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SENSTUDY- 75 A

' ' HERE‘N |i Ui]CLASSWlED Training
- DAT 5 Telophone Rm.

Director Sec'y

On 12/4/75, a meeting was held with the llowing
representatives of captioned Committee: Chief Counsel F.A.O.
Schwartz; Assistant Counsel Paul Michel; Staff Member Mark
Gitenstein; Staff Director of theADomestic Task Force John T.
El1iff; and Staff Member John Bayley. Representing the Bureau
at this meeting were Deputy Associate Director James B. Adams,
Assistant Director John A. Mintz, Inspector John B. Hotis,
SA Paul V. Daly.

The meeting discussed the forthcoming testimony on )/,
12/9/75 of the Director before that Committee and E1liff fur-y
nished the Bureau two draft papers discussing the Bureau's
investigative jurisdiction and issues the Committee Staff feelsy
- the Senate Select Committee must address from a legislative ;f'
standpoint. Copies of these papers are attached.
¥
The first paper which consists of six pages discusses
in Part 1 what the Committee sees as problems arising out of
the FBI's domestic intelligence investigations. This portion
hlghllghts the fact that these 1nvest1gatlons may be overbroad
in scope, collect irrelevant information, and continue the in-
vestigations beyond what the Committee sees as their normal
1nvest1gat1ve conclusion. This portion also addresses the
1nvestlgat1ve techniques used during these investigations and
the resultant dissemination of information collected.

Under Part 2, the document discusses options available
. to. the Committee. These options run the gamut from abolition
of the Bureau's domestic intelligence functions to administrative
oversight by the Attorney General or Congressional oversight or
enactlng legislation providing for domestic intelligence investi-
gations with legislative limits imposed on such 1nvest1gatlons.
"Included is the consideration of creating an 1n%§pendent
Inspector Gemeral. / . A?cr "ﬁ/L Eig(
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY: 75

The second position paper which was prepared by
John T. E1liff begins by a six-page statement and analy51s
of the Bureau's current authority to conduct domestic in-
telligence investigations. He then lists four options for
the Committee.

, Option 1 is for Congress to pass legislation ratifying
the existing FBI authority as set forth by Presidential directives
and Executive Orders.

Option' 2 .suggests Congress might give serious con-
sideration to creatlng a separate Security Intelligence Agency
within the Department of Justice. In this Option, Elliff sug-

_gests that :the FBI itself has considered this Option as part of
. the larger question of separating all FBI intelligence functions
- from law enforcement functions of the Bureau.

Option 3 considers the elimination of FBI domestic
intelligence. In his analysis of this position, it might be
possible for the Bureau to develop the necessary intelligence
information through its mormal criminal investigations and
thus remove the necessity for domestic intelligence investi-

~gations as presently conducted.

Option’' 4 considers setting standards for domestic

intelligence investigations. In this Option, E11iff states
that the FBI should be authorized by statute to conduct domestic
intelligence investigations only as Congress 'finds that regular
criminal" investigations would not prov1de information to an-

- ticipate or prevent the use of violence in violations of Federal
law and that incidents of the use of violence in such violations -
are of a serious mnature and threaten the security of the country.

For purposes of the Director's appearance on 12/9/75
before the Senate Select Committee, it is believed his response
.{to guestions concerning the aforementioned p031tlon papers should
be that the Bureau has received copies and is reviewing the various
roposals and that it would not be appropriate at this time for
\ he Director to. comment regarding the substance of the proposals.

CONTINUED - OVER
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75

E1liff indicated during this meeting that the Director
during his appearance may anticipate being asked a question by
one of the Senators relating to his statement before the American
Bar Association in Montreal concernlpg the necessity for the
sacrifice of certain individual rights at the expense of investi-

.gatlons. He also anticipated the Director might be asked a
question concerning his position on COINTELPRO. Regardlng
the question concerning the Director's statement before the
American Bar Association in Montreal, the Legal Counsel Divi-
sion will draft a proposed resonse. Concerning COINTELPRO, a
response has been prepared and will be put together with the
briefing material for the Director. '

This memorandum in general highlights the Options
presented in the attached papers. A more detailed analysis
should be prepared by the Intelligence Division and existing
documents addre551ng these proposals should be made available
for the Director's briefing book for his testimony.

RECOMMENDATIONS :

(1) That the Director respond to questions concerning
the attached position papers as set forth above.
Dont:

(2) That the Legal Counsel Division draft a proposed
response concerning the Director's statement made in Montreal
relating to the sacrifice of certain individual rights.

ez

(3) That the Intelligence Division make a detailed
{review of the various Options set forth in the two attaqped
position papers. (ffaﬁ SUBSECYEATF DFRE ST CHArfFE Crt -~
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Issues and Optiéns for Discussion with N
Former Attorneys General Rogers, Katzenbach, and Clark

ALLlNFORMAﬂON CONTNNEQ

HEREIN, I, UNLASSIFIE
uATLPZ_,@. 3@&&“’

In the past few weeks the staff has presented the Committee
with evidence suggesting the fcllowing about the FBI's
internal secuthy 1ntelllgence program:

I. Backgfound

A. The program is massive, involving the collection of
*  information on the activities of thousands of innocent,
law—-abiding American citizens.

B. These individuals were not alleged espionage agents, but
citizens who fall within the FBI's vague definitions of
"subversion" and "extremism" -- purely homegrown “threats
to the national security"”.

C. That FBI policy on "subversive" and "extremist" inves-~
"tigations was vague and subject to the following abuses:

1. overbreadth in scope in that groups were investigated
whose threats to the national security were tenuocus,
if not non-existent.

2. collection of information on the Dersonal life and
political views of subjects unrelated to the nat;onal

security.

3. the cecntinuance of investigations well aftpr it
should have become obvious that there was no legiti-
mate predicate.

¥
D. Particularly invasive collection techniques were used,
including electronic surveillance, mail opening, and sur-
reptitious entries. Although these have been terminated,
the predominant and perhaps most-insidious continues
today through the FBI's huge informant/confidential source
network.

E. Information collected in the course of these investiga-
tions is disseminated regularly throughout the federal
government and to local law enforcement.

F. Until 1971, information collected through these investi-
gations was disseminated as part of the COINTELPRO pro-
gram to the subjects' friends, relatives, employers, and
others in an effort to discredit or "neutralize" alleged
"subversives" or "extremlsLs" . -

. - |5 X
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G. The FBI's internal security intelligence program was
' used by Presidents from Franklin Roosevelt to Richard
Nixon to serve their poliitical interests, usually by
collecting information on critics or political
. opponents. . -

H. The program was conceived and implemented in secrecy,
and although parts of the program were shared with out-
side authorities from time to -time, until now no
President, Attorney General, or Congressional committee
has been exposed to the entire program in detail. :

"I. The program is not authorizéd by statute but is founded
on a series of secret or ambiguous Presidential orders,
which in turn are based .upon a questionable assertion
of "inherent constitutional authority"

i J. The program continues today, albeit on a much more
| limited basis than in the late 1960's and early 1970's,

and the basic machinery for the program -- the huge
1nforman+/conf1dent1al source network -- is srlll
Opera l..lng 9

K. There is no statute or internal Bureau or Justice Depart-
: ‘ment policy prohibiting a new Director, Attorney General,
or President from ordering the Bureau to expand the pro-
* gram to its earlier dimensions.

