sec" \“\T

Re my memorandum to you 5/5/75 enclosing a request fr‘om
the Senate Select Committee (SSC) for additional information. 1\
| Attached to the copies of instant memorandum for Messrs. Jenki Qi

Ash, Moore, and White are copies of the referenced memorandum a d. ‘ ‘
its enclosure.

The following is to delineate individual responsibil i@\&v\
and assignments for securing the information requested by the SBCl |
Because the request covers areas of operations affecting all \“'\‘3@\\
Divisions of the Bureau except Office of Planning and Evaluatlon\"’“\‘\
(OPE), it will be necessary that the very closest coordination and

maximum of cocperistion be effected in order to implement the SSC
request, &

/
Vi)

In handling this request which deals primarily with thh |
furnishing to the SSC of various Sections of the Manual of .
Instructions and Manual of Rules and Regulations as well as inf %Q‘ 2
mation concerning our filing system,and particularly ¢ p ies of a Bl
Bureau forms, we should bear in mind that there are avgilable X
three options for consideration. One, is to give the requested
information or documents., Two, is to not furnish the documents
but merely permit their review at FBIHQ. A third option availab
is to set forth justifying data to support a denial of furnishing
the information or documents, Of course, in furnlshlng any docu-
ments, we should bear in mind the option of excising sens1t1ve

- J:nformatlon. REC C-40 //02 /// . 33

In delineating the specific respon51b111ties for the
various Divisions, we are designating the Division having primary
interest as the one tﬁ\@t'epare the necessary material and are

ALL TNFORMATION conzaus” MORJE

62-116395 | B MAY 1'\?\1975
PVIYSFP:ekw . e B sar:
‘l\') ',
(20) WX

CONTINUED - OVER ,~. 1%

m‘.‘\'

fsiii’

? ¢ o aa \)
s R

w0108 AR

5 G MAY 22 1975
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Memorandum to Mr..J . B, Adams .
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

indicating in most instances what other Divisions would have

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

-2 CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75

62-116395
Section Subject

19 Applicant and Employee
Investigations Conducted
for Other Agencies

23  Bomb Threats, Explosives
and Incendiary Devices

27 Civil Rights

28 Civil Rights Act of 1964

29 Conspiracy

75 Neutrality Matters

78 Passports and Visas

90 Selective Service Act

102 Coordination with Other
Government Agencies

103 Foreign Police Coopera-
tion

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

136 Antiriot Laws

144 Police Killings

146 Protection of Foreign

Officials and Official

Assignment

(Special Investigative Division)
(SID)

(Intelligence Division) (INTD)
(General Investigative Division)
(GID)

(GID)

(GID with input from INID and
'SID)

(INTD)
(GID)

(s1D)

- (INTD with input from GID and

SID),

(INTD)

(GID)

(INTD)
(GID)

(INTD with input from GID)

Guests of the United States

-3 -
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Memorandum to Mr., J. B. Adams ~

RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

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

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

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

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

RECOMMENDAT IONS :

(1) Assignments to be handled as indicated above.

>

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

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

5@3\&7’/ 7 )

/4522§;:7 _ P 2
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1\‘ Trajfiin g
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES “‘f:fﬁ W N v

Telephope Rm. —
Director Sec’y —

St pit
From 10:30 a.m. until 2:45 p. m. on May 6, 1975,

. Inspector John B. Hotis and I met with Frederick Schwarz, General

Counsel to the Senate Select Committee, Committee staffers Burt Wides,
Pat Shea and Mike Madigan, and CIA representatives Marvin Smith and
Walter Lloyd.

I arranged to attend this conference in an effort to resolvesmth
the Committee staff the procedures that would be followed during mtervw j
of current and former FBI employees by staff representatives. Inte; 1eW§
have been conducted in the recent past by representatives of thewC’ﬁmmﬂ:fee,
and in the absence of any general understanding as to the procedures \ie
have been advising those persons coming to our attention as prospective
witnesses that they may request the presence of a Bureau representative
during the interview. Committee staff members have objected to the
presence of Bureau repres entatives and have insisted that the 1nterv1ews
proceed in the a any agency representative. N
RN e e sy
At the outset of the meetmg toda.y, it became clear that 'Schwas
speaking for the members of the Senate Select Committee and for the staff
was opposed to the presence of agency representatives during interviews
concerning matters which they described as "abuses.'" Schwarz explained
that the Committee has a responsibility to look into allegations of misconduct
or abuse in addition to a broader study of the jurisdiction and operations
of the intelligence community. He said that while there would be a w1111ngness
on their part to have agency representatives present duringsinberviews eoncern- -
ing general inquiries regarding jurisdiction, they felt that ft Would be _
improper and would interfere with the integrity of their 1nv \{5133&975
third parties were present during interviews concerning miscondy@tms m:é

'
"‘5!

1 - Mr. Wannall
1 - Mr. Hotis
1 - Mr. Mintz
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Memorandum to M).Adams .
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc.

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

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

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

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

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

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

OPINION

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

If the procedures suggested above are operated in good faith
on both sides, the Bureau would be given notice as to the subject matter
to be discussed prior to the interview and research could disclose the
areas of sensitivity and »appropriate action taken to caution the witness
against disclosure of such information.

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

RECOMMENDATIONS:

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

2. That further discussions of this matter with the Committee
await the receipt of their proposed guidelines in writing after approval by
members of the Senate Select Committee.
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 X 5010-106

MAY 1962 (BiTiON ‘., ;

*C3A GEN. REG. NO, 27 2

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc! Dir.
Dep. AD, r{‘d
Depy/AD
%3 Memorandum o
% T Comp. Syst, ——
{ (} TO : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: ) :’l(:esAS'-ft!CIr:m_.:

Gen. lav.

Idents e
> Inspection
Intell.
Laboratory

@ , Qﬁ\ 0‘&;}’ . Plan, & Eval. —
Spoc. Inv.
SUNECT-SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE @‘%v‘a ) 5 i "]
ON INTELLIGENCE 577, &5 4.7 gg %‘h -
Director Sec'y
b1 3%

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

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

assist the interviewer and the witness in determining areas of inquiry

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

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

of a Bureau representative and asked me to consider preparing a letter
addressed to Senator Church stating our desire to make available a Bureau
representative and the reasons forthe presence of such a Bureau representative.

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

Ec100  REC3 102 - s™~/3

I scheduled*am—appomtmen withthe De uty Attorney General
and met with him at 5:00 p.m. on May 5, 1975, accompanied by
Inspector John B. Hotis. I told the Deputy of our concern that the
interviews by the Senate Committee are continuing even though no
understanding has been reached by the Committee and the intelligence
community. I told the Deputy that the Director would like to have some

3 MAY 131975 ‘
1 - Mr. Wannall . ' »%M
1 - Mr. Hotis @Gﬁg%
1 - Mr. Mintz

JAM:mfd (5) CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities

fformal understanding with Senator Church as to the Bureau's position

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

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

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

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

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

RECOMMENDATION:

For information. \q

-9 -
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2 - Mc. S. F. Phillips 1

May 14, 1975
| O
MATERTAL FOR SENATE SELECT COMMITILE (SSC)
INVESTICATING IWIELLIGENCE ACTIVITIZS

i 1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal futhorities of the FBI
2. ORIGTIATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: ILetterhead memorancdum (LMR)
1rith enclosures described belowr.

4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified
5. 1IMATTONAL SECURITY INFORMATIOW STAMP: NA
6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:
In response to a request from the SSC for certain
documents and other information, an LI was submitted as a

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

#Moess

';: 1. An internal FBI memorandum dated 5/16/72 ([
’E{-? captioned "FBI Jurisdiction; Criminal Intelligence - !
Information." ' .,,.\,'.:,',

e
2. An intcernal FBI memorandum dated 5/18/72 ¢ ' "/ f.
captioned "FBI Authority in Domestic Intelligence ;f PR

Matters." Vit

ALY, INTORMATION COLTA TN
Afaty
ix

3. A study on subversion prepared for former
Acting FBI Director louis Patrick Gray III dated 5/19/72.

Assoc. Dir.

———— o

Dep. AD Adm. _ 4, A memorandum from the Director of the FBI to
ol AD v — the Attorney General dated 8/7/73 recommending the
édmln- —_— issuance of an Executive Order concerning the conduct |
E:Z",;f,:?,’;: of domestic intelligence investigations..- ,; 2 0 A
Files & Com. REC'IOD‘Q? ‘..). - /9 (3 -;’%( / é . \1
Gon. v. — 62-116395 Tm——— e O
Ident. __ _____ [ | . ~ ' o
o —SFP ‘ek‘"’q(f*) ) a way 161975 . 7 ,/ ). ‘:/
aborotery — . : Y
:l:n.&Evul._—j:_ \\ _____.WGE THO }A/‘.'
Spec. Inv, _ ____
Training .
Legal Coun, ____
Telephone Rm.
Director Sec’y .~ MAIL ROOM[_] TELETYPE UNIT[ ] GPO 50345
NvBsEb M Do d 1888532 Page 94 A




7.
8.

9.

10.

» »

REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: 83C. 3/19/75
ROLEASIVG AUTHORITY: FBI
DATE OF SUBMISsION: 4/22/75

LOCALIOW OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395~83

11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBL:EMS: Hone.

NOTE:

Nriginal via liaison to Central Community Index in

connection with Senstudy 75.
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MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir.

Memorandum “lew

A
Cdimp. Syst,
Ext. Affairs —

: Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 5/7/75 moﬂ@m Files & Comr

Gen. Inv.

TA Ident.

e’ i COT
FROM : Legal Couns 'M' &W‘WP‘““C g8 o,
/{ 11‘ IS\' B‘I 5 Laboratory

Plen. & Eval. —

supEcT:C§ENATE SELECT COMMITTEE > p

ON INTELLIGENCE o]

Director Sec'y

; Vo7 gl
At 5:05 p.m. on May 6, 1975, I went t he ite House

to meet with Mr. Philip Buchen, Counsel to the President; Roderick Hills,
Associate Counsel;James Wilderotter, Assistant Counsel; Assistant
Attorney General Scalia, Office of Liegal Counsel in the Department;

John Clark, Associate to the Director of CIA; Walter Lloyd and Marvin
Smith of CIA The meeting was called by Mr. Buchen to discuss the
developments that day with regard to the proposal that agency y représenta-
tives would be present during interviews conducted by investigators of the
Senate Select Committee staff.

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

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

ey (-2 - LLO3TE -/9\

1 - Mr. Wannall

1 - Mr. Hotis
1 - Mr. Mintz | 5 MAY 131975
JAM:mfd (5) ,).J — T'ENUED OXR_ Q ﬁ“sg\gd
8 4 MAY 2 01975 f s G o g @@7
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

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

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

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

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

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

I told him that the interviews are still continuing because at the meeting
on May 6, 1975, we expressly requested the Committee counsel to dis-
continue the interviews temporarily until guidelines could be established
and the Committ%%%(sp&essly refused to do so.

I told Wilderotter that this morning I received a call from
John P. Mohr, former Assistant to the Director, who has broad knowledge

-9 - CONTINUED - OVER




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

of FBI matters, in which Mohr told me that he has been called to be interviewed
at 10:00 a. m. on Friday, May 9, 1975, at Room G-308 in the New Senate
Office Building. Mark Gittenstein was identified as the interviewer.

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

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

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

the Committee or with the Chairman of the Committee.

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

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

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

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

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

-3 - ' CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

There was a general consensus of opinion at the meeting with the
other agencies of agreeing that they would await the development of the
position paper by Wilderotter. Walter Lloyd advised that another meeting
with Schwarz and the Committee staff would be scheduled for Thursday,

May 8, 1975.

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

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

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

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

-4 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

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

of interviews currently being conducted by staff investigators. I also

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

posture because the intelligence community could well feel that the FBI

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

control over Committee access to sensitive information by negotiating

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

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

RECOMMENDATIONS:

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

Vo4 /// /
o 2 7 ggﬂ

2. That until appropmate guide hnes are established by agreement
between the Committee, the White House, and the intelligence community, the
Bureau not undertake to counsel or debrief Mr. Mohr or any other witnesses
concerning the subject matter of interview, pursuant to agreement with individual
staff interviewers.

-5~ CONTINUED - OVER
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RECOMMENDATIONS (CONT'D):

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

de.l\.
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Q7<- To: SAC, Buffalo (157-1681)
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S UNCLASSIE,
(R2./0].
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AL TUFORMATION CONTAINED 041‘(« 5

HEREIN
DARE /
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o
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cFs

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

Asst. Dir:

Admia,
Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affairs

Files & Com. __

Gen. lav.

Mente o
Inspection
Intell.
Luberctory .
Plon. & Evel.
Spec. lave .

Training

Legol Cel_n
Tblepl
Dijsector ‘é},/[ R

.,._.-w-_“ . .- Mr,,. W. R. Wannali
' Airtel 1 = Mr, D, W. Moore
" 1= Mr, E, W, Walsh

bA 163715~ . - - 4118/75

PLLRSONAL ATTENTION

From: Director, FBI ~(157=278%2)

" RARL EDWARD HAND,JR. 1 = Mr, R, E. Gebhardt
EXTREMIST MATTER ~ NATICNAL GUARD PARTY (Mr, Jo. G, Kelly)
(BUDED: 4/23/75) 1 o Mr, Jo, A, Mintz
(Mr. R, F, Olmert)
1« Mr, J. G. Deegc_n
ReBUairtel dated 4/11/75, 1 = Mr, W, O, Cregar
’ "1 = Mr, We D, Fallln
A review of the copy of subjectis~ Ktcere o0 SRR
Frank Church dated 4/8/75 and allegations contained thereln
concerning Agent personnel of your office vequires prompt
submisgion of affidavits in refutation of those allegations
vhere facts so warrant,

i

Accordingly, and in view of the extreme likelihood
of early inquiry concerning these allegations from Senator
Church or other vecipients of subjectl!s letter, appropriate
affidavits should be drawn and submitted by airtel to FBIHQ
by the close of business 4/23/75,

In the event one or more of subject's allegations
cannot be .cefuted, you should make spec:.flc comment concerning
same in your aiztel enclosing these affidavits

Ln extra copy of this communication is furnished
Buffalo for inclusion in its file concerning the Mational
Guard Party.,

1 -~ Pittsburgh (f\«um ‘
b
i~ 157-33528 (Wational Guard Party)
PEN: £b./ /
( 5) 4§ MALED 4 y
ST P APRITEIS | . 3 ,
S B [ 0
B bmeetfom £ Y
ST LSRN P EL} e saxw
&- yl

inal Filed 1y /57’62737' R / L

T
B

i

Or

AJ\Y‘\z ﬁo? . TELETYPE UNIT [ ' GPO s24.341
L NW 88608 Docld:32989532 |




-He presently heads an organization kncwn as the National

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

NOTE:

Subject is a former leader of the white hate
National Socialist White Peoples Party in Buffalo, New York,

Guard Party (NGP), a neo~Nazi white hate organization whigh
by its objectives would deny certain minority groups of thévr
civil rights. Referenced airtel enclosed copies of a letter
written by subject to Semator Frank Church (Democrat - Idaho)

o “of the United States Senate™ Select Committee to Study

Governmental Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities'
in which he makes complaint concerning the Bureau's investiga~
tion of his organization, himself, and with regard to the’
arrest of his coleader, William Edward Garrett, in connection
with a Federal firearms violation. Subject's letter, copies

of which were also directed to Senator John Tower (Republican =
Texas) and to the Buffalo "Courier Express," a daily newspaper
published in Buffalo, charges the FBI in Buffalo tapped his
telephone as well as the telephones of NGP members and
supporters; threatened to “frame' subject; threatened to

Mget" subject; attempted to bribe his personal friends; used

Y'gscare! tactics against friends, welatives, employees and
businessmen who do the NGP organization's printing; threatened

- to shoot subject's dogs during arrest of William Edward Garretlt;

o

and lied to NGP supporters and businessmen by indicating the
NGP gfoup.was planning to blow up certain buildings. Subject's

. letter alTeges these activities are in direct violation of the

NGPworganlzauxon’v constitutional rights and requests Senatox

© Church conduct investigation concerning same, Appropriate

instructions being directed to the Buffalo Division which, in
referenced aixtel, indicated Special Agents involved in the
controversial arrest of Carrett have submitted memovanda
categorically denying allegations comcerning the arrest, Bureau
files contain no 1nforma+1on to subsgantlate allegations of

.-}SUbJequ

RS a - w 2~  TNOTE CONTINUED PAGE THREE
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Airtel to SAC, Buffalo
. RE: KARL EDWARD HAND, JR.

* NOTE CONTINUED:

This has been coordinated with SA R, F. Olmert
of the Iegal Counsel Division, Bureau deadline being imposed
in view of the nature of the allegations made and current
investigation into FBI operational activities by Senator
Church's committee, ' '

AN
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Date: : 4/11/75
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Transmit the following in

. (Type in plaintext or code) cb 1E;“@ /r
Vig  AIRTEL ATR MAIL - REGISTERED MAIL i iy .
" (Priority) 3

————— — ——————— —————— — ————— ——— ——————————— — —

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (157-27812)
gﬂﬁ 0M:  SAC, BUFFALO (157-1681) (P)

KARL EDWARD HAND, JR., aka
EM -~ NGP )

(00: BUFFALO) g 5 EfLTI0 i 15

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

9912 — /2

-

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

Original Filed In ) &7

1
/

For the infgyhation of the Bureau, incident referred
v to as section "F." igpthe enclosed letter refers to

[¢ e QLI 3 il sy, 40 st dBrnedl) HO7? &/’5"/7‘
2~ Bureau (FEncls. 2) (AMRM) S
Pittsburgh (157-1640) (Enc. 1) (AMRM)

Buffalo é&a&_} / / é 3:\ é’/'—
uf’ﬁ.«; PRI

tcas S O NTIRTY

. &
/
P
itg«\;@ﬁ\ 7B MAY 16 1975
m

T2 NG = —

9/
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. A AR T e e e, ———

& Ly

A~ N
~

F
5

Yl ﬂ""

cvlel

i
‘ﬁ -
Approved: Sent M Per L ﬁ@’ff‘ -

E!’ Special Agent in Cuarge \ // @H{w?o & - 405735
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the arrest of WILLIAM EDWARD GARRETT (Bureau file 157~
22471; Buffalo file 157-1388) by Bureau Agents at Buffalo,
New Yoxk on 10/23/74 at the residence of KARL HAND, 2213
South Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, New York. GARRETT was arrested
based on an authorized complaint and warrant at Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, charging GARRETT with violation of Title 18,
Appendix, Section 1202(a)(l), USC, "Possession of a Firearm
by a Convicted Felon'. It should be noted that KARL HAND

- L gas not present at this arrest and GARRETT was alecne in the

ouse. :

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

The front windows and door of 2213 South Bailey

Avenue are completely covered with chicken wire. There were
two large German Shepherd dogs on the premises. Upon entering
the residence a five~gallon can was observed behind the stove.
with approximately six axe handles. In the upstairs bedrocm
there was a fully~loaded Stevens Model 77B 20-gauge shotgun,
serial number unknown. In the downstairs bedroom there were
several boxes of ,22. ammunition and numerous loose 20-gauge
shotgun shells. :

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

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

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

, categorically deny any threat having been made to shoot dogs

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

' \ alone in the house at the time of arrest and that at no time

was KARL HAND present.

It is also pointed out for the infowmmation of the
Bureau that on 11/7/74, U. S. Magistrate EDMUND F. MAXWELL,
Buffalo, New York, released GARRETT and dismissed charge of
violation of Title 18, Appendix, Section 1202(a){1l), USC.
However, on 11/8/74, the FGJ, Western District of Peunsylvania
(WDPA) at Pittsburgh, Psnnsylvania, entered a true bill
charging GARRETY with violation of Title 18, Appendix,

N A MMt e b s .
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Section 1202(a)21§, USC and Title 18, Section 922(a)(6)

, USC (State Fxrearms Control Assistance
Act). Bond recommended by AUSA, Plttsburgh was $35,000 .
cash or surety._,

' "ARRETT was again arrested by a team of Agents

led by SA ROBERT N. SHAW on 11/8/74, based on aforementioned
indictment in WDPA, for Possessjion of a Firearm by a Convicted
Felon and for violation of the State Firearms Control
Assistance Act. At this time KARL HAND was present but the
aforementioned arrest was effected on the sidewalk in front

of 2213 South Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, New York, without
1nc1dent. ‘There were no dogs Dresent at this time.

~ = -

-~

: . No further action belng taken by this Offlce ln‘
“eoards to the letter of KARL HAVD.
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Ditador Sec'y

This memorandum reports the results of anjExecutive
Committee Meeting of the Ad Hoc_Coordinating-Group fon Congre531o al
Review for the Intelligence Community on 4/11/75. ggymﬁ 7
N I 51

&

The Executive Committee, hereinafter referred to as ’ d
EXCOM, was chaired by Mr. W. E. Colby in his role as the Director

ES of Central Intelligence (DCI). Présent at the meeting were p
o~ Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President; Mr. James Wilderotterfiy
Cba Associate Counsel to the President; Mr. Thomas K. Latimer, Special &
'sa Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, as well as senior officials™
Fﬁﬁﬁ'\ of State Department, National Security Agency (NSA), Office of |
8w Management and Budget, and the National Security Council.
:33% Mr. Antonin Scalia, Assistant Attorney General, was scheduled N
S to represent the Department of Justice; however, due to a A
Hs?g scheduling foul up Scalia never made the meeting. {:?
E;;. The following matters of interest were discussed, at q,
HE D this meeting: 1k§
"g 2] A4
= &A _SENATOR CHURCH'S STATEMENT \r)
"The Washington Post" edition of 4/10/75 contained the Ei
“results of an interview with Senator Frank Church, Chairman of d%
the Senate Select\ Committee (SSC). According to this article, ;
Church stated thedCommittee reserves. the rlght to make public N
eventually any doctments it receives and is accepting nothing o
wWith "strings attached.™ Mr., Roderick Hills advised the EXCOM ::
that he and Mr. Wilderotter had a ‘meeting. with SSC Staff Director, f
William Miller subsequent to the Church statement. Both Hills P
and Wilderotter came away from.this meeting believing the *
newspaper report was an overstatement of Church's intent. £
Considerable discussion followed Mr. Hillk$§' comments. Mr. Colby i
noted that by letter dated 3/11/75 to Senator Church he confirmed I,
a previous conversation with Senator Church whereln the Senator .a
i 7
Enclosures Rey 63 . //é /"' - . f%
WOC : Imh b Jn b
e T " &
ENCLOSURE %" 9T 1975 '

20 1975.
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall -
Re: Senstudy 75

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

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

SECRECY AGREEMENT AND' EMPLOYEE NOTICE

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

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

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

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

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

As written, the employment agreement provides that
the burden is on the employee to determine prior to disclosure
whether information may be disclosed and that the Director of
the FBI is in a better position than the,employee to make such
a determination. Therefore, it is the opinion of Mr. Mintz and
the Intelligence Division that if no general letter of release is
issued to all employees, any member contacted for interview may
rely upon the provisions of the employment agreement as guidelines
for his or her appropriate response. Specifically, such an
employee would be obligated to bring to the attention of the
Bureau any such request for an interview and in addition, he or
she would be obligated to describe the general nature of the
1nqu1ry. At such time as request for interviews are made we will
be in a better position to determine whether the employee is
the appropriate person and to evaluate the sensitivity of the
material in question.

REVIEW OF WHITE HOUSE DOCUMENTS: BY SENATORS CHURCH AND TOWER:

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

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

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

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

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

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

" KEY. TSSUES

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

" THIRD AGENCY RULE

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

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

INTERAGENCY REGISTRY

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

File copies of documents or other materials which each
intelligence community element provides to a Select Committee
wherein the originating agency considers the material te involve
aspects of community activities. (The Bureau would have very few
items of this nature other than agreements or understandings
the Bureau might have with other elements of the 1nte111gence
community.)

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

" RECOMMENDATIONS :

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

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

W . .. N . P . . - ;
R 2. That Liaison Officer Frank Schwartz, the Bureau's

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

11 MAR 1975 2
g
\
v
HHS®
The Honorable Frank Church Qdﬁkéa L
Chairman DA
Select Committee to Study Governmental ﬂgaﬁy}qﬁ

Activities
United States Senate Qﬁﬁ
Washington, D. C. 20510

Operations with Respect to Intelligence gé&?dgiﬁﬁl//

Dear Mr. Chairman:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

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

. -
: 10 April 1975 . “,o&l"
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* MEMORANDUM FOR: USIB Principals * wfﬁ\

SUBJECT: Community Aspects of Inputs to Congressional

Committees Investigating Intelligence

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

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

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

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

A proposed format for such abstracts is attached.

z
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~
W. E. Colby

Attachment;
As stated
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EMPLOYEE
BULLETIN

No. 442 12 March 1975

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

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

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

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

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

I have determined that disclosure of otherwise protected information

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

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

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

W. E. Colby
Director

Attachment: a/s

DISTRIBUTION: ALL EMPLOYEES
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Issues Identified

l‘

10.

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

Covert Action and the Law,

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

Joint Congressional Oversight Committee
for Intelligence.

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

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

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

Intelligence Files and Privacy.

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

"Sources-and Methods" Legislation.

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

_.inadequacy of present classification
procedures,
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FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN
JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN

PHILIP A, HART, MICH, HOWARD H. BAKER, JR., TENN,
WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN. BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ,
WALTER D. HUDDLESTON, KY. CHARLES MCC, MATHIAS, JR,, MD,
ROBERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S, SCHWEIKER, PA. ,D »
e o Vlnited Diates Henat
WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR nﬁ e a E’ eua 2
SELECT COMMITTEE TO Ad Hoc Staff
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH

RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
§ - ~/0
(PURSUANT 70 5. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS) _7 Lj— 3

WASHINGTON, D.C, 20510

March 12, 1975

o

Mr. William E. Colby 6O
. . FIO0 ¥
Director of Central Intelligence G 0@%‘5 <
Central Intelligence Agency sgﬁfgigﬁ i
Washington, D.C. 20505 g}fﬁ"’
ot®

Dear Mr. Colby:

On behalf of the Senate Select Committee To Study Governmental

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

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

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

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

v we have already discussed in our meeting of February 27, we should discuss
Jjointly, and as you suggest quickly, what procedures might be followed
should the Committee decide it requires more information in these specific
areas.
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Mr. William Colby
Page Two
March 12, 1975

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

S ;rgerely s //

i/ Frank Church
Chairman
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B The Third Agency Rule

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

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

' 3. Executive Order 10501 was superseded by Executive Order 11652

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

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

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

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

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

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

(2) In a national security estimate, contributions are
received from all members of the Intelligence Community, then
disseminated to members of the community under the authority
of the DCI. Recipients may not disseminate the estimate outside
the Intelligence Community without the approval of the DCI;

(b) A CIA intelligence report disseminated to the State
Department may not be sent by the State Department to the
Department of Commerce without the permission of the CIA;

(¢) Information which the CIA furnishes the President's
Commission may not be disseminated to other agencies or to the
. Congress without the concurrences of CIA. Thus, a request
from the Congress to the Commission for CIA information should
be referred to CIA for action so that the necessary protection of
the information can be insured;
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- ' (d) If the Navy Department discusses one of its operations

v with CIA, CIA may not include information about that operation
in papers it disseminates to other agencies unless it has
received the permission of the Navy Department. The distinc—
tion here is that a Navy operation would not be considered part

- . of the finished intelligence mechanism and therefore would

not fall within the statutory authority of CIA to disseminate

intelligence;

(e) If a State/DOD joint cable is disseminated to CIA, CIA
may not send the information to the FBI until CIA has received
the concurrence of both State and DOD.
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CODE TELETYPE b \ “Oremir

: " 5/2/75
TO SACS ALEXANDRIA __ wi™ s

BALTIMORE ‘it *94.0 -
TEY BAVEN ‘e PERSOMNAL ATTENTION
NEWARK

OMAHA Mr. J. A. Mintz

R. VWannall
Mr. . O. Cregar

FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395) ¥r, S. F, Phillips

et e
1 111
el
i

"séwSTUDY 75

‘l

CAPTIONED MATTER PERTAINS TO BUREAU'S HANDLING OF REQUES

COMIECTION WITH VORK OF THESE COITITTEES, STAFF MEMBERS MAY

o2, INTERVIEW CURRENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES, THE SENATE SELECT

COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF HAS ALREADY IITERVIEVED SOME FORMER

N Q EMPLOYEES., IEVARK TELETYPE APRIL 30 ILAST "ADMINISTRATIVE

Asgsoc. Dir.

Dep AD lnv —

Comp. Syst -—

Files & Com, _ ..

!
Laboratory ,l_'__x ! £

Spec. Inve
1

Telephonn Rm
Di

INQUIRY; 1964 DEMOCRATIC PARTY HOMINATIIG COLVELTION,
ATIANTIC CITY, WEY JERSEY,' REPORTED ADVICE FROM FORMER
v SPEGIAL. f;"‘EL’T JOH!] P, DEVLIW THAT HE HAD BEEN INTERVIEVED BY

LN Hr

1 IlIGﬂAEL T, EDS"LIN SSC STAFF MEMBER, COB'ICEI-};I« G ‘?VLII?I S PART

i e REC-89 4l ///"’f-—/gl w ““3_'
0 Personnel File of Each Former SA
;.r &-:\’b ' v \ N ’ (?
) i R
SFP s eleiT{14) e SEE 0TE PAGE T!:IRLL ' ﬁ,‘

FEDERAL BUREAU. OF INVESTIGATY
A COiMUN!CATIONS SEGTIO?VN o

ﬁ()

-/ \ i \
-' K|
I \ ! (|
""_5 C‘Aﬁl-\l’ 61 k)
MAIL ROOM[_] TELETYPE UNIT
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B | .=
-w ‘ | ‘
A ) | ®
TELETYPE TO S.ACS, ALEXANDRIA ET AL
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395
I FBI'S ACTIVITIES AT DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY,
AUGUST 22-28, 1964.
SET OUT BELOW ARE FHAMES AND LAST KVOW ADDRESSES OF FORMER
BUREAU AGEWTS ASSIGNED TO SPECIAL SQUAD AT ATLANTIC CITY,
AUGUST, 1964, EACH OF THESE FORMER AGENTS IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY
\ COLTTACTED AND ALERTED THAT THEY MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE SSC
’ STAFF, THEY ARE NOT, REPEAT NOT, TO PE ADVISED OF THE AREA WHICH
’ MAY BE COVERED Ii AUY INTERVIEY OF THEM BY THE SSC, THEY SHOULD,
| HOUEVER, BE TOLD THAT Iif THE EVENT THEY ARE INTERVIENED AUD DURIKG
THE COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED WHICH RELATE TO SENSITIVE
BUREAU OPERATIONS, THEY CAN REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT BE PRESENT.
COLTTACTS WITH THESE FORMER AGELTS TO BE HANDLED PERSONALLY BY
SAC OR ASAC. Tif THE EVENT THIS NOT FEASIBLE FOR JUST CAUSE, TO
BE HANDLED BY A SEWIOR SUPERVISOR.
TIMEDIATELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOULD BE FURNISHED BUREAU
BY TELETYPE Tif ABOVE CAPTION. IF A FORMER AGEWT KO LONGER Tl
YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AVAY, SET OUT IEAD TO OTHER OFFICE
T}MEDIATELY WITH COPY TO FBIHQ.
NEVARK SHOULD INCLUDE RECOWTACT WITH DEVLIN FOR PURPOSE
WUDICATED ABOVE AND ALSO FURNISH BUREAU ANY INFORMATION DEVLIN -~

MAY HAVE FURNMISHED YOUR OFFICE I ADDITION TO THAT IN YOUR TELETYPE. '
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TELETYPE T0 SACS, ALEXAKTRIA KT AL
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-11£395 -

ALEXASDRIA: HAROLD 7. LEXHBAUGH, 1643 ROIXTH VAN DORN,
ALEXANDRIA. WILLIAM P, GEOSGE, 8338 WAGON HERL ROAD, ALEXANDRIA
BALTIMORR: DONALD G. HAMHING, 18 OQXFORD SINEEY, CHEVY CHASE
NEN RAVEN: ROBSCH H. aDCOCK, 65 GLAMBROOK ROAL, STAMFORD,
CONNRCTICUT .
NENARY: 1IEO FHOMAS CLARK, 1421 ATLANTIC AVEWUE,
ATIANTIC CITY, JOHN PAIRICK DEVAIH, 39 BENRIRGICON ROAL,
LIVINGSION, XX JERSEY. HOWARD J. WILSOH, 30 CAMPBELL ROAD,
SHORT HILLS, NEV JERSEY.
OMARA: JOEX J. QUINN, 10VA 1AV ENFORCRMENT ACADEMY,
JOMESTOR, I0VA
NOTE: Addresses are most recent available in personnel files
of these former Agents. The Newark teletype mentioned was sent
up with an informative note advising that we had checked with
Mr. James Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, and
he imterposed no objection to our contacting former Agzents who

saicicimated in the special squad we had at Atlantic City in
8/64 and advising them they might be approached for interview

-B{ the SSC., Assistant Director Mintz concurred in the Intelligence
v

ision recommendation that we, on agproVal, contact the former

ents as indicated in this outgoing teletype. Deputy Associate
Director J. B. Adams advised of his agreement with this recommen-
dation and for instructions to go forward to the field.

Howard J. Wilson, one of the former Agents designated
to be contacted, resigned for family reasons after being censured,
suspended, placed on probation, and transferred for unsatisfactory
work performance detected during an inspection of the Newark Office.
However, there is no evidence in his persomnel file suggesting
Wilson is hostile to the Bureau and tﬁe INTD believes he should be
ificluded among those former Agents to bec@ontacted.
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Date of Mail 5/8/75

Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room-of Records Section.
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See File 66-2554-7530 for authority. %&3“} 2t
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7 9 MAY 191975

Removed By

File Number 62-116395-126

Permanent Serial Charge Out

DOJ/ FBI
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010~106 .
» 1962 EQUDN _
P S'ém REG, ND, 27 g

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT e D"Aamz/
Dep. Inv,

Memorandum 4
Comp. Syst. ﬁ
Ext. Affairs

‘g'r;) : Mr' J‘ B‘ Ada’ms DATE: 4 9 75 ) :Ilesl& Com. —
l 5 Lx*mJRmen CONTAINED ‘ l:em. -
rrom : Legal Counsel & %wx %{; & “’HXER FIN IS UICEASSTFIED | e Loates
} } oY/ BY P’p nL A chor tory _vi
D:“ATEJ:]L—L'—‘ ) /; %\ higolk 3"1
- . “Plan. &E al, —
suBjEcT: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE k/ (ot~
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES ' Tainin

Telephone Rm. —
Director Sec'y —

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ;g,,,n
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES q/y ' l%

During various contacts with William Miller, Staff Director of Q’z

_ the Senate Select Committee, and Congressman Lucien Nedzi (D-Mich. ), G
"~ Chairman of the House Select Committee, the question has come up regarding ‘T\
the need for a check of the private offices of individual Committee Members to &
assure the absence of any electronic listening devices. The Committee \G
personnel have been told that we consider this absolutely essential and they

agreed. .'z v‘)‘i
| h e,

In exploring this matter, it was determined that the Capitol /’)d\

Police Department recently has established a special unit to handle all types A
of security problems within the Capitol Hill complex, including checks for %
electronic listening devices. Personnel of this unit have received extensive “
training, The operations of the unit are contralled through \
the Serg AN

ants at Arms of the House and Senate £
> t:‘&"z”“"“m M -/ 7*6/”;:/ &&‘ﬂf t
This matter has been d1scussed with Robert Hough, Deputy / ~
Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, and with Kenneth Harding, Sergeant at Arms O
of the House. Hough advised that the special unit already has conducted com~ ‘
plete security surveys of the new office space of the Senate Select Committee
and certainly will perform any other checks of this type needed by the Committee ’et
or its individual Members. He said, in fact, that since they now have this 4
capability they would oppose any outs1de agency coming on to the Hill fo erform by
this function. Hough said he already has been in contact with Miller regarding |
the necessary security ch b%%b stated he will let us know whenthg gifig efy ;
the Senate Select Committeg een checked. He said their rules requ1re :
specific requests from the individual Members 1n ertmg 135 5 G
re

1 - Mr. Adams reci00 G -

1 - Mr. Wannall &9;“ 1 - Mr Farrm '- O) i
1 - Mr. White A é’c/ 1 - Mr. Bowers 7% [V, 0" .
1 - Mr. Mintz T R (L : _ j’; J i"‘@",)cgj- }
14 - :! B ;‘é"
DWB:kjs (9) CONTINUED - OVER ‘.]:;‘ ;’)L,% i~
/ MAY 14 1975 \; Pt
} &i& SEE ADDENDUM PAGE TWO
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams Memo
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

This matter was discussed with Congressman Nedzi on 4-9-75,
and he stated he would promptly contact Mr. Harding to work out the necessary
arrangements for security checks needed by his Committee and its Members.

Harding has promised to let us know when the checks of the House Select Committee
Members have been completed.

All contacts concerning this matter have been handled by
Inspector Bowers who will continue to follow this situation with Senate
Sergeant at Arms, William Wannall, or his Deputy; House Sergeant at Arms
Harding; Mr. Miller of the Senate Select Committee; and Congressman Nedzi.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.

S

ADDENDUM: INTELLIGENCE DIVISION WOC:ekw 4/14/75

On 4/11/75 the Executive Committee of the Ad Hoc
Coordinating Group on Congressional Review for the Intelligence
Community was apprised of the discussions with Mr. Robert Hough,
the Deputy Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and with Mr. Kenneth
Harding, Sergeant at Arms of the House, Although the Executive
Committee would have preferred the FBI to conduct audio sweeps,
they interposed no objection to the sweeps being handled by the
Capitol Police Department. Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the
President, requested, however, that both Mr., Hough and Mr. Harding
be requested to periodically advise the FBI as to the sweeps of
Committee space for electronic listening devices. Specifically,
Mr. Hough and Mr. Harding should be asked to furnish the FBI the
following: How frequently they will conduct a counteraudio sweepi
what offices will be swept, will the results of such sweepSbe
furnished the FBI, and will the FBI be immediately notified should
the Capitol Police locate an electronic listening device? o

3\
g

. 51
o e
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|ACTION:

nﬂ}%éhgence Division
o\ . INFORMATIVE NOTE
w]g,l/ bete . 5/5/75

Attached teletype reports results of

contacts by Newark Office with three formerx
Bureau Agents to alert them they might be
contacted by staff of Senate Select Commit-
tee on Intelligence Activities (SSC).
Former SA Leo Clark (e.o.d. 1/11/43;
retired 2/1/65; Sr. RA, Atlantic City,
New Jersey, 1944 to retirement) was bellig+
erent concerning our contact of him. He
had previously testified before Watergate
Committee regarding 1964 Democratic Conven-
tion in Atlantic City and gave same infor-
mation to SSC Staff Members 4/17/75.
(Clark was one of Agents on FBI special
squad at Atlantic City during convention).