II. Issues and Options

Among the issues and optlons which might be discussed with
former Attorneys General in response to what the Committee
has learned are the follow1ng.

A. Abolition. Elimination of the FBI 1nternal security
intelligence program as Attorney General Harlan Stone
ordered in 1924 when confronted with abuses growing out
of the FBI's first internal security intelligence pro-
gram, such as the infamous Palmer raids.

‘ In weighing this option, the Commlttee should consider
\ . the following issues:

1. Whether there are not some functions (e.g., protecting
the President, preventing or at least predicting
violence by terrorist organizations, or predicting
civil disorders) which require intelligence collec-
tion.

»
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2. 'Whether FBI intelligence reports are valuable in’
that respect, especially in light ‘'of a recent GAO
report suggesting that such reports. are rarely use- .
ful in predwctlng violent act1v1ty

3.- Whether such. information, assumlng it is va1uable,
- could not be obtained through more trad1t1onal criminal
1nvest1gatlons.

4. Whether the value of thé information, margindl ox
otherwise, justifies the risk to civil liberties
inherent in such intelligence collection.

5. Whether, given the way in which limited and ambiguous
grants of authority have been expanded into major
authorizations,.any statute short of a total prohibi-

- tion of all non-law enforcement intelligence activi~

. ties in the domestic sectoér will be adequate to pre-
vent the recurrences of the kinds of abuses uncovered
by this Committee. (Or, conversely, whether it is
possible to draft a law authorizing a limited civil
- disturbance- and counter-terrorxist 1ntelllgence mission
that will not eventually evolve, like the National
Security Act of 1947, into a charter for unanticipated
and unwanted covert acc1V1t1es )

6. Whether it would be sufficient to restrict the FBI
to criminal investigations without alsc (a) placing
limits upon the length of investigations, (b} the
‘ kinds of information which can be collected and dis-
1 . seminated on the subject irrelevant to the alleged
‘criminal act, (c¢). the utilization of warrantless
electronic surveillance and other particularly inva-
sive collection techniques, and (d) the utilization
of a huge informant/confidential source network with-
out judicial or Justice Department supervision.

B. Authorizing Statute. Reuognition of the value of
internal security intelli gence, but placing limits upon
the program designed to minimize the infringement upon
civil liberties, an option being actively considered by
the present Attorney General.

‘ Co _. In weighing this option, the Committee should consider
many of the issues set out under the first option and,
in addition:

MW 55013 DocId:32389602 Page 7
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1. Whether meaningful and stringent guidelines can be
written which do not so hamper the administration
of an internal security intelligence program as to
make the product not just marglnal as GAO suggests, .
but worthless.

‘2. In light of the p0551b111tv that the Drebent Attorney
: General may address this matter via 1nternal Justice
Department guidelines, whether this approach does
not ignore the legal authority gquestion which can - -
only be resolved by statute. )

3. Whether or not Congress could draft a statutory ver-
sion of the guidelines which could be flexible enough
to meet an evolving threat and at the same time
place meaningful restrictions upon the program.

4. Even assuming there'is no absence of legal authority,
is it safe to leave these guidelines in the form of a
departmental order which can be rescinded by the next
Attorney General?

C. Delegaticn of Authority to Attorney General. Simply
-ratifying the present program via enactment of a statutory
charter which grants the FBI authority to conduct an
internal security intelligence program subject to its own
internal guidelines or departmental guidelines as proposed
by the Attorney General.

In weighing this option, the Committee should consider
many of the issues set out above and:

.1.. Whether such a statute would not be an unconstitu-
tional delegation of powers to the Executlve Branch.

2. Whether enactment of such a statute would not repre-
' sent a failure by the Congress to confront the 1ssues

raised above.

*A preliminary staff analysis of the Attorney General's draft

guidelines suggests that, despite months of conscientious and
painstaking work by a departmental task force, the guidelines
are not adequate. This analysis, which will be presented when
Attorney General ZLevi testifies on December 10, indicates that
several of the mwore unStlonao .e FBI 1nvest1gatlono (e.g., of
Dr Ylng and the women's liberation movement) would still be
perm issible under these proposed guidelines.

MW 55013 DocIdP32989602 Page B




D. Legislative Inaction. Enact no-new statute affecting
the FBI's legal authority or-the lnternal security intel~
ligence program. .

ih weighing this option, the Committee should consider
many of the issues set out above and, in addition:

L. Whether this failure to act might not leave the
status of the program in doubt and subject to court
challenge. -

2. Whether this failure to act after full disclosure
by the Bureau might not be taken by the FBI and the
courts as a ratification of the program. .

]

. Administrative Oversight by the Attorney General. The
Justice Department should be required to exercise greater
administrative oversight over the ¥FBI's internal security
intelligence program by Attorney General Levi, regardless

_of whatever other options Congress accepts.

" In weighing thls optlon, the Commlttee should cons1der
the :ollow1ng issues: ,

1. Whether it is practlcal for the Attorney General or
his staff to review thousands of such 1ﬁves;1catlona
gach year.

2. Whethor the Attornev General or his staff should
eview all or just the so-called "full" investiga-
tlons.

3. ~Whether, to facilitate the ‘conduct of such reviews,
the Attorney General or his staff should be given
"complete" access to Bureau files, ipncluding informa-
tion regarding the identity and relilability of -infor-
mants and coniidential sources.

‘ 4. Whether it is possible to develop a staff of career

| attorneys within the Department with both the access.
and independence essential to the conduct of search-
ing reviews. :

5. wWhether the Attorney General or his staff should not
also be required to review various informant and sc-
called "intensification" programs, and the establish-
mant of specialized indices (which have a svgn1FLc at
impact upon which cases are opened) instead of Jjust-
reviewing individual investigations in a vacuum as
provided by the Attorney General's draft guidelines.

L}Hw 55013 DocIdi32389602 Page 9
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F. An.Inspector General. L In addition to the above options,
an independent Inspector General should be created to
investigate improprieties by the FBI. This option-is
advanced by those concerned about the inadegquacy of the

. FBI's investigation of the disappearance of former
Director Hoover's personal files, its limited inquiry
.into the so-called Atlantic City convention case, and
the absence of any internal 1nvestlgatlon of the abuses
in the King case.