Cop of -this teletype being placed in
personnel file of former SA Clark for due
consideration should interview of him be
entertained rn the future.

w‘" g\»%g %(\

1l - Mr. J. A. Mintz
1 - General Investigative Division
1 -~ Inspection Division

i~
SFP:1fj \q 7

DOJ/FBI
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>
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Subject JUNE MAIL SENSTUDY -75
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o)

N = . h AP A y

> __: ' & ? ‘ }A‘sso‘- Dir.

- . Ders..

. H

a N Dep-- g ,xmy
v & 0w Asst, A

FEDE(AL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Admin, LE

NRZ14 NK CODED COMMUNICATIONS SECTIQ 4 Comp. Syst. ..
: V3

/ g);t Affairs .
S142PM URGENT 5/ 75 DJP . H;‘{ 71915 ,a%ﬁszﬁvcf’ﬁ: %
[”"70  DIREC (62-116395) moee - 15'5 .

£ T cxasprpti COHT m”’w VL ETYRE
FROM_NEVARK ;,R o178 iChuaIT &LW
g ’[ Spee. Inv. o .
Training
- Director Sce'y

FORMER SA, LEO THOMAS CLARK CONTACTED MAY, 2, 1975, BY SAC j

'“\‘

Ident. . .o
?/ InaPELhoW_
Intell, {22V
e
' SENSTUDY 7 PAIE,
L____,_. : .0?3 Legal Counts .

f /Zabm‘ai;r-ry I
Plan. & Bval, ...
RE: BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, MAY 2, 1975. Telephone Rt ...

PAUL J. MOHR AND HE WAS TOLD HE MIGHT BE INTERVIEWED BY THE SSC(Sc'wnt sCLect
Ct,). a'n'" ’
STAFF MEMBERS AND THAT IF QUESTIONS WERE ASKED WHICH RELATED TO )

SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS HE COULD REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT
BE PRESENT, CLARK VOLUNTEERED HE WAS SUBPOENAED BEFORE WATERGATE

'-ECQMMITTEE AND TESTIFIED, ALL THIS MATTER WAS REPORTED IN PRESS.
; A§LSO VOLUNTEERED THAT ON APRIL 17, 1975, HE WAS INTERVIEWED ﬂ‘

gﬁ.

HMMI TTEE STAFF MEMBERS IN WASHINGTON, D.C. ON SAME MATERIAL RE-

GARDING 1964 DEMOC A}IC PARTY NONI TION CONVENTIO\ STAFF
B"'ﬁMBERS WERE NICHAE EPSTEIN, MONK GI\TERSTEIN, LOCK;JOHNSON. HE

S iy
i STETEENCR K .

‘ﬁ\ID THEY HAD ALL OF HPFS PREVIOUS TESTIMONY AND WENT GVER SAME,

X S0 20N -
STATING HE. ONLY TOLD THE TRUTH REGARDING HIS ACTIVITIES PH=TR Erwbee

MATERIAL. AT THE END OF THE CONVERSATIMIUO,.ARY BECAME BELIGERA;

BUREAU AND ADVISED THE BUREAU TO DO THE SAME, HE WANTED 350 MWWOW, 1975 -
- WHAT ASSISTANCE AN AGENT COULD RENDER TO HIM AND WHO INS TREETEHemm e
THAT HE BE CONTACTED AND FQR WHAT REASON, CLARK WAS ADVISED VE

MERELY INTENDED TO ASSIST HIM AND HE COULD ACCEPT IT OR NOT, 3?)

FORMER SA, HOWARD J. WILSON, SHORT HILLS, N.J., ALERTED B@

/ s ce LY hbyol SG gﬂm
£ Z . E&%
cc t7- 36986 ( Clad )

84 MAY 15 1975(; 7__r3‘i-f0'~f[lpa15¢1\ ) !

ge 136 2 (Dﬂ’/)ﬂ




PAGE TwoO

ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY PER RETEL AND WAS APPRECIATIVE AND STATED
HE HAD NOT BEEN CONTACTED BUT YOULD ADVISE THE NEWARK OFFICE IF
CONTACTED IN THE FUTURE.

FORMER SA, JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN, LIVINGSTON, N.dJ., CONTACTED
BY ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY AND ALERTED PER RETEL AND STATED HE HAD
NO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OTHER THAN SET FORTH IN NEWARK TELETYPE
APRIL 30 LAST.
END o
HOLD FOR FOUR
MAH FBIHQ ACK FOR ONE
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1,- Mr., J. A, HMintz
e\g\?" ~ ‘ 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
@l A5 May 2, 1975
S Fo
ST - 1 - Mr. W. O, Cregar

SNeX Y ORAL TNFORMATION PROVIDED TO THE S
Q‘;.:{' QSJ" g SEMATE SELECT COMMITIEEL (SSC) 2.~ Mr, S. F., Phillipy
KNV UIVESTIGATING INPELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

. ’ t"q‘ .. 4
R <, ')/
YL, SUBJECT: Martin Luther King, Jz. -
. ~ .
2. VIIVESS' ORGANIZATION: Mr, Lish thitcon, .
retired Special Agent, FBI N
2
3. CLASSIFICATION OF INFORMATION: Unclassified o~
. <
4, SUMMARY OF CONTENT: S S
v N
Mr. Vhitson vas questioned and furnisched information &
concerning the former FBI investigation of Martin Iluther King, Jr. a :
5. DATE OF IOTERVIEI AUID BEFORE VHOM: -
fa
o)
Interview conducted by Mr., Michael Epstein, Staff O}
Member, SSC, in percon 4/23/75; vupplemented by information . . 8
Epstein obtained from Vhitson telephonically 4/24/75. \”,r‘r\ %

>
e
I
iy
J

e

6. ORGAVIZATTON REFERENCE [0: FBI file 62-116393 ~ )1
REC-10 2 -1/C 20, v ﬂf.;b )
7. REIATION TO IWYELLIGENCE COMMUWITY PROBTMMST  Hone,
g6 MAY 131975
62-116395 \ w—
e AN, A A \ : /
assoc. 0. 1 =~ 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) e W
o Ao me £ = 67-29405 (Personnel File Retired SA Lish Whitson) & A {:

Asst. Dir.:

pomin. — —SFP tekirg ) ot '

omp. Syst. " . L Nl f/7

CE:xt. Afsf:irs :CJ.O) \\\J . o ' ‘ e - )\/ ¢
o HOTE: ' Origimalivia liairon to Céfitral Community Index in

vt ——eonnection with Sen:fudy 75. Memorandum from W, R. Wamnall to J

wet.__J. B. Adame 4/23/75 “Senstudy 75; Former Supervi:or Lich Whitcon, &
Lebestoy —Aggigned Intelligencé Division," recommended, and it was approved,

lan. val, .
e e, Ehat an Abstract would be provided for the records of the Central
Lo —Community Index’qgn\cierning the interview of Whitton by the SSC.

Telephone Rm.

N
Dirggtor gocty, +vs . MAJLROOM [ {TELETYPE UNIT (] GO 954546
N éoﬁ’"mbch?é 32 Page 138



| ’é,:l.'phm . 4 549¥BRrROOM ] TELETYPE UNIT [ @ \,A)OC/_ '
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1 - Mr. McNiff
May 5, 1975 2-Mr.S.F.Phillips

o 5 atas

MATERIAL FOR JOINT COMMITTEE
ERNAL REVENUE TAXATION

b?" 1. TITLE/SUBJECT: FBI's Investigation of Extremist
v ' Organizations and Individuals

2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letter from FBI to Mr. Laurence N,
Woodworth, Chief of Staff, Joint Committee on Internal Revenue
Taxation, dated 4/10/75.

4, DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified
5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA

6. SUMMARYDOFCCONTENTS: The Joint Committee requested the
names of FBI employees who made the decision to provide the Specift’
Service Staff (Activist Organization Committee) of the Internal
Revenue Service with FBI reports relating to the FBI's investi-
gation of extremist organizations and individuals. The FBI
response was that the matter had been thoroughly researched and
it was established that the decision in the above matter was
personally made by the late J. Edgar Hoover, then Director of the

FBI.

7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: Joint Comittee o'p( Intcﬂrﬁ
Revenue Taxation. 3/28/75 REC-100 ( 2 )i S /’Ti

8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI \.A/W ( '1 )

9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/10/75
10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: 62-17909-1104 y& MAY 13 1975

Assoc. Dir,

oo AD e 11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMSTThIS
Ao Dl ‘matter is of joint interest to the FBI and the Internal Revenue

Comp. 5; t, —Smice.

Ext. Affairs

Fi le &Com_ ﬁ?‘uw
Gon. . —SFP ek (5)@4'\\)
inspection  NOTE ¢ Orig via liaison to Central Community Index in

el - —connection with T%M See memorandum R. L. Shackelford to
o s, M. W. R. Wannal 75 "Internal Revenue Service Investigations

seec. v __of New Left and Extremist Organizations and Individuals," TJM/dgr.

Tulnmg -
Legal Cou

L0 934345



Agsee. Dir. -
Dep.~A.D.-Ad0 .
Dep.-A.DInVeean
Aast, Dir,:

Admin. .
Comp, Syet e
Buxt. Affairs ..
Files & Comn .
Gen, InY. e
Ident. —
Inapeutxo A
Latell, E’:ﬁ’
Laboratory 284K
Plan. & Ewal
Spee. Inve oo ‘

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION

9‘-,‘1{%‘1' Y 0y
o -
G L.
| : _ : T FTYDE
kRBB4 NK CODED
3¢55PM URGENT 5/5/75 DJP

TO DIRECTOR (62-116395)
AnY THF

b B
FROM NEWARK ! **’3& Lozl Coun -
: Dﬁﬂ \q 'l‘zfeé;ho:: 37— |

NSTUDY 75 . Dizector Sec'y —_f
i

Training

RE BUTELCALL OF SUPERVISOR SEYMOUR PHILLIPS TO SAC, NEWARK, )
‘ - \ !)gﬁ'
MAY 5, 1975, - = \f e
FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN WAS RECONTACTED .BY ASAC, \O/
J
NEWARK , AND FURNISHED FOLLOWING IHFO ON MAY 5, 1975% Al

HE WAS ORIGINALLY CONTACTED BY T;;;/Euﬁﬁ SELECT @ g\
COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF MEMBER MICHAEL I4/|EPSTEIN TELEPHONICALLY '*) WX
AT WORK (HERITAGE BANK = IRON, MORRISTOWN, N.J.) A DAY OR TVO gf\
PRIOR TO HIS INTERVIEW ON APRIL 25, 1975. MR. EPSTEIN DID NOT /

&

INDICATE IN ADVANCE AREA OF INQUIRY CONTEMPLATED AND WHEN ' -f"{f

A§§EB BY FORMER SA DEVLIN HOW HE, EPSTELIN, HAD OBIAINED HIS,
D@LIN S, PHONE NUMBER AT WORK, EPSTEIN INDICATED, "YOU KNOW,
Eig\lf': GOT WAYS." 1IN ADDITION, EPSTEIW TOLD HIM THAT THE SSC HA_D o /Q 6}\

-."-,‘ - // L~
% N GIVEN A BROAD SCOPE OF .INQUIRY AND WEREMQANDATED TO LQGK INTO

mfg ACTIVITIES OF VARIOUS INTELLIGENCE GATHERING AGENCIES,
18 MAY 131975 -
%@ww DID NOT MENTION THAT HE HAD ANY TYPE OF CLEARANCE BUT ¥
s RURMEISHNG e
WAS VERY POSITIVE IN HIS POSITION THAT THE SSC HAD BEEN
X 4.
MANDATED BY CONGRESS TO CONDUCT INQUIRIES, EPSTEIN EXHIBITED  9-*

' il . ut‘
Y __'\'.'f,”' A /h !

2 1)

8 4 MAY 1 51975,
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PAGE TWO | ” .
AN IDENTIFICATION CARD CONTAINING HIS PHOTOGRAPH TO -IDENTIFY
HIMSELF AND HE DID NOT PLACE .DEVLIN UNDER OATH, EPSTEIN DID
¥OT 4NDICATE WHERE HE HAD RECEIVED xNFoRmarlan.ﬁgeARDING:
DEVLIN'S PARTICIPATION. IN THE 1964 ATLANTIC CLTY CONVENTION
AND WHEN ‘ASKED BY DEVLIN., HE INDICATED ONLY THAT, "WE'VE
GOT WAYS", B

DEVLIN INDICATED THAT EPSTEIN'S INQUIRY WAS CONCERNED
PRIMARILY WITH MARTIN LUTHER KING AND THE ELSUR COVERAGE

. AFFORDED KING, EPSTEIN'S INTEREST APPEARED :TO ALSO CENTER

AROUND WHO TOLD DEVLIN TO GO TO ATLANTIC CITY "AND THE AINMS
AND PURPOSES OF THE FBI*S ACTIVITIES AT ATLANTIC CITY., EPSTEIN
SEEMED :T0 BE DRIVING AT.THE POLITICAL OVERTONES CONNECTED WITH
THE ATLANTIC CITY COVERAGE AND HE ASKED QUESTIONS PARTICULARLY
INVOLVING THE LEGITIMACY OF THE FBI®S INVESTIGATION AND: WHETHER
BR NOT FORMER VICE PRESIDENT HUBERT HUMPHREY AND THE LATE ROBERT
KENNEDY WERE MONITORED. AS BEING IN CONTACT WITH KING .

FORMER SA DEVLIN INDICTAED HE WOULD IMMEDIATELY ADVISE
NEWARK SHOULD HE BE RECONTACTED .REGARDING THIS MATTER.
END
MEB FBIHQ CLR
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ohss

Subject JUNE MAIL _ SENSTUDY -75
7 O MAY 1 91975,
Removed By
File Number 62-116395-119:

‘_ Permanent Serial Charge Out

DoJ/FBI
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| TO

FROM

d

-

t_ Gndbebip

/ Vv 1 :
¢ Q \ ERETH
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 DATE_U/

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106 N
MAY 1962 EDITION £
GSA GEN, REG, NO. 27 .

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm, —

Memorandum Ere

: Mr. W.R., Wannall

: W.0 .\)ﬁ&e)gar
ALL T

Files & Com.

Plan. & Eval.

) S—— _.,,.,...---a——-“"'ﬁ

Ext. Affairs

Loboratory —

« Spec. Inv.
T, alningaﬁ
@S -

On 4/30/75 Mr. Donald E. Moore, Chairman of the ¥ = = ™

Security Committee, U. S. Intelligence Board, furnished

the attached list of Senate Select Committee staff members

who have been certified by the Chairman of the Select

Committee to the Central Intelligence Agency as having been
cleared for access to classified information up to and
including Top Secret based upon a background investigation
conducted by the FBI within the last five years. Certain

of these individuals have also been certified by the

Select Committee for access to compartmented classified .
information in accordance with the requirements of Director |
of Central Intelligence Directive 1/14. ﬁ;ﬂﬂr

Copies of the list of staff members are being
attached to the tickler copies of this memorandum for
retention by personnel who may be in contact with the
Select Committee staff.

ACTION:
For information and record purposes. ;
REC-100
Enclosure — / 9 //éj ?S // /
Ls:tdp (8) g Véé ! /A
1 - Mr. ams .
1 - Mr. Mintz '8 MAY 13 1975
1 - Mr. Wannall %f& et
1 - Mr. J.C, Farrington S ——_
1 - Wr. J.B. Hotis %’ﬁa‘ ‘i{'
1 - Mr. Cregar /
1 - Mr. Schwartz éﬁkx’ v A /‘X‘Sa
o g
s
“S\“\ it g AW £
@§ ’ \f;: /) {}(?
0 t
1% 975
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Name

Aaron, David
Bader, William
Baron, Frederick
Benz, Charity I.
Brooks, Nancy
Carter, Barry
Chesnik, Barbara
Davis, Lynn
Dawson, Thomas
De Oreo, Mary
-Dillon, Molly

“Dwyer, Daniel

Epstein, Michael T.
Fenn, Peter

- Gitenstein, Mark

Greissing, Edward
Hatry, Audrey
Inderfurth, Karl
Johnson, Dorothy
Johnson, Loch
Kieves, Lawrence
K1rbow, Charles |
Lombard Charles

% "“ ML:tebengood Howard

Cs s

i
-!

B fq McDonald, Naldeen

Mad1gan, Michael J.
Marshall Benjamm

;_,1 Mecham, Martha. E.
j Miller, William G.’

Wi E ‘O'Flaherty, Jas. D.

Orloff, Jan
Peterson, JohnF,
Pitts, Susan
Romberg, Alan

* Schwarz, F.A,O.

58

e

Shea, Patrick -

Smith, Stephanie
Snider, Lewis B.
Towell, Mary

- Wides, BurtonV.

i oo e " '
e
ng\?'v O A
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8/21/38 11.
9/8/31 N, J.
12/2/47 Conn.
7/23/46 N.Y.
2/14/40 Ky.
12/14/42 Cal.
4/18/46 W1
9/6/43 FL
9/9/52 Minn.
6/13/47 Ohio
4/16/51 Va.
8/24/52 Ma.
3/10/37 Mass.
12/12/47 Ma.

3/7/46 Ala.

11/27/50 Germany
6/10/23 Md."

9/29/46 N.C,
6/8/25 OR

©2/21/42N.Z.

1/4/48 N, Y.
10/2/22 Ga.
6/2/30 FR-
12/29/42 IN
10/19/51 Brazil
4/18/43 D.C.
5/4/19 NE
7/24/46 N, Y.
2/11/40 Ca.
8/15/31 N.Y.
11/4/42 111,
11/14/47 Ca.

. 6/15/41 Ca.

10/24/53 Canada

"12/1/38 N.Y.
. 4/20/35 N.Y.
© 2/28/48 Utah

3/23/54 OH
1/12/45 N.C.
4/25/44 TN

6/14/41 N.J.

SSN

550-44-7971
545-30-3377
494-54-5241
053-38-7410
313-38-6773
567-56-8854
390-46-2235

" 042-36-9155

471-60-1688

287-42-6258

|150-38-4588
023-44-8792
026-28-6318
213-50-1128
420-60-8767
296:50-4113
216-14-8691

Compartmented Clearances

SI,
SI,

K,

ol, TK,

Sk, \ TK,

£
it

245-74-5617 [ °

540-20-6413
566-62-0478
068-38-6464
252-12-5112
578-44-9471
307-44-9707
225-78-8708
042-34-3797
485-28-4503
133-34-4225
528-48-6848
109-26-4349
239-62-8495
558-74-8394
565-56-7707
020-40-7638
107-30-8583

084-30-2047"

528-64-1965
282-58-6476
246-72-0956
566-64-7628
139-30-1936

TK,

'I'K,

TK.

TK,
TK,

TR,
TK,
TK,

TK, B

TK,

BYC| 4/15/75
BYCS 4/17/75
(s5)
()

BYQ)\4/24/75

32234/17/75

cé)

BYCf4/24/75

g -

YCl4/24/75
YC 4/24/75

6 -
BYCY4/15/75
BYC|4/17/75
BYC)4/15/75

YCJ4/15/75
YCf4/15/75

@D

BYC 4/22/75
BYCJ4/15/75
BYC|4/15/75

é 24/75'
E

/17/75




ALL INFURmAL wu o u Jm..u

'HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED May
DATE.2-3041 BY_SP¥Juan/n 1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar

Loy WI& PROVIDED TO THE 2-Mr.S.F.Phillips
. SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)

t/( INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

1. SUBJECT: Martin Iuther King, Jr.

2. WITNESS' ORGANIZATION: Mr. Jobn P. Devlin, retired
Special Agent, FBI

'3. CLASSIPICATION OF INFORMATZON: Unclassified
4. SUMMARY OF CONTENT:

Mr, Devliin was quastioned and furnished informat

" aoneerning the former FBI investigation of Martin Luther
- King, Jr..

S. DATE OF INTERVIEW AND BEFORE WHOM:
Inurvm conduated by Mr, Michael Epstein, Staff

' Member, SSC, 4/25/78. ba . /16 3?5-—7/'?-§

RECI00 |
6. ORGANIZATION REFERENCE No: FEI file 62-1Y830A 13195

ot
ek

=N ]
7.

Rl:wxml TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: None. )
. -~
62-116395 -

!y
1 - 100-106670 (}hrtin Iather King, Jr.) - :
1 - 67-220521 (Personnel File Former SA John P, Devlin)

L_ SFP :M | 2

Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm. (4

~ NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index in
Poognus ‘“commection with Senstudy 75. The furnishing of this Abstract is -

.
ozpED CPYFLED . /o0 —/az 474 _

x.
NREC

Admin,

eamin s“—purmnt to proqedure previously established-in-cohnaction- with a
£ Atrs _Similar intervicw by Epstein of former Agent Lish Whitson.
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¢ o
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINE; 1 - Mr, J. A. Mintz
HEREIN IS UNCM%S%%?E%MNhU May 6, 1975 1-Mr.W.R.Vannall
DATEMBYMA‘» 1-Mr.W.0.Cregar

o7y (GRAL INFORMATION PROVIDED T0 THE  p.yr,s,F.Phillipe
SENATE SELECT COMMITIEER (SSC) ’
INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

1, SUBJECT: Martin luther King, Jr.

A 2, VITHESS' ORGANIZATION: Mr. Daniel J. Brennan, Jr.,
retired Special Agent, FBI,

3. CLASSIFICATION OF INFORMATION: Unclassified

4, SUMMARY OF COLTTENT:

Mr, Brenman was questioned concerning the former ]
FBI invectigation of Martin Iuther King, Jr., specifically A\
during 1964. Hovever, he was unable to furnish any of the N
requested information concerning the King investigation as <
he could not recall any information of the nature desired. @
5. DATE OF INIERVIEW AWD BEFORE WHOM: N
Interviev conducted by lir, Michael Epstein, Staff é
Member, SSC, 5/2/75. ',“Q
U
6. ORGANIZATION REFERENCE NO: FBI file 62-116395. f\\;\“""vz . ' {

o r ‘q r

7. RELATION TO TNTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: Nonme. |7 ‘,’- /

‘ x|

h—

62-116395

1 - 100-106670 (Martin ILuther King, Jr.)
1 - 67-428628 (Personnel File Former SA “Qaniel J. Brennan, "Jr'.)'/

7 FiLED

e ov._SFPieku (9) K S5 o s i -
o IOTE : Original via liaison to Central Community Index in "‘

4sst. 0 copnection with Senstudy 75. The furnishing of this 2rstracts bexms

DA St Mind o

Admin, ... . - 'Y 1 3 ..
comp. sy, PULEUAnt to procedure previously established in connection with a .E:
eo Aers similar interview by Epstein of former Agent Lish WhiBsHAY 181975 ¢
Gen, Jave ) v
Ident. _ “;“ —— g%
o — ) 5, LB
Laboratory _ \\5 ’,./_":’41/ “‘!'f @ ;5 }-n
Plan. & Eval. _.. / SRR e )% oy
Spec. Inve oo ,.ﬂ-\ e v M ,!9*‘
Training - ,.fv"

Legal Coun. _ }‘ (? m

Telephone Rm. __ >

Director Sec’y .. MAIL ROOM Eﬁé ('-i‘ELETYPE uNIT ] GO 551545
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~
‘EROM

ONTAINED

CLASSIFILD
BY,

FFMOR) 6
ol cf :
ml

Ly z
DAT

ALL THFORMATION C
FPRUIN, IS 0L
AT 9 /o

’ SUBJECT™ SENSLI'UDZ 15~
|

oW A MAY 13 1975
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OFTIONAL fdgu NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITIN
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

. 5010-106

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Assoc, Dir.

M. d 1 - Mr, J, B. Adams Dep- AD Ad.
emoranaum - - 1 - Me, T. J. Jenkins  aseoiws
. Admin.____
" Comp. Syst. ____
:MR., J. B. ADAMS pATE: April 25, 1975 B Afelrs —
1 - M]:‘ . J- A.. Mintz ‘:cn. Inv. —
1 - Mro Ao J- DeCker Ident- .
MR W R WANNALL '»'5 ’ Ins iol
A o 1 - Mr, W. R. Wannall .:92:?'
%\\\\ 1l - Mr, W. O. Cregar Plom. & Eval
1l -~ Mr, S, F, Phillips Spoc. lnv.
FORMER SUPERVEISOR LISH WHITSON g ‘S}M@?/
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION ! i
r Director Sec'y

A

Reference is made to my memorandum to you“4/24/75
reporting interview by Michael Epstein, Staff Member of the
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities, of retired
SA Lish Whitson cohcerning a trip to Miami, Florida, by Whitson in
1964, The trip was for the purpose of mailing a package to the late
Martin Luther King, Jr., and indicated we were checking our records
for information regarding the expense voucher and Government
Transportation Request:: (GIR) issued by Whitson and would report
our findings.

Jay Deane Cox, Voucher Unit, Data Processing Section, jgg:”‘
Computer Systems Division, supplied the following information as
to the records available concerning Whitson's travel and what the
procedures generally are for maintenance of travel and %oucher
records, The Voucher Unit maintains a Travel Authority Card
(TAC) for all investigative and any other FBI employees who have
gver had GTRs issued to them., The TACs are retained indefinitely
as there is no provision for their destruction. For every voucher
processed, there is recorded the voucher period, amount of voucher,
date processed and record of any GIRs issued.

? T o 6276285 I

The TAC for Whitson n@&éais entries to show that™on
12/9/64 a voucher was processed for payment to Whitson in the sum
of $19.40 for travel during the period 11/1-30/64. With that
voucher was a memorandum copy of a GIR issued 11/21764 to National
Airlines in the sum of $107.40 for air coach travel, Washington,D.C.,
to Miami and return. Attached to 1nstanu~memo@andum~¢sia Xerox of
the memorandum copy of the GIR, which copy is being rétained in,the
Voucher Unit. Because of the 111eg1b111ty3 BéBulE itgs from Xerox:Lng s

Enclosure CONGENUED—= OVER

62-116395 ) ,?

1 - 67-29405 (Persoﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬂile Former SA Lish Whitson u:
*\ i

SFP: ekw .. \\\‘
(9) - JQE%Z
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>

Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams

RE: SENSTUDY 75, FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

62-116395

the entries to the GIR have been reconstructed to make them
readable on this Xerox. The memorandum copy, which is being
retained in the Voucher Unit, is readable. The markings on

the reverse side of the Xerox have no bearing on the date of
travel but are merely entries relative to the payment to National
Airlines., It might be noted that the issue date of this GIR,
11/21/64, has been determined to be a Saturday, which is the

day of the week Whitson recalled making the trip to Miami,

According to Cox, the Bureau does not maintain copies
of the actual vouchers and there is only a bare pOSSlblllty that
a voucher over 10 years old, such as the omerinvolved in this
matter, would be maintained anywhere in the Government, such
as at the Federal Records Center.

ACTION:

None. For information.

fer

g

NW 88608 Docld:32989532 Page 148

“~ .



3
’
i
2
: - S s S R i R B
i Pt glte BILL TO FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION A3.995 ‘g*’b’l
22 P _WASHINGTON, B.C. %P PO oo PRI L LY PSR4 ki i
FHe % . : Banposy & woppestd s CTTT i T R T -4 TR
! /ﬁﬁ;/.z'l/; £ u-xc-._cuu:‘fuc.féf'/ = _,1.‘.-'.7/.4}{4.-72#?) 2 oot roveel v'/.'#'/(w.w A :
{b {IF 50 INO 'RIP‘ SEHV'CL REQUIAEY wRTE “ DAt X

T IS10W FARNICRS AND JURCTICH POINTS AND WHERT MIXED CLASS SLAVILT 1S 10 0L FURNISHED SPLII ¥

a2
9/_[3

)
P s il FECO PPN EACDPS

i S Va

{LOWLR BrkT, P T SEAT, £TC)

ezl Wa_f'jav.‘«.'af.n

B loanybord wol oeer A, of crcats Lysrape foom-

. D CERTIIY THAL.T NAVE RECEIVED THE TRANSPCRIQTION SLRVICL OR TICKETS REQUESTED
v EXCEPT 35 STATED N RevERFE sioeg e

TRAVELER'S
SIGNATURE 7 )

{IF HOUND THIP SCRVICE RCQUINES WHITC END RETURN™")
P >3 Vi s

,.
<7
o .

Y2260

PLAGE OF ; : , .'é?] .
ISSUE o ¢ - E;? , % vz ’1‘
t ccrriry Tu, 1 TRAUSPGRTIAT I CITLU IS FEN QIuCiaL & /"' . ]

. E

TRAVELER MUST ASCERTAIN COST OF TRANSPORTATION AND/OR
ACCOMMODATIONS AND RECORD IM SPACES BELOW

[07.40 (0740

TRANSFORTATION AAT | ACCOMMODATION AMT T10TAL

7

ISSUING OFFICER'S 3 ’ )./
SIGNATURE _ L% &AQ_& 2.2
K A

2740

4

] TICKET AGENT WiLL NOT ACCEPT THIS

FIVIIINW 30 31GNIFEYaA104 Lud OC

AdOD Q¥YI WNANVIC + 3

Y

/,f-.)?//.%:;@ R,
G0 fo e

2

THASOTON

-

\g\

N \>

~ o <

(’\ ‘%}9‘%%
| 0%
i \ 2
et

NW 88508 Docld:32989532 Page 149




S - J‘ ‘3.'.' o ke ferw T2 g e AU L S L
2 . '
4 \ ¢
; ) it N - \ " - 2
L t ! 5
. 3 2
2
- ? "J
. e S e A S S G 8 = s ; : e s
. é“‘,‘ y {This space moy be vsud to further idoehily services required ), AN ORT R S
. L? o3 ¢
- e D o8 HHE
4y T ¢ . # : E
3 CU\ Z z .5 ea s 4
- 0 S w ) v
. 2 2 s Y T
— O 9o Y
: = N
i R
: € 23 P
a4 - 2 3’ -
: s oa X ' , s
& £7F A = INSTRUCTIONS TO TRAVELERS
v w
L. - .
> o Sy " * . > P . . ]
E & 1. This memorandum should ba forwarded in accordance with administrative instructions.
3 -
< R s LU L . 2
X : % A -~ 2. Inasmuch as the memorandum card copy of the transportation reguest serves a very
< @ & . important administrative record, care must be exercised that such copy is legible and
. P S : complete in all respects when forwarded.
£
\ w oz 3. indicate above the actval services furnished where same varies from that requested.
% s {Sec paragraph 1 of “"CONDITIONS” on reverse of original request)
v ® ‘
\ MERFEE Y B e - o ow & - ....... “ e - - . as - . - -~ e e A . A— - - as e
N . , t . ‘“ -
7 ; i . #
w 5
1]
» = "

NW 86608 Docld:32989532 - Page 150

© T e, ERaA

e .y




OBTIONAL FORM NO. 10 B 5010-10¢
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG. NO. 27 '
UNITED STATES GO!ERNMENT Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. —

Memorandum e

Admin,
Comp. Syst.

TO : Mr. J, B. Adams . DATE: April 24, 1975 :ﬁéfﬁs——

Mo "'{ém b —
FROM W. R. Wannal:&&} mIN?ORMAT{‘.:wNSg?;% ' ?f hs,,,"cnon

.. WERELN 38 Gpg MIRITG SN

[ i f . \ DATE_MBX Plan. & E)\'l:_l.—_—__
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75) ipoc.llnv.
FORMER "SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON Lot oo

ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION . Telephone Rm. —

e )/ l.) Director Sec'y

Memorandum captioned as above 4/23/75 reported on
interview of Mr, Whitson by Michael Epstein, staff member of the
Senate Select Committee. The interview related to Whitson's
trip to Miami in 1964 at the instructions of former Assistant to
the Director William C., Sullivan to mail a package to Martin Luther
King.

Whitson telephoned my office twice this morning. At 10:35 a.m.
he advised that Epstein had asked him by telephone how Whitson had
made the trip to Miami, meaning how it was paid for. Whitson told
him he had issued a Government Transportation Request (GTR). Epstein
asked whether there was any prior written authorization for Whitson
to make this trip and Whitson told him there was none. Epstein
asked what kind of record would have been made covering the trip.
Whitson explained that the only record that he knew of would be
the expense voucher he submitted covering the expenses involved {
and possibly the copy of the GTR which he had issued. He explaine
to Epstein the voucher would merely show the GTR had been issued '////
for a round-trip to Miami and how much per diem had been claimed
in connection with the trip.

In advising of the foregoing, Whitson stated it was his
recollection he had made the Miami trip either in the late Summer
or early Fall of 1964 and that Martin Luther King was '"away" at
the time,

In my absence from the office, Whitson called again at
11:05 a.,m, to say that Mr. Epstein asked him as to whether he had
registered at the Airport Hotel in Miami and, if so, whether it was
under his own name, Whitson told Epstein that he hg‘_;gglstered

under his own name at this hot 100 - -
Tt 77776275 /) ;

ACTION: : way 6 1970

We are checklng our records for inf@rmation regamding
the expense voucher and GTR issued by Whltsgg_;n-eeﬁhection with
this trip and results will be reported. -

WRW Iml (61@«”’

N m
=Y fidars N
I fasgaia .
Personnel F11e of SA Lish Whitson (Out of Serv:Lce)@A(\ j W@D

8 4 MAY 1 31975

NW 88508 Docld:32989532 Page 151

o ettt
i




B % .

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010106 '
+ MAY 1962 EDITION
. “ GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 ' g ‘ Assoc. Dir.
UNITED STATES G RNMENT Dep. AD Adm. —
] ) Dep. AD Inv. —
Memorandum
Admin,
Comp. Syst, ——
Ext. Affairs
TO : Mr, J. B. Adams DATE: 4~25~75 Filos & Com. —
Gen. InVe
Iden
éﬂa./ . EL
From : Legal Couns 0;]! =

Loborutey

un. 2

vsugeet: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE m/ s.,,,Z Tﬁ“'
\7@@”

ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES Training

Telephone Rm. —
Director Sec'y —

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
S e/ S
Reference Legal Counsel to Mr, Adams memorandum of
4-9-75 to which the Intelligence Division placed an addendum dated
4~14-75 showing that Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President, had
requested that the Sergeants at Arms of the Senate and House of
Representatives keep the Bureau advised regarding checks made for
electronic listening devices in the offices of captioned Select Committees.

This was discussed on 4-23-75 by Inspector Bowers with
Senate Sergeant at Arms William Wannall and his Deputy, Robert Hough,
They were amenable to notifying us concerning the checks they make o /
Senate Select Committee space and the offices of the Members of this
Committee. Hough was designated by Wannall to handle this matter.
Hough advised that the special Capitol Police unit had made a check
of Room S146 in the Capitol on that date (4-23-75) prior to a meeting
of the Senate Select Committee in that room and found nothing. Hough
stated they have received no requests whatever to make any checks of
the offices of individual Committee Members. He said he had discussed
this matter with William Miller, Staff Director of the Select Committee,
and-Miller indicated it would be taken up with the Committee but he has

heard nothing further from him.
ing e ey, 62 -1/6575=]1 %

«On 4-24-T75 Bowe rs dlSCllSS\d this matter with Kenneth
Harding, Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representat1ves. Harding
stated he has had no requests for any checks of the Members ~offices or=+

SIFXED

DATE/- —/7~a< BY SR

é2 — /76 é/é'é!n

IN IS UNCLES

ALL INFORMATION COEITAI%‘”y%

oha

Thaa WY

N
™

3
1 - Mr. Adams ' L, MAY 6 1978 o
1 - Mr, Wannall A - N #
1 - Mr. White A
1 - Mr, Mintz ;

1 - Mr. Cregar
1 - Mr. Farrington

1 - Mr. Bowers <ROF
DWB:kjs (9) @ §

l NG absbbiHokia: ﬂ@?@m Page 152
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Legal Counsel to Mr, Adams Memo
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

space of the House Select Committee since the Committee really has not
begun to function as yet. He said he has discussed this matter with
Committee Chairman Lucien Nedzi, and he certainly will give us
complete accounting of checks they make of this Committee's space and
the space of the individual Members of the Committee.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.

MB@W‘”
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106

MAY 1962 EDITION .

GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ‘ A:;:c- D;r;’!ﬁ; *
’ Depg; D'\ﬂ 7 -
Memorandum ‘gi:/“/
31975 ot
fTO : MI‘. Jo Bo Adams DATE: - - Files & Com. —
\]/. 2/ ;on. Inv.
/. ¥ ent.
" nspection
[ rroM : Legal Counselw w Mg\ : apect!
. ) &; Ln:':rc'oryvo
5 \ e
supjecT: SENSTUDY / Y,

DESTRUCTION OF BUREAU FILES

£

Tro}n{n_g
a\gul Coun.|

' ¢ * ea‘ :nn me —
AND RECORDS (owdee sy —

f’ ;,-" ?//L
Re my memorandum to you dated 2-14-75.

As indicated in referenced memorandum, the Bureau's

program concerning destruction of files and records has been suspended

until we can determine whether it involves any documents that might
be of interest to the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities.

We contacted William G. Miller, Staff Director for the

Committee, .and he asked that we withhold further destruction of files D

until the Committee Counsel, who had not been appointed at that time,
had an opportunity to review the matter. Mr. F. A. O. Schwarz 3d,

Division-and the Legal Counsel Division meet with Mr. Schwarz and
Mr. M111er at the earliest opportunity to resolve this matter.

RECOMMENDA‘I‘ION

BY

That representatives of the Files and Communications
Division and the Legal Counsel Division meet with the Chief Counsel

£/

-

ALT: INFORMATION commrﬁgﬂfﬁﬁ/;é

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

DATE

a New York attorney, was recently named the Committeels Chief Counsel.
It is recommended that representatives of the Files and Communications

and Staff Director of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities a‘
to determine whether the Bureau's destruction program can be re1nst1tuted ) 3
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SUBJEZT: SENSTUDY ' 3 Spoc. v
Training
SAC Thomas Kitchens of the Louisville Office D

telephonically advised on 4-23-75 that former Section Chief Fred Baumgardner.
had been contacted by Michael Epstein, staff member of the Senafe Select
Committee, and Epstem had sought to arrange an interview of Baumgardner.