In weighing this option, the Committee should consider
the following issues: .

1. Whether it is possible to maintain the independence
of an Inspector General within the Department of
Justice when both the Inspector General and the
Director of the FBI will be responsible to the same
official, the Attorney General. .

2. Whether the Inspector General should have "complete"
access to Bureau files, including information per-
taining to the identity and reliability of ipformants"
and confidential sources.

"3. Whether an Inspector General with access to extremely

sensitive information might not become a serious

: threat to the independence of the Bureau from politi-
cal influence and to the civil liberties cf American
citizens. » - :

G. Congressional Oversight. In addition to the above
options, the creation of an oversight committee{s) in the
Congress, to which the Bureau would be required to report
and which would have the power to investigate abuses.

. . «C

In weighing this opticn, the Committee Should consider
- the kinds of problems posed by the Justice Department

oversight and Inspector General options discussed above

to the independence of the FBI and the confidentiality

of its files.

H. Public Reporting and Disclosure to Subjects. In addition
to the above options, the requirement that the FBI make
frequent public reports on the details of its internal.
security intelligence programs and policies and reveal
the details of improper intelligence investigations to
the subjects of those investigations.

Lﬁﬂw 55013 DocId:§2989602 Page 10
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In weighing'this option, the Committee should consider
the following issues: ' oo

' : 1. Whether it is possible to reveal the essence of some
programs and policies and the details of some inves—
tigations without jeopardizing the effectiveness of
legitimate programs.

o ‘ - 2. - Whether such disclosure might not increase the num-
‘ ' ber of law suits filed against the FBI alleglng
! . illegal activities.

A
\ ¢
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- This paper sets forth some of the basic options.

R ) °
" MEMOPANDUM - . o : ' ‘

Py

December 4, 1875.

‘FBI LEGISLATION - PROPOSED QPTIONS

In preparation for the testimony.of FBI Director
Kelley and Attorney General Levi on December 9 and 10, the
Domestic Intelligence Task Force is puiling together various

proposals for legislation dealing with FBI intelligence.

-

A Current Statutes and Executive Orders

'3

The baSlC statute governlng the FBI is 18 U S. C. 533,

whlch reads as follows:

The At to;nev General may aop01n officials:

"{1) to detect and precsecute crimes against
" the United Stabes, (2) tc assist in the
protection of the person of the President,
and (3) to conduct such other investigztions
regarding official matters under the control
of the Department of Justice and the Depart-
ment of State as may be directed by the

Attorney General.
.Ciauses (55 and (3) are‘a possible statutory basis
for intelligence investigatioﬁs going beyond the invastigation
of specific federal crimes. Under (2), the FBI may "assist" the

Secret Service in the protection of the President by providing

AﬂDNFORMATION CONTAINED
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.‘infelligenoe on pereons'or'gfoups'who ﬁay endeﬁoer the Presi~
-.dent’s safety._ A formal agreemenc between the FBI and the -
Secret Serv1ce sets forth ‘the, types of lntelllgence information
'.prov1ded by the Bureau.,-Howeve:,-thls agreement states that:

The FBI will not conduct investigation
of individuals or groups solely for the pur-

pose of establishing whether they constitute .

a threat to the safety of the President and
certain other persons unless there is an
indication of a violation of 'Title 18, U. S.
Codg, Section 1751, or other statute over

. which the FBI has jurisdiction. (Tab A) e . —

Clause (3)_redo§nizes that the Attorﬁey_Generel'maf
difeCt the FBI to conduct investigations, oeher than criminal
1nvest1gatlons; regardlng certain undeflned “official matters
under the control of the Decartment of Justice." This is a
‘poesible statutory basis for at least tw0'broad areas of-FBI
intelligence invests igations -- civil dleturbanee 1rtelllgence
and 1nt°lllgeﬁce for the Federal Employee Security. Program.

The most *ecent legal &dvice to the PBI from the Justice
'Deoartnent on the gatheV1ng and repor*:na of data regarding
civil disturbances notes that on April'l, 1969, the President
designated the.éttorney General as chief civilian officer to
coordinate the government's response to civil disturbanceé;

The FBI is instructed to gather and report on "all significant

" incidents of civil munrest” and on “all disturbances where there

are indications that extremist organizations . . .. are believed
to be invoived in efforts to instigate or exploit them." The
-
\




h—

.attentlon." (Tab B)

FBI is spécificaily‘édvised to make reports "even when no
spec1flc v101atron of rederal law is- rndlcated On the other

Land the FBI 1s 1nstructed not to report "every relatlvely in-

'Slgnlrlcant 1nc1dent of a strlctly ‘local nature- comrng to its

L)

The Justice Department has éiven the fellowing recent
instructions te’rhe FBI regarding intelligence for the Federal -
Emploiee Security Progiam. Executive brder 10450, as amended
by Executive Order ll78q, is 1nterpreted as requiring an’ FBI
lnvestlgatlon of organlzatlons "with a potenelal" -of V1olarlng
federal or state statutes prohrbltlng unlawful advonacy of v10-
lence or the-commloSLOn of any unlawful act of v1olence. The
FBI is adVLSed ‘that "“t is nOL.p0551ble to set def1n D;

meters coverlng the initiation of 1nvestlgatlons of potential

organlzatlonb Ialr ing within the Order. The FBI is instructed

“to apply "the same yardstick" to investigations of individuals

who are affiliated with such .organizations. The FBI is specifi-

“cally advised that "it is not necessary that-a'crime occur

before the investigation is initiated." (Tab C)

Clause (3) also recognizes that the Atterney Qenerai
ray direct the FBI to conduct investigations, other than eriminal
invesrigations, regarding certain undefined "official matters

under the control of the Department of State." This is a pos-

sible statutory basis for FBI intelligence investigétion of

. foreign intelligence activities within the United States or to

LS
LY
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collect pOolthP forelgn 1nrelrlgence. The  best example .is
the Attorney General's autnorlzatlon of‘warrantless FBI elec-
tronlc survelllance for forelgn 1ntelllgence purposes._ However,
. there is apparently no 1nctruetlon from the Justlce Departmen*

to ﬁhe ¥FBI dlrecelng the Bureau to initiate 1nvestlgatlons of

individuals or organizations which have a marked potential for

use by a foreign intelligence service, but about which there is |

‘no informatiop indicating intelligence ‘activity. (See Staff'
Report, "Counterintelligence/Counterespionage: The Lad'and
the Philosophy", October 14, 1975.)
*- In his tesrlmonv berore the Commlttee, Depaty Assoc1ate
FBI Dlrector James Adams made no reference to clauses (2) and
{3) as a po°8191e legal baSl€ for FBI 1ntelllgence rnvestlga~
tions going beyond the investigation of SyECl ic federal crimes.
Instead, he placed sole reliance on a series of Presidential
directives extending from 1936 until the 1960's which the FBI
'interprers as authorizing it to eﬂgage in'"dqmestic security
intelligence’ investigations”. The Attorney General has codified
these directives in a Justice Department regulation instructing
the FBI to:
Carry out the Presidential directive
of September 6, 1939, as reaffirmed by Presi-
dential directives of January 8, 1943, July
24, 1950, and December 15, 1953, designating
the [FBI] to take charge of investigative
work in matters relating to espionage, sabotage,

subversive activities, and related matters.
28 C.F.R., Section 0.85(d).