SAC K1tchens adviséd Baumgardner réquested that a Bureau Tepresentative

be present during his interview. SAC Kitchens further advised that Baumgardner
will telephonically contact SA Paul V. Daly on 4-24-75.

telephonically related that he had been requested to come to Washington for

the purpose of being interviewed by Michael Epstein, staff member of the

Senate Select Committee. Baumgardner advised Epstein that he would make
himself available for interview but at his office at 970 South 4th Street, Louisville,
Kentucky, telephone number 584-5183. Mr. Baumgardner expressed concern ._t,
regarding the interview pointing out that he was Section Chief in the Intelligence;s i
Division for some 18 years and during the time was continually dealing with i
very sensitive matters which he felt were not the proper subject matter ¢f disciis-
gion - . with people outside the FBI. Additionally, he pointed out he has been

out of the Bureau for some eight years and since he is not aware of current
Bureau operations he, therefore, requested the Bureau have a representative
present during the interview and that the Bureau representative so designated

be thoroughly familiar with Intelligence Division operations so that he might

be made aware of those areas which are sensitive and might compromise

current Bureau investigations. He suggested that the Bureau representative
should arrive sometime the day before . the proposed interview which is

4-29-75 so that he may have a preliminary discussion with the Bureau repre-
sentative concerning those areas in which he has knowledge of and may be
sensitive.

RECOMMENDATION:

On 4-24-75 at 2:30 p.m. , former Section Chief Baumgardner %)‘{ g

|

——

=] MAY L 1975

That a representative of the Intelligence Division be made
available to be present during the interview of former Section Chief Baumgardner
to assist Mr. Baumgardner in insuring that he does not divulge or comprom;

sensitive material. Q{ N
* : *& \S'% / f}L) /:-/
1 - Mr. Wannall 1 - Mr. Cregar 1 - Mr. Hotis [/
}?V Mr. I\:%itz 1 - Mr. Farrington . ,’" 1 Mr. Daly \
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OPTIONAL FORM NG®*10 p 5010-106 ol e

MAY 1962 EDITION Q .

GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm.

Memorandum o e

TO H Mr. J. B. Adanms DATE: May 1’ 1975 Ext. Affairs

Files & Com

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINE? l
,,a:cy > W Wannal’a@"’ HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIF:::'D Lommv

O/’-N D N k), Plan. & Eval. —
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 7 ATEL‘:L_BY Spec. Iny
FORMER-SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON V@I, W
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 4 25 ;elep " Rm. —
irector Sec'y

Previous memoranda have reported former Supervisor
Whitson's contact with the Bureau to report concerning an_interview
of him conducted by Michael Epstein, staff member of the Senate ~
Select Committee oni Intelligence Activities on 4/23/75. The ~
interview related to Martin Luther King, Jr, V’J;é:

o

/ ;',{‘9 '): 7 {7 -

Oon 4/30/75 Whitson telephoned my office to report thqt
he had been trying to establish in his mind the specific date when N
he made a plane trip from Washington National Alrport to Miami,
Florida, He had previously said he thought it was in the late
Summer of 1964, During a subsequent call he fixed the time as
the late Summer or early Fall of 1964, During his contact, 4/30/75, :
Whitson stated that to the best of his recollection, this plane
trip took place in October, 1964. The Bureau's appreciation for
his call was expressed to Whitson/

i
~/L

/ﬂ;’

Memorandum 4/25/75 in captioned matter has reported
the location of information from the files of the Voucher Unit,
Data Processing Section, showing that Whitson traveled by plane
to Miami utilizing a GTR issued 11/21/64, It has been determined -
this date was on a Saturday, it being noted Whitson previously
stated he made the trip to Mimmi on Saturday and the return trip
the next day, a Sunday.

ACTION: KEC-106 (p 9 — /) 2;2“3‘, // 9,

None, For information and record purposes e MAY 7 1975 {(
Mr. Cregar

Mr. Wannall

Personnel File of SA Lish Whitson (Qut of Service)
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE - ‘ -*Véé/ I
X j : WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505
B , . 30 APR 1975
2 Intelligence Community Staff : . ) F" 'e_‘
i -
7
MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc
Coordinating Staff
SUBJECT ¢ Security Clearances
“\\. R} {’/ ([4/ / e
On 25 April 1975, we provided-you a listing of the 7
‘ ]
Security clearances to date for members of the Senate %wd/:~

Select Committee Staff. Attached is a listing of eight

addit{c’mal Staff personnel cértified by Mr. William G.

Miller, Staff Director, as meeting the requirements of

Executive Order 10450 for access to classified informa-

ion up to and including Top Secret.

uhn M. Clarke
e Deputy to the DCI

) th Intelligence Community 0?
Attachment: as stated REC- 106 Qc,l "//(? '325 'd/

18 MAY 7 1975
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30 April 1975

Staff. Members of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
Activities who have received a security investigation by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation within the past five years
and are certified as meeting requirements of EO 10450 for
access to classified information up to and including Top

Secret.

NAME DATE & PLACE OF BIRTH SOC. SEC. NO.
Belva Brissett 6-23-41  Oklahoma 4no-4L-6374
Margaret Carpenter 8-27-44  California 555-62-6129
Joan Erno 8-30-46 D. C. 215-46-2988
Arthur Harrigan 3-16-44 New York 141-34-1031
Diane LaVoy 11-10-48  Venezuela 165-40-3119
James Rowe . . 6-6-51 D.C. 579-62-6719
Elizabeth Smith 6-21-49 New York 076-42-0199
Martha Talley' 9-7-50 No. Carolina | 245-88-1368
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106 o

MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG, NO. 27

UNITED STATES G(gRNMENT

Memorandum

Mr. W. R. Wannall %3/

: W. O. Cregarm«/
™

s
—

SENSTUDY 75

T s e b e s T -

@

Mr. J. B.
Mr. J. A.
Mr. E. W.

4/22/75
Mr. J. B.

Mr. W. R.
Mr. W. O.

This memorandum reports. the results of an
Executive Committee meeting of the Ad Hoc Coordinating

Group of Congressional Review for the Intelligence Community

on 4/21/75.

The Executive Committee, hereinafter referred to
as the EXCOM, was chaired by Mr. John Clarke, Associate
Deputy to the Director of Central Intelligence (DCI) for
the Intelligence Community, in the absence of Mr. William
Colby (DCI), who had been called to the Hill to testify
on the current situation in Vietnam.
meeting were Mr. Philip Buchen and Mr. Roderick Hills,
Counsels to the President; Mr. James Wilderotter, Associate
Counsel to the President; Mr. Thomas K. Latimer, Special
Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, as well as senior

officials of the State Department, National Security Agency

Present at the

(NSA) , Office of Management and Budget, and the Treasury

- Department.

Mr. Antonin Scalia, Assistant Attorney General,

was 'scheduled to represent the Department of Justice but

failed to appear.

The following matters of interest were discussed

at the meeting:

" KEY TSSUES

‘The purpose of the key issue papers is to completely

familiarize the White House with all facets of certain key
issues which could arise from Senate Select Committee (SSC)

deliberations.

It is hoped these key issue papers will

permit the President's Counsel to be a more articulate
advocate of the intelligence community should any of these

issues by raised.
Enclosures -
62-116395
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

Memorandum Cregar to Wannall dated 4/14/75 reported
that Mr. J. Dennis Miller of the Legal Counsel Division was
preparing the key issue paper entitled "Intelligence Files
and Privacy." A copy of the outline for this paper was -
presented to the EXCOM with the commitment that a draft of
the paper would be ready for review in the next two to three
weeks.

Another key issue paper is one being prepared by
Mr. Warren D. Magnusson of CIA entitled "G. A. 0. and the Audit
Authorities of U. S. Intelligence Agencies." Mr. Wilderotter
suggested Mr. Magnusson consult with the FBI inasmuch as
the Bureau was currently being audited by GAO. Mr. Robert
Finzel of the Intelligence Division maintains liaison with
GAO representatives auditing the Intelligenée Division.
Mr. Finzel's name will be furnished Mr. Magnusson for
consultation purposes in line with the suggestlon from
Mr. Wilderotter.

" WHITE HOUSE RESPONSES TO 'SSC REQUESTS

Enclosed is a copy of a memorandum from James A.
Wilderotter to Mr. John Clarke dated 4/16/75. The memorandum
advises that the White House provided copies of the Colby
report :(including annexes), as well as a list of documents
to the Senate Select Committee on 4/14/75. The Colby report
is the document prepared for the President following the
Seymour Hersch articles which appeared in "The New York Times"
alleging CIA was engaged in massive domestic surveillances.

GUIDELINES FOR PARAPHRASING CERTAIN DOCUMENTS PROVIDED TO
THE SELECT COMMITTEES

Memorandum Cregar to Wannall dated 4/7/75 attached a
copy of sanitization guidelines for documents provided to
Congressional Select Committees. Attached to this memorandum
are new guidelines entitled "Guidelines for Paraphrasing
Certain Documents Provided to the Select Committees." In
essence the attachment is almost identical to the sanitization
guidelines. The reason for the change is the White House
prefers the word "paraphrase" rather than "sanitization." Thus,
~guidelines under the paraphrasing description were promulgated.

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

LETTER TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL FROM SENATOR EDWARD' M. KENNEDY -

Attached hereto is a copy of a letter Senator Kennedy
has directed to the Attorney General: Copies of this letter
were furnished to the EXCOM by Mr. Wilderotter. 1In furnishing
a copy of this letter, Mr. Wilderotter noted that the
Department of Justice would handle the response to Senator
Kennedy after consultation with individual agencies as well
as the White House. Wilderotter was furnishing a copy to
members of the EXCOM for coordination purposes. He further
advised that the Department of Justice's response would be
made a matter of record with the Interagency Registry.

" ACTION:

For information and record purposes.

qoeff
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SECRET ATTACHMENT
7533/

P . THE WHITE HOUSE
 WASHINGTON

April 16, 1975

DR, JOHN M. CLARKE
Associate Deputy to the DCI
+ for the Intelligence Community /
!

MEMORANDUM FOR:

. FROM: . " _JAMES A. WILDEROTTER 8/!»

-~

On Monday, April 14, the White House provided copies of
tho MColhy Renart!! [including the annexes) and the attached list
of documents to the Senate Select Committee as classified docu-

_ments. NSCIDs 4, 5, and 6 -~ as well as the obsolete and
superseded NSCIDs corresponding to them -- were not provided |
to the Committee,

.~ SECRET ATTACHMENT
! .
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- LIST OF DOCUMENTS TO BE RELEASED TO THE :
SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLICENCE ACTIVITES

.
.,

1. National Security Council Intelligence Directives (NSCIDs) -~
- These directives prescribe the organization and division of respon-
"~ gibility of the various elements of the intelligence community; provide
" procedures for the collection and production of overt intelligence;
establish a communications system for the rapid reporting of
critical intelligence information; and establish = the National Photo-~
< : graphic Interpretation Centexr. : ' :

. " 2. Obsolete and Suverseded NSCIDs.-~ These documents pre.da.te the
. existing directives (in itern #l above) but provide essentially the same
guldance under the bureaucratlc structule estabhshcd by prevmus

N R

LOREN-SIN-SP RS S ;.--.v.iw -

3. Letter from President Nixon to Director Helms ~- This lettei-;
N issued following a major review and restructuring of the intelligence
S . community, set forth the Director's responsibilities and estabhshed .
. *.. -goals to channel his further effort. 11/5/71 o

R T .NSAM 57 - Pa aramilitary Operations -~ This memorandum defines
© 4 paramilitary operations; states US policy for rendcrmg assistance

: to such operations overtly or covertly and establishes a procedure

‘for the planning and approval of paramilitary opcra’cmns. 6/28/71

'5. NSAM 124 - Establishment of the Special Groun (Counter-~
"Insurgency) -~ This 1962 memorandum set forth procedures for
ensuring the use of all available government résources in preventing

. and resisting subversive-insurgency and related forms of indirect
aggression in friendly countries. .

T - 6. NSAM 196 - Establishment of an Executive Committee of the
"+ _National Security Council ~ This 1962 memorandum established a
'_ commilteec to serve as a crisis management group durmg the
.Cuban missile crisis, : -

7; NSC 5511 -- Establishment of a Net Evduation Subcommittce --
" This 1955 directive established a subcomittee of the NSC for the purpose
‘of provxdmﬂ estimates of the capability of the USSR to 1n£hct dircct
1n3ury on the US in tlme, of goneral War,

: NW 86608 _Docld: 32989532 Page 163
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8. NSAM 5815 - Cnmp'xratwe Evaluatmn Group -- This 1958 directive
established an inter-agency body to prepare comparative evaluations
of the US and Soviet weapons systems.

9. ° NSAM 303 - This 1964 document changed the name of the Special
Group (5412) to the '"303 Committee''. (The predecessor body
documentation is at Tab B) . . :

10, NSAM 327 --Th1s 1965 memorandurn dlsestabhshes the net
. evaluatlon Subcornmlttee of the NSC. '

RN

11. NSDM 40 - Covert Operations.-- This directive provides authority
and sets forth procedures and responsibility for the planning, approval
‘and conduct of covert operations. It also brings a number of Defense
-~reconnaissance activities under the cognizance of the 40 Committee.

12, NSDM 224-- This 1973 directive established a Net Assessment -
- Standing Committee to ca.rry out 1nte1110ence assessments as directed
by the NSC.

'13 NSDM 239 -~ National Net Asse ssn1ent Process - Thls dlrectlve

‘transferred responsibility for management of the sub_}ect program from
the NSC to the Departrnent of Defense, ' :

14, NSDM 253 -~ This 1974 memorandmn upda.ted the membersh1p of

.- the NSC Intelligence Commutee.

15, The_ balance of documents included herein consist of unclassified
reports, diagrams and press releases concerning the organization and
functioning of the NSC and the Intelligence Community,
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THE CTOR OF CENTRAL INTELUGENC
ST ' ' WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505- b

21 April 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc Coordinating Group

SUBJECT ¢ Guidelines for Paraphrasing Certain Documents
o~ o Provided to the Select Committees

. 1, Attached is a guidance paper, subject as above, prepared
by the USIB Security Committee, and approved by the Director of
Central Intelligence.

2. In the interest of commonality in our approach to the
matter of paraphrasing sensitive documents, it is requested that
each of you arrange for the use of these guidelines in the handling
of responses irom your organizations to requests irom the Select

qumittees. .
\(}3'["‘" Wi, Qi eke
John M. Clarke %~
Associate Deputy to the DCI
for the Intelligence Community

Ai:ta.chme nt
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-GUIDELINES FOR PARAPHRASING SENSITIVE INFOR MA TION IN
CERTAIN DOCUMENTS PROVIDED SELECT COMMITTEES

Y. The Director of Central Intelligence has recently discussed
with Senator Church the need for special consideration and treatment
by the Select Committee of certain sensitive aspects of intelligence
activities and the Senator has expressed his recognition of this need.

It is anticipated that appropriate arrangements can be rdade so as to
avoid the risk of exposing such matters and at the same time satisfying
the Select Committees' need for a full understanding of the intelligence
community's activities. Included in such matters are the identities of
sensitive sources, the material provided to the United States by -
‘cooperating foreign intelligence services, the details of technical
devices and systems and of operational -methods, the identities of
certain employees whose safety could be jeopardized if revealed, the
identities of American citizens and organizations who have cooperated
with US intelligence and some additional materials the public disclosure
of which would create serious foreign policy or national security
probleme, Such material should be protected not only from svposure
but indeed the risk of exposure. Further, recognition should be glven :
to the need to protect certain other information which, if lmproperly
d1sclosed might 1mpa1r the privacy rights of individuals.

2. Proper procedures should enable intelligence community
members to prevent risk of disclosure of sensitive sources and '
"methods and at the same time present to the Select Committees the
necessary details to allow for their proper understanding of community
activities.

3. The procedures described herein are not to be used as
downg1 ading or declassification guides. All concerned should be
mindful that application of these procedures will not declassify,
downgrade or remove from compartmentation controls any documents
or information provided the Select Committees, unless individual
advice to that effect is provided as well.

4. What May Be Paraphrased

Whlle it is not possible to anticipate all requirements. which
may be levied by the Committees for documenting material and not
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possible to determine specifically what material should be excised
from these documents, the following illustrations are offered in
certain likely categories. The criteria in all cases should meet
the test mentioned above.

5. Collection of Inteiliﬁence

| . (2) The Committees will probably address the matter of how

' intelligence is collected. Documents supporting responses may be
paraphrased by removal of identities of sensitive agents and informants,
covert personnel, and contractual cover arrangements. A descriptive
phrase may be substituted, i.e., a foreign journalist, a political
official in the opposition party. No paraphrasing should be used in
connection with names of individuals whose employment or former
employment by, or association with a department or agency, does not
remain secret or for individuals whose present or future activities on
behalf of the department or agency do not require that previous cover
arrangements remain secret. ' -

(b) Some information may be required with respect to
technical intelligence systems including cryptol'ogic and communi-.
cations activities and reconnaissance capabilities. Almost 2ll of
such material is currently handled in compartmentation control .
channels under various codewords or nicknames. No security threat

"+i5 perceived by use of these codenames or nicknames in classified
. documents, Details of the technical systems which would reveal
R critical operational capabilities and contractual and funding arrange-
ments which would identify individuals whose participation was
obtained under agreement of continued secrecy may be excised from’
| . - documents, Any question on release of codeword material should be
l referred to the Program Manager who in turn may consult with the
a Director of Central Intelligence to ensure a consistent approach in
‘ : the Community's para?hrasing procedures. While documentary
samples of intelligence obtained by technical means may be used
‘in support of testimony, special consideration should be given with
regard to' raw products which reveal critical operational capahilities.

’

§o.
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6. " Intelligence Estimates . o . - =

Finished intelligeﬁce reports and estimates do not usually
contain source identifications and will not normally require para-
phrasing. However, departments and agencies should review such
publications to ensure deletion of sensitive source identities and
details of collection systems.

7. Administration

Information concerning the administration of intelligence.
agencies may be required. This may include staffing charts with
occupants identified. Identities of personnel formerly not under
cover and now functioning in a cover assignment should be deleted
as well as those who may in the future be considered for a covert
.ass1gnment : S

8 Genelal ' L ' ’ . j

. The followlng categorles of 1nformat10n or. spec1ﬁc ekamples
may arise in any number of circumstances in documentation re- -
" quested by the Select Committees. In all cases, serious consideration
should be given by the department or agency concerned to the necessity
" of deletion or paraphrasing of thls type of information, prior to
providing the document.

(2) Agent or 1nformant names or operational mformatmn :
revealing them. :
(b) Details which would reveal sensitive methods and
. techniques (1) employed in human source collection, (2)
employed for the physical security protection of the
department's or agency's personnel or physicalienvironment,

" {¢) The numbers, locations, times and other indications
of recruitment, attempted recruitment or emplacement of
- personnel within targeted foreign organizations,

. .

’
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_sensitivity.

l , - .
-

. (d) Names of particular employees whose physical
safety or future careers might be placed in jeopardy by

' exXposure. -

(e) Foreign or US sources, official or otherwise who '
agreed to cooperate under terms of explicit or implied
confidentiality, who would be embarrassed or endangered
by disclosure of their role.