rd
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The FBI aloo c1tes dlrectlves of Pre51dent Kennedy on June 9,
1962, and Attorney General Kennedy on. March 3, 1964, whlch A
arc the latest charter for the Interdepartmental Intelllgence
Conference, composed.of the FBI Drrector and the cn:ofs cf the
mllltary intelligence agencies. This group is authorized to
coordinate "all investigation of domestic espionage, counter-
espiongge, sabotage, subversion, and other related intelligence
matters affectl g internal security." (Tab D)

The theory behlnd the FBI's position 'is Lhat the Prési- .
derit . has lnhertnt ConStluutloan powers, at least in the
.absence of contrary legislation,_to authorize FBI rntelligence
activitiee.: The oniy judicial support .for this theory is |
1enquage in the Supreme COLrt s cpinion in the 52&32 case,
whlch declared wa antless wiretapping of domestlc groups en~
constitutional.

'Tne'éonrt acinowledged.the importance of "national secu-
_rlty in rts donestlc implicatione . . .,especially at a time
of worldw1de fermenc and when civil aieorders in this country
are more prevalent than in the iess turbulent periods of our
history." Under such circumstances, the Court stated, the.
President has a "fundamental duty" under the Constitution to
"preserve, protect and defend the Constitution of the United
States."” The Court addegd, "Implicit in that duty is the power |
te protect our Government against,those who would subvert or

overthrow it by unlawful means." Hence, the Court appeared to
.. -

\

.
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regognize théé ﬁhe éresident}é hdqmestic securit? roie" has a
"constitutiénal.basisé; that thePreéideﬁt tﬂrpugh the Attorﬁey
General may need “"to obtéin intgl;iéence information abSuf those
"who plot u@lawful acts agéihst'thé'GOVernment"; and that “threats
énd acts of sabotaée against tﬁe Govefnment exist in sufficient
number to justify investigative powers'wiﬁh fespect to them."
The Court dppliéd the general-principlg,that “unleés the Govern:
ment safeguards its own capacity to function énd'to preserve

the security of its people, society itself could become so dis- .
ordered that all rights and liberties would be endangered."
Nevertheless, the central holdiné of the.KeithwdecisionAwas that
this power may notbe'exergi;eg in such a.way‘as‘to_infr%ngé
constitutionai rights. 407 U.S. 297 (1972);
. Even thougﬁ the President‘may have the ad%hority under
the Constitution to direct the FBI to conduct intelligence
'invéstigations in ‘the absence of legislatioh, Congieés has the
ultimate authority to §ubs£itute statutory authorization in
place of tﬁe Presidential directives. As Jﬁstice'Robeft Jackson

declared in the Steel Seizure Case, "When the President takes

measures incompatible with the expressed or implied will of
Congress, his power is at its lowest ebb. . . ." 343 U.s. 579,

637- \‘ .
. . .
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. B. Optlon One —-- PatlLYIHQ LXlStlng Powers

The flrst option for Congress 1s leglslatlon ratlfylng

:the ex1st1ng authorlty granted to the FBI by eurlent Pre51den~

‘tlal directives and orders. - Such legislation would be cast in

extremely general terms. ts maiﬁ advantage is that it would
provide a basis for Congressional oversight. It could also
reinforce the Attorney General's role ds the immediate supexr-.
visor_of FBI #ntelligence activities. The etatute would
authorize the Attorney'Genefal to direct the FBI: .
t__l.--to conduct in&estigations of domestic espionage;

counteresplonage, sabotage, and subversmve actlv1t1es,

2. ‘to-gaeher and report'ln;ormatlon ‘on civil dle@ur~
“bances; ‘

3. to conduct investigations of other related intelli-

gence matters affe ting 1nterna1 security; and

4.7 to conduct ’nvestlgattone of o;f1c1al matters relat-

ing to the Department of State.

In addition, the st dtute would require the Attornej General

to veport annually to the appropriate Congresswona1 oommlttees
on the volume and type of inyestigat;ons and reports, the
;nvestigative techniques used,; and the policies and procedures
adopted by the Justice Department and the FBI. -

‘The weakness;s of this approach are obv1ous. " Congress.

would have legislated a wholesale delegation of power without

-~
\




'standarde or limitations'other tBan'tHe super?ision of the
Attorney General and. oversrght .by Congress.. In view of the -
Select Commlttee s flndlngs as to the vast overbreadth of FBI
. domestic }ntelllgence lnvestlgatlons and the abuses'commltted
in the name of "counterinteiliéence", Congress would in effect
be permitting future expansion of FBI operations to match past
_policies. | : . . |

8"
ar .

C. Option Two -- A Separate Security Intelligence Agency

. ; ' :éongress might give éerious consideration to legislation
creatrng é.seperete Qecurity Intel1igence Agency within the
fJustice Department. It would perform the functlons of the
present Coudterlnte'llgence Brapch of the FBI Lntelllgence
DlVlS on, dealing w1th foreign 1ntelllgence and counterintelli~
‘gence/countereepionage. The FBI itself haS'coneidered this
-option as pert of the larger question of'éeparating ell_FBI
iptelligence fugotions from the law enforcement functions of
“the Bureeﬁ; (Tab E)

A separate agency would be justified only.if it was
authorized to conduct investigations of a wider.scope.and using
different techniques than would otherwise oe permitted. In
other ﬁords, Congress could decide that foreign counterintelfi—
gence 1nvestlgatlons should-go beyond invest 1gatlon of speclrro

crimes, that technlques auch as electronic surveillance snould

be used without a warrant or with a special type of warrant,

-~
\
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and that operations should be conducted to “counter" foreign
intelllgence aCt1VltleS by means other than arrest or "persona
non grata"foroceedings. On the other hand if Congress treats
the 1nvestigation of foreign 1ntellicenc,e act;v1ties the same
as a crlminal investigation, then the FBI should keep the job.

Any statute in this area mustruse general language for *
diploqatic reasons. For example, Congress should not explicitly
authorize deception.operations or efforts to conpromise hostile
intelligence officers, even though such techniques may be
enViSioned. Such_techniques'are‘dealt with best by establish—
-ing adequate procedures for authorization and oversight to
ensure accountability.

The legislation should be more SpelelC where it deals
with investigations and other operations directed at Amer l. an
citizens rather than non-re51oent aliens in the serVice of a
foreign power. . If Congress believes Amer’cans should be inves-
jﬁigated ifgthey ‘have awmarked.potential_for use by a foreign
intelligence service, but no information indicating intelligence
activity yet exists, the legislation should say so.

The statute should also set out standards for determin-
ing whether a foreign-dominated domestic organization falls
‘within the jurisdiction of the separate agency. There should
at the very least be substantial'information indicating that

the organization is directed by, subsidized by, or in active

»

-
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collébbration-with'a foreign\gévérnment-or'orgénization.' (The .
term ?foreién organization"” référs, ﬁér“instance, to a groﬁp )

like the Palestiﬂe Liberation Orgénizéﬁion.) If_the.groﬁp fits
:thg ériﬁéria for foreign'doﬁinétibﬁ, theré'should be an addi-
tiéhal finding that it may engage in'intellié@née'actiQities.or
in activities involving the use of vioience in Qiolations of
‘feder;l\la#. e ' .

If theigroup-meets all these st;ndards, Congregs may
authorize the inveétigation,pf its activities going beyond
regulaf c;iminal invgstigatipns, Suchfinvestigations_could

jexténd to all individuals who afe memhers.of, or express sup-
port fo%, the organization,‘astwell as td!the efforts of ?he
orgapization to infiuence and control otherxr éroups; However,
it may be sufficient to authorizé only the investigation.éf
éctive members and supporters. This wouldrﬁrevent a revival
‘of éhe "Cominfil" policy of looking into all forms 6f:léwful
political and social activity'where Communists might be involv-
ed. | B |

The Petersen Committee reéort on COINTELPRC conéidered

tﬁe need for special supervision of foreign counterintelligence
operations in the United States. It recommended the creation
0of a Foreign Intelligence Advisory Commission to make decisions
with regard to the necessity or acceptability. of particular

. foreign counterintelligence techniques."(Tab F) This proposal

»
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‘has merit:ie.view o% the'iimited ambuet of time tﬁe Attorney
-General can glve to personal superVLSlon and the. arter—the fact
role of leclslatlve over31ght regardlng the separate agency
Flnally, leglslatlon to ‘create a’ separate foreign

counterlntellege nce agency must deal with relationships toc the
Central Intelligence Agency, the State Department; and other .
~foreign intelligence agencies. The current FBI-CIA agreement |
on their respective- jurisdictions is only a "memerandum of under-
standingﬂ; It allows the CIA to undertake certain clanéestine N
activities within the Unitedetates, in ceordiﬁatiod with the

FBI. " (Tab &} " Proposals are currently circulating in the_Execu~

?

tive Branch for a mew National Security Council Intelligence
Directive to CTaILLy this matter, as well as to regulate CIA
electronlc surveillance of American c1114eﬁc alrroad. {Tab H)

A ful} draft of a statutory charter for a separate
foreign cdhnte;intelligence egency is not included hete; sinee
.the focus is-on domestic inteiligence issues.. However, one
implicetieh ofrsueh a statute would be that the remaining FBI
functions should relate only to law enforcement and criminal
investigations.

D. Option Three -- Elimination of FBI Domestic Intelligence

The basic assumption behind Attorney General Levi's

effort to dewelop "guidelines"” for FBI domestic intelligence

is that regular criminal investigations are not adequate to

”
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supply the information needed to anticipate or prevent the use
of violence in violations of federal law. That assumption -

should be questioned. Regular cxi mlnal investigations are-

;ikeiy‘to produce a substantial amount of information which

can be used to anticipate or prevent future crimes. ' For example,

intensive criminal investigations of Ku Klux Klan violence in

the South duriﬁg the 1960's would have required the FBI to look

into a wide variety of Klan activities. Another example is the
search for Weatherman fugitives, a regular criminal investiga-

tion which involves broad inquiries across the country. The

FBI has not yet demonstrated that the préventive information

it.has obtained came from 1ntelllgence 1nvest1gatlons which

.
2
3
i

would not have been conducted as recular c¢riminal investigation
The fact that an FBI investigation was supervised by

1ts Intelllgence DlVlSloq does not necessa-"ly mean that the

1nvestlgatlon was, automatically, outside the regular criminal’

law enforcement jurisdiction of the Bureau. Any FBI investiga-

tion of activities-involving the use of violence -in violations

of federal law falls within that jurisdiction. Moreover,

regular criminal investigations can also extend to plans,

attempts, or conspiracies to engage in such activities.
One suggested difference between intelligence-type and

régular criminal investigations is that ‘the latter are

- .terninated after a reasonable time, if sufficient evidence to

rd
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justify prosecution.is not obéa&ﬁed. :However; there is no
leg;l.reasoﬁ why the érosécutor'canndtlrequest that the inves-
tigation continue indefinitely as long as there is infofmaﬁiop

.that'vidleﬁt activities aﬁd‘plans for violence are still under-
Qay. The degree of evidence needed to justify a prosecution
is certainly greater than the degree of evidence needed to
justiﬁy an.investigation. .

All this is not to say that no further standards are
needed to guide regular criminal investigations when théy nay
touch on sensitive F;rst.Amehdment or other constitutional
interésts. This is especially true of criminal investigations
of -individuals or gfoups engaged both in iawful political, cx
social agtivities and in unlawful violence or plans.for vio-

_lencé. To what egtent is the advocacy of violenée a propér.
basis for initiating an investigation? Should an inveétigation
be initiated on the basis of allegations or other inforﬁation
that an individual is a member of, or has. expressed ﬁublic
support for, an organization whiph has as oﬂe of its obfectives
the use of violence? Should an investigation be started on all
members and public supporters of an organization, some of whose
membexrs havg acted in concert to useiéiolence?

These questions are addressed in the draft Attorney

- General's guidelines for domestic intelligence investigation

- under the heading "preliminary irnvestigations". (Tab I) Since

4




u o -

)
the ggideiiﬁes‘assuge that tﬁese shbuid be intelligence inves- '
ngatlons, they ‘do not cons1der whether such 1nves+1gatlons
mlght be- permltted as regular crlmlnal lnvestlgatlons. |

The Klan and Wea herman efamples again illustrate the
?oint. Once it has been establlshed that a particular Klan -
group 1is engaged in or planning violence, it seems reasonable

“to coqduct at least preliminary inquiries to determine whether
the meﬁbers apd supporters of the group are involved in the
violence .or the plans for violence.. Similarly, the search for —
Weétperman fugitives-who committed bombings and oshei:ects of
.Qiolence would appear reasonably to incliude preliminary

: ; g _

-inquirieés to depermine whether other Weathermgn menbers and.
supporters ha;e harbored the fugitives.