(f) Assumed identities, locations or other information
péermitting identification of defectors or refugees who might
be targeted for retaliation.

(g) Identifying information on intelligence services of ’
friendly and neutral countries and collaboration of those
services with US intelligence agencies.

(h) Identification of technical foreign intelligence
operations of high vulnerability or extremely high political

" (i) Details of arrangements with US and foreign bar.zks, o

" investment houses, etc., in support of intelligence operations.

-(j) Specific information on special relationships with

_private firms established with the approval of top corpozate

officials. This includes names of firms or industrial
‘associations that collaborate in a special manner such as
providing cover for foreign intelligence operations.

(k) Names of firms collaborating with US intelligence
‘agencies in collection and assessment programs (especially
those having large foreign clienteles).

i) Proprietary, trade secret or patent information,

° . . . . . . ..
. . - . N
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9. Techniques of Paraphrasing

. Paraphrasing of intelligence material may include the

physical removal of the identity of a person, place or thing from
written communication with or without regard for the residual

content.

Use of a substitute terms is an example of paraphrasing

which permits intelligent continuity of the material without revealing
the true identity. Paraphrasing does not e\tend to the use of false
or misleading substitute material.. s

‘The integrity of official records must be maintained. The

following paraphrasing techniques apply only to copies of records.

(2) Names may be obliterated, "masked or replaced
with substitute terms, the residual material xeroxed and
the copy submitted to Committees.

(b) The material can be retyped or reprinted with
substitute phrases or substitute descrlpuons which do not

_ ‘reveal the sens1t1ve matenal

(c) Entire pages can be removed from some documents
and replaced with a blank page carrying only reference '

‘information as to the location of the sensitive material

within the contributing department or agency.

_ (d) Within a category of inquiry, it may be desirable
to extract a complete document from requested material when
the request is broad and all-inclusive within its field. The

'.existence of such a document should be made known to the
Committees but retained by the agency or department for

review under escort of a representative of the department
or agency. :

l‘d‘.

10. Management of Documents

The 6rigina1 record and a copy of the paraphras.'ed version

provided should be readily available in all cases. Materials developed
within an agency or department in response to requests should be

| NW 88608 Docld: 32989532 Page 1. 170
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reviewed at an appropriate level for completeness, responsiveness
and accuracy. In the case of documents or materials of a community
nature, the release should be done in coordination with the depart-
ments or agencies and/or the Program Manager concerned an any
paraphrasing should be agreed upon during coordination.

This proposed use of paraphrasing as a special arrangement
to protect selected issues contained in material provided to Select
Committees by one agency may prove to be a futile exercisc if not
practiced in common by all participating departments and agencies.

It is essential to the proposal that departments and agencies attempt

to employ the same criteria for paraphrasing and coordinate as
required. This paper can serve only as general guidelines.

"

" :
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- (PURSUANT TO SEC, 3,5, RES, 35, 1JD CONCRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

Cawan memsre B st

Honorable Edward H. Levi
Attorney General
Department of Justice
Washington, D.C.

B CR' u,:_,,/‘s;sm‘

Dear Mr;”Attorney General:

A newspapar report in today's Washington Post
has raised serious questions as to how many rederal
‘agencies engage in electronic survelllance and the extent-
of such surveillance. . .

- 7 At a hearlng en May 23, 1974 before the’ Subcomﬂlfuee
on Administrative Practice and P*ocedur , Attorney General .
-Saxbe testified on this subject. I asked him: *Can you . .. = g
" tel) us about any other organizations or governmsnt R
-departments that are involved in any wiretapping at all
- today?" The Attorney General replied: ‘'We do not believe
that there is anyone else and the penaltiss are rather
. severe," (p. 495) I am enclosing a copy of the hearings
for YOL” convenience. .

‘The recent reports raise questions concerning the
. completeness and clarity of Attornsy General Saxbe's
earlier testimony. President Johnson's executive memorandum
of June 30, 1965, requires that federal agencies engage in
wiretapoing only with the prior approval of the Attorney .- i .
. -General. In order to fully answer the questions that have = S e
~ ° “been raised, I request that you provide the Subcommittee .cn =
Admlnls*ratlve Practice and Procedure with Lhe following. .
1nformatlon by Aprll 16: - . . / 7 / - C /
..'3 . R s wllr
1. A ‘list of all federal departmentu, agenc1ea, bureaua,
lelalOﬂs, and other units that conduct, have conducted,-.or have
authority to conduct electronic survelllance of any- type (includingi
_ wiretaps, bugs, and other uses of any device or apoaratus which
b -can be used to intercept a wire or oral communication). . .- * LN

3o e s

A G ~
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- Page 2

2. For each agency listed under #1 above the specific
statutory or other authority for the agency's conduct of
) electroq1c surveillance.

'3. For each agency listed under #1 above,'all guidelines,
procedures, rules and regulations relating to the conduct
of electronlc surveillance.

4. Por each agency listed under #1 above, a specification
of whether the agency's conduct, or authorlty to conduct,
electronlc surveillance 1ncludes'

a. Electronic survelllance conducted pursuant to a
court warrant obtained under the provisions of sections 2516
and 2518 of title 18, United States. Code,

b. Electronic surveillance conducted without a
court order obtained under.the provisions of sections 2516 and
2518 of title 18, United States Code; :

(¢
)
ot
L]
<
m
e
(]
[
m

- LI o D ISR W . 4
C. L2 eCCr oL

United States;

IR d. Electronic surveillance conducted in foreign
countries. | - .
. . 5. For each agency listed under #1 above, the number of
. . electronic surveillances in place on Roril 1, 1975, and the
" number of electronic surveillances in place at any time during
the calendar years 1970 through 1974 (with a description of
the method used in. computlng these figures).

I am sure you appreciate the need for the questions
.raised by Attorney General Saxbe's testimony to be answered
as quickly and definitively as possible. These duestions
demonstrate-once again the need for close cooperation between
the Departnent of Justlce and the Congress. :
Many of the questions oosed in this letter were orlglnally
raised in my letter of October 10, 1973, to Attorney General
Richardson. The Subcommittee requested additional information
, on April 16, 1974, and at the hearing on May 23, 1974. Attorney
- QGenersl Saxbe indicated a willingness at the hearing to ‘
provide this information in the near future, but none of
this information has been provided. I am enclosing copies
of the October 10, 1973, and April 16, 1974 correspondence

-~ K

.
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‘Honorable Edward H. Levi
April 10, 1975
Page 3

for your convenience, and would aopreniate your letting me
know by when the information requested in these letters and
at the hearing will be made available.

Wiﬁh best wishes.

1ncerely,

.- b

f’iyﬁr’é\ / ij {é w::‘!
. Edward M. Kennedy

~ - - .Chairman

. R Subcommittee oOn Admlnlsgratlve

. Practice and Procedure

) . . . A \‘4 . . . o i ‘ .-'. ...-.s .a.‘
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Welook forward to hearing from you and to umkm" the necc‘zs'\rv arrangements

Jor your appearvancs.
With hest personal regards,
) Sincerely,

Eowarp M, KENNEDY. - .
Chairmun, Sulcommitice on Administrative Practice and Proccdure.
Say 0. Ervey, Jr,
Chairman, Subt-onmn‘rlrl- on Coastitutioral Rights,
EoMUND 8, MUSKIE,
< " . Chaitrman, Sulcommittce on Swrveillance., -

" U.S. SENATE. e

/
.

L e et .
N ~ . . .

N - COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, .
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4.

: . SURCO\( MITTES ON ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE,

Jlon, Joux Davirr,

Chief. Internal Security Scetion, C'riminal Division,

Washington, D.C.

W as-lmu/lm:, D.C., April 16, 197,

I)cpur?ment of Ju.stic-c.

".Dear Mg, Davirr: I appreciate your meetin" with me to discuss the nature
of the requests by the \u(.cnnumnov on Administrative Practice and Procedure
* for materials relating to warrantless eleetronie surveillances. The purpnse of

this letter,
requests,

as you requested,

is fo memorintize the Subcomwittee’s specitie

~

The materials requested are listed in the attuched memorandum. OF conrse,
these requests are not intended to be exclusive or extuiustive, aud arve in addicion
to any other requests that may be made by the Subcommitee.

I appreciate your coopetation in seeking to ensure that these requests be
met promptiy. If all the m.lrun.tl\ requested are not readily available, I would

.n|~‘l\

Ay

assembled.

PRS-

<X will look forward to \vurhur* with you on- these

- bwt regards.

lll" tho it inle in incromants ne fhu!‘ are

and rela_ted matters. With

.

.
ot

) . e o> Siricerely; . T
ceme B P o . .. e Iu:.\\xm M. hAI,P)(.\\
' : L : : : _dssistant Counsel. -

- . PR . . . .
.o . . -0 . i . .

. .. - . el el e : - « * S—————
- - » - . 4 . .
—— - . « e . : - - .

MATERIALS OF WARRBANTLESS BLECTRONIC ‘\t'mrr' r_\.\c_r: REQUFSTPD BY THE
. 31‘3(‘0\13(11151_ o\' ADMINISTRATIVE PRACYICE AND PROCEDURE *

- ° 1, For 2 representative "mup of electronic surveillances, please provide the
naterials listed under cither .\ wr “B” below. By “representative” is meant a
. ' ... * . &voup that is reprv\ent.ln\ e with respect to () the statutory catezories of Nection
. Co. b U 251103), Title 18, United States Code, useid by the Attorney General in authorizine
. - ¢ .0 the surveillances: (b) the types of targets of the surveillanees: (¢) the rype of
. . : ooFTL 0 srveillance, e, telephone, micrephone or other: and (d) the date of authoriza-
tion of the surveitbinees, both hefore and alfter the \1.prmne Court decision in
F 0 - United States v. United States District Court, 407 7.8, 24 (1972).
o ... Al Coples of documents containinz: (1) requests for amhnnz.mnn of elec-
-3 oot tromie surveillances from the Director of the FBI to the Artorney General: (2)
. T anthorizaticns sizned by the Attoraey General: (3) requests for reautharizarion
RS -, - of existing electronic surveillances from the Director of the FBI to the Atrocney
R T . Geperal: 4y reauihorizations sisned Ly the Artornes tenerals and (31 comu-
. munications between the FBL or the Department of Jnstice and a telephone
Voo eompany resarding the installtation, uitintenance, or discontinuanee of elecrronic
e surveillances, These documents’ wonld ke for actual, ax opposed to hypothetical,
CL e surveillanees, bt not nevessavily surveilianees which are eurrently active.
vt o Names and other data whieh identify tirgets of the surveillinees could be
.- exeised. The dacuments wordd by siven o the Subicommitiee stafl on i cemtideon-
tial hasis, and appropriate maasures would be raken to ensuve that they remain
confidential, They could e shown to approprinte staff of the Subcommirlee
. on Constitutional Rights and the Foreizn Rel: iions Subeoumitree on Surveit-
. . 3 . Ianee under (he stoe condition of contidenciality,
R. Copics of the ssune materials veferved to in “A" . above excent that the
docwtnents would represent hyporhetizal, rather than' acrual, electronic sprveil-
Tances, The wmaterials would, hnwcwr, acrurately retlect doumueuto for acruat

. NW 88508 Docld:32989532 Page 175. @ < .- . S0 T
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Jurveillanc¢es. The materials would he supplied to Subcommittee staff on a non-

= confidential basis, since ther would represent hrpothetical aud nnt real sur-
“veillances, In addition, the Subeommittee staft would be shown copies of some

e documents for actual surveillunces (from which names and identifsing data

L could be removed) in order to compitre them with the hypotheticals,

LT 2. Copies of actual orc hypothetical documenrs retlecting each step in the

- . preeess of review within the FINL of a request to initinte a warratitless clectronic

Joo o surveillance. At the mceeting of February 27th, Divector Ketley referred to at
L least a ten-step process within the FDBIL for reviewine a request for a wiretap.
© Director Relley indicared that there are eominunications to and froum the agent

In the fiel@, the agent’s supervixor, the \ssistant Agent in Charge, the Agent in
+e " Charge, the supervizor in the appropriate division ofsthe FRI, the Tuit Chief,

- the Section Chief, the Branch Chief. .the Assictant Director, the Assistunt to the
B Director. and the Director. ‘U'o the extent that there may be diffecences in the
.. review procedure for “bugs” as opposed to wirvetaps, please provide documents
reflecting these differences.

3. Copxes of any FBI or Department of Justice rnle.s. regulations, documents

»
i
: ' . procodu"es. mamuals ov portiens of mannals relating in any way to rhe initiation,

B - ingtallation, coudnct, maintenance. supecvivion, approval, authorization, remi-
thorization, financing, or discontinuance of warrantless wiretaps or other elee-
tronic surveilianees. e
H 4, Copies of any documents, rules. regulations. procedures, manuals or portions
¢ - of manuals relating {o recovd-keeping procednres and imdexes in the FRT or
the Department nf Justice with ruspecc to warrantless electronic surveillanees.

A, 2%e -

T ) PR ‘TS Sr..\'m-x-'..
TR AT e e - COMMITTEE ON TITE JUDICTARY,
AR -, : sz(.osmrr'n:r' ON ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDCLE,
‘ Foe Washington, . C'., .lpul 17, 19..;.
Hon. Wrm.m\r B. Saxse, . .
Oflice of the Attorney General. T Ca -
- Department of Justice, Washington. D.C. . N LT
7 Drar Mp. AtroeNey GENFRAL: T am writing with reference fo my Ietfer to the
Attorney General of October 10, 1973, ceeking certain informarion abant war-
rantless electronic. surveillance. .\ copy of thix letter is encloxed for your conven-
-ience. The information requested would expand and update information supplied
H “to the Subconmimittee over the past several years. After six monthy, none of the
g . Information has yet been providmd,
1

In your letter of February Sth. you indicated that every effort was betug made '

HE to obtain the iuformarion I rr\rpwsn «l as oxpmhrmu\lr ax possible, At a ineetinge
Lo . with Subeomnittee staff Iast month following onr meoting of February 27,
however, the Deparnnent stitied that it would be willing io mm:(lv only an un-

t . date of the information provided in 1971 aud 31972, amd to urni<h this iuforna-

tion only to me personally on a contidential basis. This p.nnnml wottlid not meet
.the Subs.n'mmttces requirements, LThe Subecommittes requiras all the informa-
- © . tion requested, not just an update of that supplied two years a=zo, The informa-
-.tion provided on a nonc! l.auxﬁevl basis in previons reave shonkd he peovided ™ rize

N same basis at this time. To the extent that any informaiion is supplied on a con-

fidential baxis, Subcommittee mmbors and staff must have necess ra v,

.- 1 am sure you realize that the Subcommittee’s need ror this information i
_pressing. As you are aware, we have been conducting heavings ou warrantless
" electronic surveillance with the. Subeommittee on Counstiturisnal Rights and the
“ Foreign Relations Subcommittee on Surveillance. In order to effec: ively exercise

!nformatx.m reqguested in the lecter.
Y am writing to request that the bulk ot‘ the infarmation mque\ted be pro-

; .. vided to the \ubcomn"ltoe no later than April 29 in order (o enable the Sub-

I . .. committee th analyze the data prior to our next series of hearines beginning
: _ % .Nay Tth, Please contact Kenneth Kaufman, Assistant Counsel, if you hare any
i qumfions rezarding this request,

4 . L
TEN S Thank you in advance for your cooperation in tlus matter. With be:»'t personal
3 - regards. .
- . Sincerely, . : -
i : Fm\ Arp M. KENyEDOY,
i Chairman, Subeommittec an Administrative Practice and Procedure.
i
i : ‘ e
’
) b ..
. . . [ - . . . ’
. . * ’
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. . " P . .
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“our oversight and lezislative responsibpilities in this area, we need the base of.
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The Honovable Elliot L. RlChanSOn
Office of the Attorney General

.- Department of Justice O
WaShlnguon, ‘D.C. 20530 R

iyt

'
P el
LN

'
)

* vt
v

ear Mr. Attovney General’

N

9
bl

.'\,-3

As you know the Subcomnlttee on Admlnlstratlve Practlce 7
and Procedure has played an active role in the area of e g 8
- electronic surveillance over the past several years, lncludlng T
"ius role in the developmant and processing of the legislation
- which eventualtly Deveme Title IIT of the Omnibus Crime Control
_and Safe Streets Act of 1968 .and its hearlngo on warranuless ;_'
wvretapplng last year. . L

3“;;a“'" -On Febrnaﬂy 5, 19/1 I wrote Attornoy General John Mltcnell
~secking certain 1nrorm1t10n about electronic surveillance -instal- - ey
.lations without court orders. The Department was good enough to .

Do prOV1de me with most of the information I sought. The information R

J .0 extended by the Department was extremely usetul in enlightening '

- both the Committee and the public aoout the ertent and,slgnfl—

[
e

'
foager
A

\

... cance of such surveillance. . . T P RO Lo C i
n-“iy., - The information sought and supplied dealt only with the - e
AR period June 19, 1968 through calendar year 1970. Since then, . S
. . 0f course, the ‘United States Supreme Court has held that . BT E S
. - domlestic S°CLn1Cy surveillance without a court order is uncon- L L EE
' "stituticnal, United States v. United States District Court, . =
407 U.S. 29/ (1972). Shurcly arter the Supreme Court dec1s*on -

';‘ﬂ- . our Subcommittec held hearings on warrantless wiretapping, durlng .
which a detailed inquiry was made into the Justice Department’s : R
practices and procedures in implementing the decision. At the ’

-hearings, Dnoaby Assistant Attorney Gencral Kevin Maroney ) x
testitied that in response to the Supremé Court ruling, a certaln e
number of installations %in cases involving domestic security,” . &

to use the description in Mr. Kleindienst's statement ot R

- June 19, 1972, were terminated. In a letter dated August 2, 1972, 5

.. Mr. Ma%oney 1nd1cated the numbers of survelllwnces in, place on v
IR , .. & $
; ? . e _ .