On the other‘hend; it would seemn uhreasqnhble to
1nvest1gate members and supporters of all Klian groups across
the country on the crouna uhat some Klan g*oun have usea

_vmolencet And it appears cqn;lly unreasonabTe to investi gate
all. members and supporters of SDS because the Weatherman
faction engaged in wviolence. The scope of the investigation
must be logically'related to its specific purpose, and not an
excuse for yide—ranging collection of ineelligence. 7

There is one possible exception to the requirement that
the FBI only conduct regular criminal investigations. - The

Attorney General {and the President) do require reports on

»
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major civil aisturbénces whicﬁ'may not invol?e violafions of
federal law. The_FBI'should be authorized to gather sucﬁ.déta
apa‘make appropriate reports as part of its'law enforcement
;esponsibiiities. Howevef; the data znd reports should be
iiﬁitéd ta informaéion érovidea by local or state law enforce-
ment authorities or obtained in the céursé‘of a regular TRI
crimiqél investigation. Where local authorities pfovide infor—‘
matioﬁ.about ihdividuals‘and organizations which are not the
subject of a regular FBI criminal investigation, the dé%a and

reports should not be included in the FBI's general files and

e

#ame index.

In periods of widespreqd civil disturbgnces, the-’
Attorney Generél mayhrequire a'more systematic procédure for
maiﬁﬁaiﬂing and rétrieving civil disturbance information.’ fhis .
was the case in 1967, when Attorney General Clark created the
iIntérdivisiOnal.intelligence Unit in the Justice Dépértﬁent.

The IDIU stored and indexea civil distu;bance reports'separately
from the FBI. The:data.was used to Help anticipate or émeliorate
disorders. IDIU has been abolisﬁed, although the basic function
of evaluating reports on civil disturbances is still performed
by the Justice Department. This function should also be
authorized by statute, and the intent of Congress should be

- that the Attorney General must obtain specific legislative

. authorization for any future IDIU.

>

3
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IDIU was not perféctu 'dnaer Attqrnéy éeneral Joﬁn
Mitchell it suppiied a list of hames“of American dissidents .
to the CIA..-(Tab J) It also was uséa_in cbnjunctién'with
grand jﬁfy proceedings inqdiring'iﬁtoiterforist bombings.

'Béth of ﬁhese activities should be forbidden by‘£he'statute.
authorizing the Justice Depariment to évaluate civil distur-
bance information. ) |

FinallyL legislation may be neéded to make clear that
tthe_FBI is not autﬁorized to conduct investigations of ;rgani—_
zat%ons or individuals fpr.thg specific purpose of compiling
a bedy of data to be.used in coﬁnection with name checks under
thg Federal Employeé Securify.P;ogram. The same principl?'
applies to FRI "assistance" to the Secret Sérvice,’unde; the
preéent fBI—Sécrét Service agreeﬁent; *

A statute must also address the FBI}S current practice

of ﬁaintaining an Administrative Index (ADEX) of thé'ﬁrlme
subjects qf current domestic intelligence_investigaﬁions. The
past histéry of tﬁe'FBI's Security Indéx and other target lists
{Key Acéivists, Agitator Index, ReyrBlack Extremists) suggests
the need to‘enact legislation banning the compiling of lists

of persons by the FBI, unless such perséns have been arrested

or convicted for specific crimes and the list is used in con-

nection with the investigation of such crimes.

N

4
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These proposals to llmlt the rBI to regular crlmlnal

1nvest1gatlons and civil dlsturbance reportlng must be tested

agalnst the actual past experlence of the Justlce Department
“-and the FBI. Gonerul 1nstruc:10ns from the Department to the
Bureau may be overly vague, even within the framework of
criminal investigation. Two examples are Attorney General .
Clark's memorandum on riots in 1967 and Assistant Attorney
General Yeaglev's memorandum of campus disorders in 19689. (Tab
K) The Nation of Islam etchadge between the Department and the —
FBI in 1973-F4 is another illustration. (Tab L) B |
"Thus, there is no automatic panacea in restrictingjthe

FBI. to crlmlnaj 1nvest1gatlons. .The need for care%ul scrutiny
of actual rnvestlgatlve pollcles and p actices‘by Congress and
th° Attorney & 1 is jtst as great as it the F3I were
authorized to conduct domestic intelligence investrgations.
Legislation mmst focus on pvoeedures for ensuriné 'acco:}:xﬁt_~ i 1ty
ij regular repurts from the Attor“ey General,to the appropriate
Congressronal commlttees. |

The following are some of the basic elements which should
go into a statute embodying this option. It would authorize the
Attorney General to direct the FBI:

1. to investigate violations of federal criminal laws,

provided that the scope and duration of the investigation are

logically related %o its specific purpose;

[ 2

[
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2. tO'take only such inveétigative measures as are

1
3

sanctloned by rule o: law,’ procedu*e, or jud1c1ally recognlzed

or accepted lnvestlgatlve practlces, and are not. in viodlation
of state or federal law;“
.3. to seek'iegal advice froﬁ'the Attogney'Generel'or
his designee whenever a proposed action may be perceived, with
reaéon, to unfairly affect the rights of citizens, provided that

.

this responsiﬁility to seek legal advice is the -duty of both the

FBI as an 1nst1tutlon and FBI agean as ln61V1auals,

. -4.1 to collect 1ﬁformatlon from state and 1ocal law

-2 A

-enforcement agen01es regardln major civil disturbances, provid-
ed that such information 1S‘not entered into the FBI general

files and name index;

5. to disseminate in ormatlon obtained from crlmwnaT

1nvesL1gatlcns for the LolTowlng purposes, under _regulations

.

promulgated by.the Attorney General and published in the Federal

" Register:

a. prosecution of violations of criminal laws;

b. prevention or anticipation of violations of

criminal laws; V

¢. assistance to the Secret éervice in the perfor-
mance of its protective responsibilities;

d. determination of che suitability of individuals

for employment by the federal government;

4
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6;' to reporé civil dis turbance 1nformatlon ootalred
£rom state and local 1aw enforcement agenc1es to the Attoraey'
General for the purpose of determlnlng the need to use federal-

'mllltary'forceﬂunde:glo UfS.C4,33l et seq.:'

7. to compile such lists of pérsons arrested or con-

victed for specific crimes as may be necessary for use in con-

nection with the investigation of such crimes;

te

t01prOVlde to the Attorney General or.

i [

"8. his designee

full access to any information‘in the possession of the FBI L

“which he may deem necessary -for the performance of his respon-
[ 3

51blllt1es to superv1se FBI actlv1t1es and to submit reports to
approprlate Congre581onal commltuees on FBI actlv1tles,
9. to follow such other procedures‘and standards con-

sistent with this statute which the Attorney General may pre-

scribe, provided that such procedures and standards shall be

publication would sub-

~
e
Fh

ster ox

}_J.

R

(D

published in the Tedersal g r

1Lveenga“‘on;,

-
~ L

rfere with the conduct of

f,.

stantlally inte

reported to appropriate Congressional committees.

’
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E-l Optlon Four —— Settlng Standards for Domestic Tntelllgence

The FBI. should be authorized by statute to conduct
doméetlc,lntelligence investigations only 1f Congress flnds
(l) that regular crlmlnal 1nvest1gdflons as descrlbed above.
would not prov1de informat on to antlclpate or prevent an use
of violence in violations of federal law, and (2) that the 1nc1—.
dents of the use of violence in violations of federal law are
SO nuﬁe:ous azid so serious as to constitute a siénificant threat
to the internal security or domestic tranquility of the'United
States. . | |

.

The fact that there are 1nlelduals and groups who

.

engage in v1olence, advocate violence, oxr believe 'in the d031r—

ability of the ultlmﬂte use of vaolence to- advance theilr

polltlcal or social objectives is not enough to justify FBI
domestic intelligence authority. There must be additional
findings that regular criminal investigations afe'ina&eﬁuate
and thatrthe o%erall threat of‘violence‘constitutes e.eerious
'danger to the country. | |
Furthermore, if FBI domestic lntelligence is authorized
by statute, it should be an annual authorization which must be
renewed each year upon reconsideration by Congress and the
Attorney General'of these factors. Past experience indicates .
that the annual appropriations process does not prov*de an

appropriate forum for con 51der1ng the FBI's baSlC authority.

rd
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Attorney General Levi's draLt guwdellnes provide a ba81s

for the con81deraelon of a domestic 1ntelllgence authorlvatlon.

They do not cover the 1nvest1gatlon of foreign-related

..act1VLt1es whlch may be d1rected by
wise conducte

a foreign organization, or

their agents.

subsidized by, oerﬁher-

in active collaboratlon with a foreign government,

(See Option Two above.)

-

. The'guidelines deal with five different types of threats

of violence wﬁich may constitute serious dangers to the country:

l

overthrow of the government (revo‘utloﬁarv v1ol nce) ;

1.

20 -

1nterference in the U. S.

with the actvv1t1e of a

foreign government (bombing a consulate, attemptlng to assassi~

nate a visiting foreign leader);
~ 3. . interference with the functioning of

or the flow of ;nterstate commerce to influence

]

the government

federal policies

(v1olent protest acn1v1fles, terrorioe bombings) ;

4, deprlvation of civil

righta (K;an violenceh &iolent
]nrotest against‘busing); | |

5. incifement of violence which may.require the use of
federal military force (ricts, major civil disturbances accom-
panying protest demonstrations). : .
The guidelines also refer to violence directed at etane govern-
'ﬁents, either overthrow of a state go&ernment_or innerference

with the functioning of a state government.

Y

»
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Authorlzlng leqlslatlon ShOle 1ndlcate whetner domestic
1ntelllgence is necessary for any or all of these spec1f1c prob-
lems. For example, revolutlonary VLOlence in an’ attempt to
.overthrow the government may be a remote and speculat*ve danget,
whlle terrorlst bomblngs may be substant1al1v lnterterlng wwtn
the functioning of the government. Klan violence was unques-
tionably a serious daﬁger to civii rights in the early and mid-’
‘1950'5, but ig_it so today? Major riots and civil dieturbances
were equally serioﬁs in the late 1960's and early 1970's, but
thlin more recent years. Violent interference with the func-
'fioning:of a state government sﬁould,.undet our federa; system,
normally be dealt with by étété and local law enforcement. -

Therefere, tﬁe definition of the”puréese of:FBI domestic
intelligence ean'te simplified. The Attornej General's draft
guidelines might be revised to authorize FBI domestic intelli-

gence investigations:

1o
o’

-

1. to ascertain facts or information which serves

anticipate and prevent the use of vidlence in violations of

federal law intended to

a. interfere, in the United States, with the

activities of a foreign government or its authorized represen-

tatives; and N

.t
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b. interfere with the functioning of the government

‘of the United States or the free flow of. interstate commerde in

order to influence pélicieS'or decisions of the federal‘govern;

nent.
This formulation concentrates on the most likely‘current serious

danger to the country, namely, politicélly motivated terrorist

~
-

violence. FBI Director Kelley's recent public staﬁements have
stresséd the fncrease in terrorist activity from 24 bombings.in
1973 to 45 terrorist bpmbings in 1974 and 46 such bombings in
the“fifsﬁ six moﬁ;hs.of 1975. | o

Howeve;; this increasing threat is.npt the bnly factor

-
to be considered. 1In the course of the FBI's regular criminal
. oL . . . H
investigations of tﬁese bombings and other incidents of terror-
ist violence, can it obtain as a.by~prodﬁqt substantial infor-
mation which may serﬁe to anticipate and prevent future vio-
.lenée? If”sbh thé:need for 5roader intelligence—typé';hvesti~
~gations is less evident. '

The draft éuidelines provide that the FBI would conduct
full-scale intelligence investigétions on the basis of
"specific and articulable facts justifying the conclusion”
that an individual, or indi&iduals acting in concert, may be
engaged in activities which may involve the use of violence in
violations of'federalllaw. The.two ;mays" reﬂder_the reguire~

..mént of "specific and articulable facﬁs"' lmost meaningless.
Therefore, any legislation should authorize the FBI:

.
N

.

s
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2. to conduct full domestic intelligence investigations

on the basié of specific and articulable facts justifying  the

conclusion that an individual, or individuals acting in concert,

. are éngdged in activities which are likely to involve the use

of violence as described in 1 above.

The draft guidelines also discuss the surveillance tech-

-

niques to be used in full domestic intelligence investigations, .

including infgrmants,‘mail covers, and electronic surveillapce.
The guidelines note that additional techniques‘may need to be
povéred, such as inquiries ﬁade under “"pretext”, photographic
suréeillance, "trash covérs", etc. Howevér,_the legislation may
deai with teéhniqueé more generally by ptb&iding that the'FBI
ié.authorized: C . | K

* 3. to take only such investigative measures as are

sanctioned by rule of law, procedure, or judicially recognized

tion

o}

"oxr accepted investigative practices, and are not in viol

of state or federal law.-

More detailed regﬁiation of investigative téchniques for full

investigations will be considerea elsewhere.