.
YT RN I )
.
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June 29, 1972 in each of the five statutory categories contained
*.  in Section 2511(3) of Title 18, United States Code. Also, on
- -May .14, 1973, Acting Director of the Federal Bureau of Investis--
"gation William D. Ruckleshaus disclosed information concerning
some 17 wiretaps that had been placed on the telephones of

"% | newsmen and government ufficials. Ce e

.*%. - In order to keep this Subcommittee and the public fully
.- ~dnformed about this extremely significant aspect of your
-. . practices and procedures, would you kindly provide the fol-
* - lowing information as soon as possible, sending us immediately
.. those items of information which are readily available, and the
""3*“ remainder when obtained. As I indicated in my February 5, 1971
-*letter, I recognize that some 'of the statistics will be based on
docunents which are classified, but, as earlier, the requests have
3“1, ‘been fromed so as to admit of answers which should be able to be
.unclassified. Rs previously indicated, if you nevertheless see
- a need to classify any particular answer, please provide it
separete ly, and it will be handled on a cla551f1ed basis. -
, l'?n. “As used in the Tollowing queaui"ﬁa, the torm YMelectronic
7. s.surveillance" includes 1nterceptﬁons of both wire and oral Do
(ﬁ”_ communications. The questions refer only to warrantless elec— .
~tronic surveillances. . . . o
1 T o . . I
: A. Por each of the periods calendar year 1971 calendar year
1972 _and January 1 1973 to September 30, 1974, please p“ov1de'

e
_-..,

.2,;.' 1. The number of electronic surveillance installations

: 47 placed in operation or continuing in operation at any time
1i'”§ ‘during the period, in terms of the number of "premises of
RN organizations or individuals without regard to the number of

~ - - mzinstrumants whnicn may be involved in effectuating the sur~
.77 ‘veillances, " to use the description in Mr. Maroney's letter
2nrTe- of August 2, 1972, T assume that this is the same method of
¥f'* { computation used'by Mr. Mardian in his letter of March 1,.1971;
oL df it is not, please indicate the method of computation used

~

..‘: . by him and prov:de comparable figures for the time perlods
“.specified. _ _ A T TR e

L 2. Of the.,e> please provide: R e e

_;).?t"i'. a. | The number of electronmc surveillance 1nsta11at10ns

jji -newly placed:in operation during the period;
{3. . b. The number of electronic surveillance 1nstallatﬂons
reo et continuing in operation at any time durlng the period but placed

;:{ln:: in operation during a-prior period. o .
. -’ . . ... . . ..
. :f' 3. The number of each type of installation, i.e., télephone '
" -7 surveillances, mlcr0phone Jurvelllanccs, combination surveillances,

£4

= 3% or other. co . .
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-7 January 1, 1973 to ertenber 30, 1973, pTease prov1de° .’; ;" e
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“bver six months. . - L.

o 5. The numbers of electronic surveillances in which: .. .77~ "~

::1nstalled
: installed; o A
-1nsta11ed : S R T R TN ;?h.__;33.
Do any one time during each period, as “eferrOd to in Mr. Mardlan s

"+ letter of harch 1, 1971. ' iy - Dt el T
e Te TS NWibDer uf electron

h ol
. maintained or monitored by any
", unit or employee .of any state or local goverﬂment that were

Loumdt of the United States govornncnt. , P I I A

-.> conducted, supervised, made at the request of, made with the
.-~ knowledge of, or connected in any way with any agency or other unit
..of the Unlted States gcvernment. ' SO :

“ "B, -For each of the periods calendar year 1971, January 1, 1972 -
*.o to June 19, 1972, June 20, 1972 to December 31 1972, and : S e

'"installed in cases involving domestic security, as defined in
.- United States v. United States District Court and as referred to _
--in Mr. Kieindienst's statement of June 19, 1972. . PR

g'instalied with respect to activities of a foreign power or e
- foreign agents as described in United Statea V. United States —
- District Court, 407 U.S. at 322. ' . 25

-’ installed on domestic organizations and individuals with a

. : - ¢ . l 5

T . . . i
~ * . ‘. N . o { ]
. . . st .32.

October 10, 1973 ) ' LT .
Page 3 . S T el T T

4. The number of surveillances installed during each period
which continued for each of the following time categories:
under one week, one week to one month, one month to six months,

-a. One electronic surveillance device was installed;
b. Two electronic surveillance devices were installed;
¢. Three to five electronic surveillance devices were

. d. Six to ten electronic surveillance devices were . -

e. "More than teu electronic surveillance devices wvere

-6."The total maximum number of surveillances in operaticn at

? . P . R ST
- - . 22 . . N .

P S, . v\v.eil’l-nn(\c“-snef- AT 1A ﬁf\r\_ducte"}_’

B o~ el e

ur sla
rson or organlzatlo or by any

~
-

)
pe

directed, supervised, made at the request of, made with the L
knowledge of, .or connected in any way with any agency or other T

‘8." The number of wiretaps or otheb electronic surveillances
conducted in a foreign ccuntry in which the cbject or target of
the surveillance was a United States citizen and which were<ilracged

r 2 e . ,.' N -t " Te e e e
.“ -

-2

S. - " The number of elecuron1c survelllances that were "o

‘b. The number of electronic survelllgnces that were

c. The number of electronic surveillances that werex

significant connection with a foreign power, its agents or

A4
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+ agencies,™ as delineated:in United States v. United States District

v Court, 40/ U.S. at 309 n.y, and discussed in the testimony oL

Cru.. . PDeputy Assistant Attorney General Maroney before this Subcommittee.
. . The above 3 categories are intended Lo be mutually exclusive.

L .

.« q

.
[y

[TORRS

10, a. The particular United States government departments,
' agencies, bureaus, divisions and other United States government
-entities .that engaged in electronic surveillance ot domestic
. ﬂ; organlaatlons and individuals, as described in Question Ya above.
R b. The particular United States government departments,
-..;agencies, bureaus, divisions and other United States government
- entities that engaged in electronic surveillanece withia the;
. continental United States on a toreign power or forelgn ajents
Jas’ described in Question Sb above. : -
5 2-»~. c¢. The particular United States government departments
‘J.f_agen01es, bureaus, divisions and other United States governmnt
=-lentities that engaged in electronic surveillance of domestic |
-f; organizations and individudls with signifticant connection with
“.-a foreign power, its agents or agenC1ed, as. descrlbed in B
.'Question 9c above. STRIEEE e
ot With respect to each such department agency, buredu, LT e
"*'; division, or cther govemment entity, please provide the o s CLT e
“’numbers of electronic surveillances installed or in operatlon o
ldurlng each time perlod. - . 'n,.. e R LI L TR

r: .'"‘r4~:r-

v N ey ey
Lo e

"o
.

" ,I-.u‘ .'o;t"‘\' ) l';. ‘;'.:'vl"'t'

L4

.
[
[

ot e,

' 1 -v'.' 'ol‘u-

. ll. a. Please 1nd1cate whether the flgunes provided in’
,er. Mardian's letter of March 1, 1971 included the wiretaps of .
- 17 newsmen and government o;r1c1als disclosed Dy Actlng FBI T
..Director Ruckleshaus on May 14, 1973.. - N T
S b. For each period, please indicate the total number ot

}other electronic surveillances conducted, directed, supervised,

“'made at the request of, made with the knowledge OL, or connected : .
. in any way with the FBI or the Department ot Justice -that were T E

.
’ v
(AN Haru""‘

~not included in the figures prov1ded 1n Mr Mardlan’s letter- .
M:ff .of March 1, 19/1. : : R {_w- -i~;-kﬁ? :
C. T 2. On June 5, 19/3, the White house released flgures on th° .
:number of national securlty wiretaps installed since 194b, reported :
,at page H 4343 of the Congres;lonal Record. These flgures seem -
t?ainconsistent with those supplied to me by the Department on - -2
i March 1, 19/1. In addition, the figures are unclear in certain key

e Ni. respects. I would therefore appreciate your supplying the following
;H,f._.znformatlon with respect to the flgures released by the Whlte House"

el “Do the years 1ndlcated refer to flscal or to calendar
e, wP years? S -
o b. Do the totals include wnterceptlons other than by . =
. =" telephone wlretaps——e g., micropnhone surveillances, etec.? ' Tk
e L ¢. Do the figures reter tu the sum of all interceptions :
... "in operation during the year, or only to those in operatlon as o -

- of a certain date--e.g., December 313t° _ . . . <.
K -." . . . : - L " - . L RO Y . K .®
~'.. -}_- ' . . . . ;.. . . .- -". oL ‘-“...'“ . " '_-.. :. .: - -.-:

.'_.f':. ct . - - . * : . ot (RN _.'.-. . - . ’ ‘. - . ®
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The"flanorable Elliot T.Qicharso;:\ . . - : ‘.'.-':Z-',--._'

f - October 10, 1973
* <. Page b .
- d. Do the figures refer to the number of premises at
. which interceptions were made, the number of persons who were
the primary targets of such interceptions, the number of
llstenlng devices installed, or some other number? ST
e, For each of the years involved, do the figures o
" pefer to wiretapping by all governmental agencies or only by
:.the Federal Burecau of Invest1gat10ﬂ° It the reference is to
agencies other than the F.B.I., please indicate which agencies.
How many of the interceptions rererred to related to organlaed
crlne investigations? .
;{ : t. If the answers to the above qQuestions do not
explain the inconsistencies between the figures released by
. .*the VWhite House and those supplied to me, please indicate any
{;_»other explanation that may account for the dlirerences.

PR

e .13, a. Please provide the number, names, and the present
jn;}y status of all criminal prosecutlons in which electronic
. surveillance was used in any way in cases involving domestlc

;jf': security, as described in Question 9a above. e
1;”“ : . 'b. Deprty Assistant Attorney General Maroney tesrlrled
A bcrore this Subcommittee that in'practically all cases™ in which

-}f ‘a criminal dersndant was overheard withbut a wsrrant; the .
Cares _govevnneﬂt disclosed the surveillance to the trial court. PTease
.. indicate the number, names, and the present status of any cases
:,-~dn which an electronic surveillance of a criminal defendant was’
made but in which such a disclosure was not made to the trial
v court. Please also specify the nature of any standards and
- * 7 procedures adopted by the Department to ascertaln and review
R such cases.

- : B ~:' ,..(.'

f{“?f‘ ~"14, With respect to all electronic survelllgnces newly installed
.- bétween January 1, 1973, and September 30, 1973, please indicate
. the number of surveﬂllunveo authorized under eaﬁh of the five
ﬁfﬁﬂ“ statutory categories contained in Section 2511(3) of Title 18,
.. United Stateés Code. Please alsc provide the same information with
reSpect to all electronic surveillances in place on September 30,

:1973, regardless of when they were installed. R Lﬁezfi

PUERE I

HEL R

fu.*§7j' 15. a. Please set forth the standards and procedures that
: the Department has adopted with respect to assuring compliance
':ff.. with the Supreme Court decision in United States v. United States
"Y' District Court. Please also indicate the nature and tlnlng or
. any changes in the Department's practices and procedureg 1n
"« _ " this respect: C
L b. 'Please indicate the nature of any standards or '
. I procedures adopted by any other department, agency, bureau,
.~ - @divisicn, or any other entity of the United States goveranment .

to assure compllance with the Supreme Court decision.

2

P . . .
. . . . . . . " . . . . vl

.
s L T . 2
* y * ) * o ' . N et v .. L.
se . . . . . . ‘. .. i3 P, .
- : P . .. .
9 j ' ” . * ~ . % M . H
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2 YT ’ ‘ e f S S T 5.
;r"'tThe Honorable ElllOt LgRichardson . .. n® o & C
.Gctober 10, 1975 (@) g ® ) =
© v Page ° 6. | Lw Tma R '

I realize that I am requesting a substantial amount of
information, but as you can well understand, this is a matter-
- 0of great current public significance. It is not only
-important that the Congress be kept fully informed, but also

' that the public be reassured that the Attorney General has full '
.. - knowledge and control -over the mechanisms of our government
* .+ .that directly arrect the constitutional rights of our citizens.
"+ Accordingly, I am transmitting this letter in the spirit of
. cooperation betwsen the Department and the Congress stressed
“. by Deputy Attorney General Ruckleshaus at.his confirmation e
. hearings before the Judiciary Conmlttee - _ .'f;.__';;;:fx ' .

g k- very nuch aopre01ated the promptness “of tne Department’s
: resnonse to my initial inquiry two years ago. I assume
that much of the intormation requested in this letter is readily
“available. 1Insofar as some of the information may not be
77 immediately available, a prompt response with respect to such | w3
jﬁ'.fin*ornatiOW as is readily available would-be appreciated, with . < 5
Lo - the remalnlns information prov1ded at a later date. T

With best wishes. e T -r'&un o i
:= . _ e - Sincered?. s g / '/;{‘
e g g e Y e w gt - Bddrd . Kennedy ;
sge’ R B L T W, .. Chairman
SO R R g g B 5 .- Subcommittee on AdmfiztiStrative
R, . 5 A ; e
] L . Practice and Procedure
e % - . . ‘. . o ’. -
" . " o ) ':' :;"-, -;-:.‘ .
) i ~ o N oSaLtr .
T - ‘3 - B A
5 LR - I
s . : Tart
'.‘ 5 L0
- ‘. s s . , D) " ' ;
% * -~ _'-_, * . P ]
' r -. .
< AR %0 o R
,1. ¥ . & " .. y . ._. b ‘. .o". ! ': o
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~INTELLIGENCE COMM

'/j 30 April 1975

NOTE FOR: Mr, William Cregar
Federal Bureau of Investigation

@ Y !
N A/_ 3L - 7\5 g :

\) '

oo This correspondence has been sent to

~ Senator Church,
JoknM. Clarke

As€ociate Deputy to the DCI
for the Intelligence Community

o

Attachments:
Two letters dated 29 Apr 75
from Mr, Colby to Sen, Church - .
s/0

> INFORMATION
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‘Pear Senator Charchs

THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENL‘E
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 ’

99 A9R1975'_ '

The Honorable Frank Church, Chairman

Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations
with Respect o bcelhvenca Activities

United Statea Senats

Washi nington, D, G, 20510

el -
-

I‘havs your raouasi of 2‘= Annl fox additional matarial, and we
azre Yo Riag to make it available to your staff as soon as possible. I’
belisve we will be abla to meset your ten-day time réguirement with ths
exception of the matarials outlined in paragraphs 4 and 3. Whilse ¢the
Agzacy's responses tv paragraph 3 s culé satisfy part of your reauest
in paragraph 4, 2 full'response will requirs 2 {ile search and reviaw,
which cannot be accomplished in ten days. We do'not have separated
the responses to Dirsctor Sd¢hlesinger’s letter of § May 1973 as batwaen
! senior operating officials' znd “all employees or ex-2mployeas' re-
spons2s. 2 tan of conrse provide yon what we bave as a staxt.

[ .
The answars 2o mosi of the nine parts of paragraph 8 will invelve
a careful file search and 2 car=ial review for sensitive sources and-

methods informatiod. We will do our best, but a full anawar to para~ - -

grapn 8 will require mozs fhan tea days.

We have fox other parts of your reguast summarized matexial. ~
whick w2z will provide so that your staff can discuss with us the Hest
way of proceeding against the more voluminous backup data. - Foi ex--
ample, in one instance the backup to the summary involves as many as
20, 900 index cardse,. In ancther, the bkasic data involves a roomfiud of .
miniaturized data. Wo n22d to be certain as to the preciss concern of

the Commiitesn in thess matiers in order tp respord with the least dis
ruption to tbs woxk of the Agency and to help the sta& to undazxstand .
vhether thay bhave asked the right quesizon. o

THe materials requesied in paragraphs 5 and 10{a} ara in the
Vistergste reporis. I -would hops your siaffs could acguire this data
firom the published versions of those reporis. ‘ i

1677
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A3 the inquiry progressss frowm 2 documentation phass to inter~
view phasss, it will become even mors imporxtant to adhers to the
geperal agraement we have with your staif to bave preliminafy consul-
tations and discuasions priox to a formal request by the Committes. In

- this wway we can promote a batter underatanding of the work involved
and establish reasonable time frames a3 well,

Sincarely,

\
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!-, a0, TH‘!RECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELL'!GEI\S

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505

29 APR1975.

The Honorable Frank Church o
Chairman
Select Committee to Study Governmental

Operations with Respect to Intelligence

‘Activities
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Church:

I be\_l.leve it would be usafu,l if I placed on the record the
situation w1th respect to your 12 March request.. I regret
that you cons1ﬂered it necessary to issue public criticism.of
CIA's efforts tb meet “your, nee,ds As of this writing, the major
portion of that request for CIA-originated miaterial has been
met and, I believe, in a respo;_’lsive manner., )

At our meeting of 22 Alpril,'we agreed that if your .

“ investigators could review materials at the CIA Headquarters,

- it would e*;pedrt’e the inquiry and lessen the amount of material
which otherwise would have to be paraphrased, a process which -
takes a substantial amount of time. Special office space and access.
badges have been provided for this purpose. I agréed that, should
specific documents or parts-thereof be requested to be sent to
the Senate Select Committee offices, the Agency would prepare
these as expeditioﬁsly as possible without sacrifice to the
security considerations consistent with our earlier understanding
of the need to protect sources and methodé_ from undue risk of
exposure. Ialso gave you my assurance that we would assist in:
the clearance of multi-agency papers involving CIA, some of
which are on your-earlier request. : :

A speed-up in the Agency's paraphrasing process is
being undertaken, although as you can appreciate, this involves
senior personnel with heavy demands for substantive work, and

t\\n‘-“%‘*“ @,2 63T / Y 7
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the volume of the material you have requested is considerable.

At our meeting, I showed you a list of the materials that have
already been provided, and Mr. Miller has been kept advised
about the status of other materials.

In discussing some of the concerns of people in the
Intelligence Community about the procedures addressed above, -
you agreed to raise with the Committee the question of ultimate
disposition of materials provided. I understand that this is in
train. In this connection, I was very much appreciative of you
r‘éassurap.s:e that you and the Committee members will consult
with me ‘prior to the release of any classified materijals in
public statements or unclassified reports of the Committee.
Such consult'tfjc‘ion is consistent with the spirit of the inquiry.

- . L

I believe our staffs are working well tégether. There
have been the usual inherent problems that one can espect in
an investigation of this scope’. Because the Select Committee
staif personnel engaged in the inquiry are relatively new to the
field of intelligence and to the seriousness of the inquiry,
expectations dre ambitious, But there is something to be said
for both sides of the equation. For example, we await the
convenience of your investigators on selective follow-up matters
on which they had requested furthexr data. Meanwhile, we have urged
and are providing the staff with detailed briefings by way of introduction
to the Agency's history and functions. I am personally convinced

" that direct discussions about our work and about specific instances

of interest to the staff investigators will be far more direct and
productiye to them (saving us much useless work) than engaging
in debates about massive document transfer requests.

To that end, Iam very anxious to renew and by this letter.
I would repeat my request to you that the Committee move
personally and directly into the inquiry at an early date. Iam
delighted that you and the Committee are coming to visit our
headquarters for a discussion of the Intelligence Community
and the Agency and for an exchange on the precise interests which
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particular Committee members have concerning the inquiry. We
need to understand the specific objectives the Committee seeks

and relate these to the priorities of the materials you will need.

I believe we can be helpful if we know these. Again, I am convinced
that the constructive long-term contributions that we both envisage
from the Select Committee's work will derive in a far more concrete
fashion by focusing on specific and major questions about intelligence
rather than consuming an inordinate amount of time reviewing the
details of all of our past history. In that way our main energies

and our judgment can be addressed to what kind of intelligence we
want in our free society of the fut,u:i-eﬁ'; rather than what we may

have had ‘in the past.. 3

5 Sincerely,

g . y

- W. E. Colby

.
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. ev % ¢ PRANK CHUNCH, 1DAHO, CHAIRMAN . -t . . . ‘ E_‘nhvo ‘3 a o i ;
. JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICK CHAIAMAN : . .o H
: . ..;_..\.-—-— - - L
PHILIF AL HART, MICH, HOWARD M. DAXER, JA., TENN. . . - g
WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN. BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ, N -"*'-c /7
WALTEH D. HUODLESTON, KY. CHARLKS MC C. MATHIAS, JA.,, MO, | I ——
r ROBENT MOARCAN, N.C. RICHANO S, SCHWEIXER, PA,
canY aar. cova. : ,Jaf'rufcﬁ Siales ﬁenaie
WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR ) -
: PAEOZINICK A, O. SCHWARZ, K., CHIEF COUNSEL .
CURTIS Re SMOTHENS, MINORITY CCUNSZL, SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH Ad Yoc St
D RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
e,
CPURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 35TH CONGRESS) 7.5 - ¢/ > .

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 . " ———m z

‘April 24, 1975

Mr. Williem E. Colby T T #fﬁOf;),,é
" Diractor of Central Intelligence ‘ T A K ,';§$§E€ﬁfﬁ°""-
.Central Intelligence Agency . ' £ eFL TR el ‘75:§§EEE§§&9mL12??

" Washington, D. C. 20505
.lDear Director Colby:

Tt o Op. behalf of the Senate Select Committee to Study Governmental
“+ . Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities, I enclose a
L specification, furnished to John Clarke yesterday, which calls for
' . : certain material referred to in your. Decesber 24, 1974 report to

.- -~ + ~the President and provides further detail concerning certain CIA
e + . material heretofores requested. Obviously it is not intended to
' ' -imit what we have ulready reqnested

It is thg Comnittee's expectatlon that all this &auerlal .
" should be produced in ten days. o ‘ PR . :

I was heartened by the snlrlt of cooperation demonstrated in
your perconal reassurances in our meeting on April 22, 1975, and
I understand that substantial material was made available to us
today 2t the CIA. However, the fact remains that too nmuch material
called for in our document request remains outstanding and the
system apparentl; being. employed to clear material for us duilds
in excessive delays. A necessary prerequisite to our inguiry
proceeding expeditiously--as it should to restore public confidenc
in our intelligence agencies and develop a new natioral consensus
on the proper functions of 1ntelllgence acu1V1uy—-1s to eliminate
these delays. '

Enclosure
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MATERIAL TO BE SUPPLIED TO
THE SERATE SELECT COMMITTEE BY THE CIA

Specification of CIA laterial Relating To
Director Colby's Decewmber 22, 19Th Report
and Director Colby's Januvary 15, 1975 Senate Testimony

. The Committee's original request'to the CIA should have -

-~

"been interpreted to cover all of the following in that the Committée

requésted all material underlying Director'Colby's'Januaxy.l5; 1975
;testimony befére the Sehate Appropriations-Comﬁittee. .In any event,
Director Colby's report of December 2k, ISTH, nakes clear.ﬁpat élll
the following material is éentral to the Committee's mandate. éhe
" CIA is requésted forthwith to sqpély the fo}l&wing,as well as tﬁe
'igaierial wnich tﬁey have already collected in responsé to the .

Committee's MarcHh 12 reéﬁest. . |

.ji. Alllof the instructioﬁs.on "Q;estionaﬁle Activities"
w@ich were issued gy.Di?ector Colby in 1973, or théreaftér, éxcept
for éhe "selected group of attacgments" vhich were included in the

".'Colby Report and thus already furnished to the Committee.

2. AIl files relating to the following "questionable

activities" which were mentioned in the attachments to the Colby

dem

Report: ’ '
" (2) Project MIBOVD IT (and eny other project relatins
E Jto'"?enetration of Another Government Agency"),' . '.‘ 'j. -
| (b) "Reporting on Dissident Géoups". , . ; :-:;:H
E ;._- ~ (e) Projects Mockingbird, Celotex I and Celotex T (qnd

Y . P e, T e
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"survei%lance, telephone tap,

(' ' © o any other'érojeéts relating to
. sﬁrreptitious entry or gther action” taken on bshalf of the

Agéncy‘agsinst U.S. citizens in fhe United Sﬁates)
(a) Project Merrimac {or’ any other project relatlng to

the ' penetratlon of domestlc groaps)

(e) Postal Service: (the files relatlng to penetratlon
~of the mail", mail opening or mail cover). : ) e
3. A reports'made by CIA's “senior operating officials”

in response to Director Schlesinger's letter of -May 9, 1973, asking

for reports on activities which "might be construed to be outside

the (CIA'S) legislative charter . ' e ... .

C o

h A1l employee or’ ex—employee responses to the same

~ .. ‘letter as well as responses to the "standing order" referenced in
N - . '} . . . : .
: -". the letter and calling for such material in the.future.

5. All-files relaiing to CIA's participation in the
"so-called Huston Plan" (rsfereﬂced on page 2 of Direstqr 001by's
-Repoft). ' _ :.-: ;1’~\ j ' .-:12::7 i;_;ﬂ l:k:;Ln
| 6. Annex A of the Colby Report (re "Coverage of Subversiv.e- |
(a) Any memoranda by Rlchard Ober on the establlshment |

(1) Systems for coordination of activities

(2) Dissemination of materiel

~ "

(3) Reguler reporting on activities

"¢
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( - : . (b) - The interim report suggested by paragreph 3 of Mr.

Karamessines' memo,
.~ T. Annex C.,
(a) Any materials prepa..red ;‘o;' the review by the Dn:.r.et;:tor,
: ‘l"loted in 'paragraph 1, of Agency efforts to monitor international
N act:.vn.tles of "radicals and black wilitants _- .
. " - .. : . . (‘b) An .mdex of all’ projects developed ‘by' the Snecn.al ‘ .

ST Operatlons Group or by Agency Divisions in support of this

" program. . - ' o - T
S : B o (c) A list of 211 agencies vhich had data links with the . -
B ‘épecial Operations Group as described in paragraph-5 of the
mermo. . S | T S j’., | :
8 ' I{hnex D. (Sneci;':f.lr Operations Group--Péssiblé For.:ei:gn
L:mk; with American Dlssz.dents) . ] . '
. (a) A list of a.ll "organ:.za:blons ~of 1~1’cerest“ to the
Spec:.al Operatlons Group, 1nclud1ng but not llmted. to those
‘mentioned in the memo from Mr. Ober. '
(b) A lJ.st of all top:.c headings or subjects used. for
o f:ln.ng by the Special Operations Group. ' |

(¢) A list of all individuals or groups either "special

AT targets” of the Special Operations Group or of "special concern". .
| == . ::-- T f;o the Special Operations Group, and a list of all program

o targets all operatlonal projects and all individual Agent

projects .

‘ . . . 0 T e 4 e et “”“"—‘:""‘“"""""'."'.!7?‘-"33;

NW-88500°DcId:32989532 Page 192 S




" "l.. S \~/1"F Y= u
- (@) The materials vhich const:.tutes or underlles the
"standing requirements" for information from the Special
Operations Group by the FBI, Secret Service, and Immigration
and Naturalization Service. vt

(e) Any documents consisting of or relating to FBI

7 comments on the "adeq_uacy and relevancy" of Special Operations

~ -
v .

' Group information.

(f) Any reports 'over the 51gnature of the D:Lrector of

CIA" based on Special Opera.tlons Group information dlssemna.ued
i

to e:s.ther the Whlte House the Secretary of State, the Al torney

’
.

-

'. Genera.l and the FBI. o
(g.) Any reports, speclal stuches, or estmates requested.
RN end prep'ared by the Spec1al Operations Group for the Pres:.dent,

his Counsel., or the Attorney Generzl and for the Intelllgence

Eva.lua:b:.on Comm.ttee.

. * .
rd

(h) A deséription of the audio pron'ram of the opecn.a.l

Operat:.ons Group. o B S .' ;:‘
(i) "'he "formal Table of Organlzation of the Speclal
Operatn.ons Group. S h ' - .
- 9. Annex E
mé’ complete "Allega.tione and A:eswers" sef.ies'. o
10, Annex F |
(2) “The reports :t‘rom the CIA on Agency .acti.\.rities

-Y"with respect to Mr. Howard Hunt and other parties" which vere

o emm—
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nade available to "the appropriate law enforcement bodies".

! By -
. 7 {v) Any "information" assembleg. by the Inspector General
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S Watergate‘and.associated matters". -
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2 - Mr, S. F. Phillips

\7' April 30, 1975
il:/'i MATERIAL FOR SENATE SELECT COMMITIIEEL (SSC) b
v IiWESTIGAL ING “II“I'ELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES mq?«\
e = S R SR T A i ﬂ.\@
Cyo>

1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Organization of the FBI

2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum with an
enclosure, FBI Functional Organization Chart

4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified i~
5. NATIOHAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA
6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:

\ Letterhead memorandum serves as a cover communication

to the FBI Organization Chart which was prepared 1/14/75;

and advises of certain changes in persomnel since 1/14/75.

Chart identifies all FBI officials from Director down through

all Assistant Directors and their respective areas of responsi-
bilities; identifies all Sections in all Divisions with

indication of type of matters handled in Section; and includes

a list of all 59 FBI field offices. ach

;4
7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75/Q[0 vf :‘1\ i~ 5,&
8. RELEASTIG AUTHORITY:NC¥BW8 £.0 //6 524~ \l" ’\
9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4&4/9/75 6 May o 1975
10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395%69 * <
11. KONE. 0
b R
ESFP :ekw ~(4) .
“NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index in
. -connection with Senstudy 75. Coar
\
; 4l%, ROOM ]  TELETYPE UNIT [ L GPO 934346
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" 2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips
April 30, 1975

¢/
~
¢ MATERTAL FOR SEUATE_SELECT. COMMITIEE (SSC)
\ ~(7) INVESTIGATING IWIELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
/‘}‘1 M-MMM ) ' B - M I

1. TITLE/SUBJECT: ILegal Authorities of the FBI

j%g 2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

o
‘Q 3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum with
N enclosures described below

N5 G .
*ﬁggy; 4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATINN: Unclassified

N 5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA

22N

‘5”5’ 6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:

Er:i‘ 2 (a) Untitled memorandum from Attorney General
5L S Ramcey Clark to FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover, 9/14/67,

dealing wvith FBI authority for investigations relating
to riot situations.

(b) Two untitled memoranda dated 8/24 and 25/36
from FBI Director Hoover recording instructions received
from President Franklin D. Roocevelt concerning FBI authority
for investigations of subversive activities, particularly

relating to communism and fascism,

(¢) Untitled memorandum from FBI Director Hoover
to Assistant to the Director E. A, Tamm, 9/10/36, concerning
FBI authority for investigations of subversive activities,
assec. 0. __particularly comminism and fascism, and the FBL function for
ber-ADAdn. the coordination of such investigations with Army and Ilavy V2

Dep. AD |nv. _
sst. Dir.: 3 :-) LR
Aoe. O :_“_"Intelligence and State Department. - C/ o -l o 2 D
Comp. Syst., ____ { - bos
. a0 ‘\EC- s fid ‘e
Ext, L 115 S N 5 LI A - | ‘“ .
v —SFPelorp Dy ) gl (o 2 AY 7 qg75
o e (4 LINE SEE NOTE_PAGE TWO
Ident. ’ flﬂh“w _1; " —— e
In i J ¢ " G /’)
spection _____ W Q [ , - ~
Intell. _ % _A;, ; T
Laborotory 6 p Ky l,i/
froe v Qp
Training -
tomicom — Rk
Director Sac'y - MAIL ROOM (] TELETYPE UNIT [ ] -

0%
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(d) Presidential directives dated 9/6/39 and 1/8/43
(Precident Roosevelt); 7/24/50 (President Truman); and 12/15/53
(President Eisenhover). The first of the Roocevelt directives
designated the FBI as coordinator ¢f all lav enforcement in
the U, S. regarding cspionapge, :abotage and ncutrality matters;
the cecond Roocevelt directive reiterated the firct., The Truman
directive was a reiteration of the prior Roorevelt directives.
The Eicenhover directive expanded upon the previour dircctives
to include Atomic Energy Act viclations.

7. REQUESIER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75

8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI

9. DATE OF SUBMISSIONW: &4/4/75
10, LOCATION OF FILE COPY: UIUBI file 62-116395-47
11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS:

Seme of the documents discuss role of the FBI as the
coordinating agency in connection with the activities of other
intelligence community agencies: Army and llavy Intelligence,
and State. Also, in the Presidential directive of 12/15/53,
there i: stated the FBI responcibility for investigating all
violation: of the Atomic Energy Act.

NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index

——————

in connection with Senstudy 75.
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2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

L May 1, 1975
b r’j

)

‘ MATERTAL FOR SEMATE_SELECT COMMITIEE (SSC)
i ~t5_ INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTiVIYIES

1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal Authorities of the FBI

2., ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBIL ,{ Ve

be o %

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: ILetterhead memorandum (IHM) with
enclosure. described below, including exhibits to enclosure ,
some of vhich are classified '"Confidential."!

4., DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Confidential
5. INATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATIONW STAMP: Should have

. 106 o e
REC-1 (2 (1 278 /09/

Under cover of an 1M, there was forwarded to the
SSC an FBI "Intelligence Division Position Paper on Jurisdiction,"
dated 2/13/75. The purpose ofithepaper is to set forth an

6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:

LS analysis of the investigative authority granted by Presidential
SEA Directives, the National Security Council, and orders of the
,&:f i:.' Attorpey General, as well as to list statutes from vhich the _ e

FBI dravs investigative jurisdiction in the security and

intelligence area of operation. The LHM noted that certaipy v 1975
exhibits to the paper vere exiracted because of "Third Agency

Rule" requirements and that approvals were being soughtwfop === ="

clearances to subsequently furnish the excluded exhibits. 4
l"?%

N 7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75 . ’ \/
Den AD A /
Jerkow.— 8, RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI \) >

Admin. “

Comp. Syst. 9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/10/75

Ext. Affairs ___

( (’) ;
o
Files & Com. __ - ~\'. [

) Gcn.'lnv. '_“SFP :ekwa V3 '/..’._,-S \’ . /)
R —— 2R/ g \é

Intell. _

;T::r:oéy I—"62~116395 SEE NOTE PAGE ')TUO
Spec. lnv. .

/

Training

Legal Coun., .
Telephone Rm. __. :
Djrector fac'y ¢ WREROOM ] TELETYPE UNIT (] GPO 92540
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10, IOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62~116395-~78
11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNWITY PROBLEMS:

This study encompasses Agreements and Presidential
Directives as well as Interdeparvimental Intelligence Conference
and Interagency Committee on Internal Scecurity documents igsued
as supportive evidence in delincating the investigative jurise
diction of the FBI.

NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index
in commection with Senstudy 75.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF (HVESTIGATION
COMMUNI()_AT!ONS SECTION

MAY 0 51975
TELETYPE.
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> |
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S 5, Ty !

4!,*/
REVUTEL MAY 2,1975. -

1%

¢

Assoc. Dir, 3
Dep.-A.D.-Adm... [
Dep-A.D-Inve. %
Asst. Dir.:
Admin,
Comp. Syst. .
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com. __ §
Gen. Inv. _..___}
Ident.
Inspeetion
Intell. _.
Laboratory __.__ §
Plan. & Eval. __ §i
Spec. Inv. t

Trainng '
LegdlfCoun. .
Telegnone Bm. .

ircetor Sec’y

Yt

/S

L

FORUER SA HOBSON He ADCOCK WAS CQNTACTED THIS DATE BY. THE
SAG. ADCOCK WAS FURNISHED INFORMATION AS SPECIFIED 1N RETEL.
ADGOCK ADVISED THAT HE HAD NQT AS YET BEEN CONTACTED BY ANY
REPRESENTATI VE OF CAPTIONED GROUP.

END o
JOR ,
FBIHG GLR . é/
Q* ' /
A5 st
= e / ‘ ‘ (0
E?': “3",.‘5‘ ” f‘%’g‘) , /
= & s é,g}-”.;;s,
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2 -~ Mr, S. F. Phillips

Mayl, 1975
/ O
) { MATERIAL FOR SENATE._SELECI COMMITIEE (SSC)
W —;  INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACIIVITIES
/— a %
1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Jurisdictional Agr'eemehtsﬂﬂ A TION cﬁm_}:lﬁ‘
AR A e
. 13
2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI wesil e o B
eL::zLJi"L

3. UATURE OF MATERIAL: ILetterhead memorandum with
enclosures described belovr,

4, DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified except for
one enclosure dated 2/7/66 classified '"Secret."

5. KATIOWAL SECURIIY INFORMATION STAMP: Should have
6. SUMMARY OF COJTENTS:

Enclosures are copies of various documents constituting
jurisdictional agreements between the FBI and other Federal
agencies or guidelines prepared by the Attorney General with
reference to investigative responsibilities between the FBI
and other Federal agencies in the security field generally.

The specific documents are as follows:

(a) Delimitations of Investigative Duties of the
FBI, the Office of Naval Intelligence, the Intelligence Division
of the Army, and the Office of Special Investigations, Inspector
General, U. S, Air Force, dated 2/23/49, with certain supplemen al

agreements. "EC. 105 &GQ ..//é 3 55 /Q

(b) Agreement between the FBI and CIA dated 2/17\!66
e uclassified "Secret." (IR

Dep. AD Adm
Dep. AD Inv. __
Asst. Dir.:

Admin, (c) Agreement between the FBI and Seerdt Service .
comp. syst. —affective 7/30/73.

Ext. Affairs ____
Files & Com. .
Gen. Inv.

e e A KO

Intell,
Laboratory 62 116395
Plan, & Eval.

Spec. Inv.
Training

Legal Coun,

Telephone Rm.

Diroctof Sac'y — eM?sEL ROOM [} TELETYPE UNIT[ ] GPO 534-345
: ;f
vfe8itY Docld:32989532 Page 201



(d) Investigative guidelines with reference to
Title 11, Organized Crime Control Act of 1970, Regulation
of Explosives, prepared by the Attorney General, submitted
by letter to the FBI 1/11/73.

7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75. ;

8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI "j

9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/8/75

10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY, FBI file 62-116395-65

11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUMNITY PROBLENMS: 4

These agreements and guidelines have direct bearing

on the scope of responsibility of other intelligence community
members and are in the mature of controls for both the FBI and

other community members vhere common interests and responsi- ]
bilities are present.

NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index
in connection with Senstudy 75. !
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2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

4 | May 1, 1975
N & -
LV MATERIAL FOR SENALE SELUCT COMMITIEE (SSC)
9% (> INVESTIGAT TG TRTELLICERCE ACTIVILIES
; e e N A TN AR Sl PO,

" 1., TITLE/SUBJECT: Organization of the FBI

2, ORIGIVWATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

b
vl & . _
ngb‘\ 3. HATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum (LHM)
NERS '
S8 H 4. DOCUMEII CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified ,
- i, ‘
[ R
&‘ii E \ 5. WATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: WA L
End
E :: 6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:
gg é‘ LHM refers to a request for the titles and number

of FBI field Agents assigned to internal security, intelligence
collection, and/or counterintelligence matters, operations, or
activities, together with the percentage of total Agent manhours
devoted to such matters, IHM advises that a current survey of
all FBI field offices had been made to obtain the desired data
but that since the information is considered highly sensitive,
it was not being furnished directly to the SSC, but being
maintained in ‘the Intelligence Division at FBIHQ available

for review by appropriately cleared personncl of the SSC

connection with Senstudy 75.

Training

Legal Goun, /

Staff upon request, REC- 106 /
{21003 55 JOh
7. RKEQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75 "\SU
,'v_':‘ £ x,"d"i
8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI \ e }
Assoc. Dir. . ___ 5
por A0 Adm. — 9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/21/75 18 LAY 7 1975
Asst, Dir: st
A 10, LOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395w89 m=muen Smpez=:
Ext. Affairs ..
Files & Con. 1l. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: Ilone.
e 6 2116395 ‘
:.;:IOIruloY SFP ek‘I (4)‘.:*1 \‘J
o & Bvel ~NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index in

A

T_a lephg . —_— -
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