. The écope of domestic intelligence investigations undex

the draft guidelines is broadened considerably under the pro-

vision for "preliminary investigations". They can be

initiated on the basis of allegations or‘othé? information that
._ag individual, or individuals acting in concert, have advocated

activities which may involve violence, or are members of, or

~
LY

. ." ..
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have expressed public support for, an_ofgadization which has

as its objeétive activities which may involve violenge. The
purpose of the préliminary investigatién is to Verify Qr.refute
the éllégétions or information;. Héweﬁer,.ﬁhe vagueness of the
stahdard is obvious. Therefore, to beléOnsistent:with.the

criteria for full investigations, the FBI should be authorized:

v

4. to conduct preliminary domestic intelligence inves-

tigations on £he basis of allegations or other information that

an individual, or individuals acting in concert,

a. advocate the use of violence as described in 1

above; . o .

b. are engaged in activities which are likely to

involve the use of violence as described in 1 akove;

c. . are members of or have expressed. public support

for an organization enqgaged in activities which involve, or are

likely to involve, the use of violence as described in 1 above,

provided that other members of the organization are currently

the subject of a full domestic intellidence investigation or a

regular criminal investigation.

Unless these changes are made in the guidelines, they would per-
mit investigations similar to past investigations which have
been seriously criticized. .For instance, they would allcw in-

. N

vestigations of all SDS members or all Black Student .Union lead-

- .ers.on the ground that their activities may involve violence,

rd
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even though'there is no specific allegation of likely involve-
ment in Yiolence._ |

Anopherxfeason for the revisidn_is to exclude’those
invgstigafions_whicﬁ;would bésiustified-as regular criminal
invésﬁigaﬁions. Thus,'allégations or other information that
an individual, or ind;viduals acfing in cdncert, have engaged
in or plan to engage in activities which involve the use of

violence woul@)fall_within the FBI's regular criminal investi-

gative jurisdiction. Intelligence investigations would extend ..

further at the preliminary stage to cover advocacy cof .violence

and membership in or public supoort for organlzatlops involved

'1n or likely to be 1nvolvnd in v1olonce. Full 1nvest1g ioné
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require a likelihood“of violence, short of actual violence or
. . - N

plans for violence. : I
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iy ’ OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 , : A
[ Y MAY 1962 EDITION ’

b GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101=11.6 . '

. ) ;

UNITED STATES GOV.ERNMENT h ’ A;“‘-A"I;'Ad
Dep. AD Inv. __
Memorandum o S
» - Comp. Syst, ___
TO :  Mr.§J. B. Adams :  pare: 12/5/75 ror & Com—
7~ - | ::::;'ﬁ;%%, :
,L}f)gn’om : Legal Counsql/r/ ) o o 1% P
1 » wkdbz"
o : . : : Pla v
SUBJECT: NATE SELECT COMMITTEE; ‘ Spoc. .
TTORNEY GENERAL'S TESTIMONY, Tolashome R —

= DECEMBER 10, 1975 ’ Director Sec’y ___

k-2

At 3:01 p.m. on December 5, 1975, Mark Wolf of the Attorney
General's staff, called me at the instructions of the Attorney General
and advised that the Attorney General requested:

i b AT s T

(1) FBI manual sections on domestic intelligence

investigations;
f a1
wﬁv‘ﬁ ile (2) A listing identifying all individuals and organizations
(\/\9‘ { ‘j;««j‘ P . "now the sub]ects of FBI domestic intelligence investigations.
;}ﬁ}’( M .
£ ”
¢4 7 Wolf said that the Attorney General is currently en j

(7 Chicago and will return to Washington on Sunday®vening. Therefog
the requested materials should be delivered to the Attorney Genez a1
no later than Monday morning, December 8, 1975. '

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Intelligence Divisian prepare an appropriate
response to the Attorney General's instructions in time for delivery by.

9:00 a. m. on December 8, 1975. , %a
Wannall |

1 - Mr. Q

1 - Mr. Cregar - . AR -
L - Mr. Hotis @@l@& NReced - /e 395 | X )19
1 - Mr. Daly > - {(j '
1 - Mr. Mintz ALL INFORM |

ATION COVTANED 15 DEC 171975
JAM:mfd ,YB/ N HeRel T LAS:JFI | ;-
(6) 4 R . N o

gt 311975,
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 71/%
FEDERAL BURE:AU OF INVESTIGATION ‘

In Reply, Please Refer to WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535

File No. (SC) 62-7721 o :
ile No. (SC) Mayl.)l3, :!_966

MEMORANDUM FOR THE AT.TORNEY GE'I’Q'ERAL
: am;
RE? NATIONALIST PARTY OF PUERTO RICO
v INTERNAL SECURITY -~ PUERTO RICAN NATIONALIST

V' We presently maintain an authorized technical sur-
veillance at the residence of Rosa Collazo and her daughter,
Lydia Collazo Turner, 1755 Anthony Avenue, Bronx, New York.,
This surveillance was originally installed on April 13, 1962,

. . Rosa Collazo is the wife of Oscar Collazo who is
serving a life sentence in connection with the killing of
a White House guard during an attempt to assassinate former
President Truman on November 1, 1250, Both Rosa and her
daughter are active in the Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico
in New York City, During the past six months, this surveil-

A DY
§f:§ lange.has continmied {to furnish valuable information regarding
.§§?§ activities of Puerto Rican independence advocates in MNew York,
SE Through this surveilliance, we have obtained information
\§g§3 concexrning the movement of Puerto Rican nationalists between

S5 New York and Puerto Rico, Included in this information was

f advance notice that Rosa Collazo planned to attend the

3 General Assembly of the Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico

s "during February, 1966, in Puerto Rico, Upon her return,

details were obtained concerning the proceedings of the
General Assembly., In addition, we were able to obtain advance
notice of demonstrations in New York City in which
nationalists participated, This enabled us to inform police
authorities and interested Government agencies in advance of
the demonstrations,

Unless you instruct to the contrary, this technical
surveillance will be continued for an additional six months,

Its use s limitad to o

sponse to your request and is not
e content may not be disclosed to unautho

. ' Very truly yours,

: t:\:I'Shn EngX,Hoover -

Director

s approvel of the FBI .

prepared in re
ur Committee

mmittee and th

utside yo
wel without the expres

This document is

nation o
your Co
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\:,“; File No,
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535

June 3, 1965

i
A WIS
Re: DOMINICAN SITUATION A
INTERNAL SECURITY -
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

Diego Emilio Bordas Hernandez and his brother,
Iuis Manuel Alfredo Bordas, have emerged in the current
Dominican crisis as important financial, political and
military advisors to the deposed Dominican President Juan
Bosch in the latter's efforts to regain control oi the
Dominican Government, Diego Bordas is a wealthy shipping
executive currently residing in exile in San Juan, Puerto Rico,
having been born in the Dominican Republic cn January 11, 1923,
He served in various high posts under Juan Bosch during the
latter's short occupancy of the position oif President of the
DPominican Republic in early 1963, Bordas spends much of his
time at 868 Ashford Avenuie in San Juan, using an apariment
at that address as his residence during the absence of its
owner, Jose Antonio Benitez Jiminez, from Puerto Rico.
Jdose Benitez is the cousin of Jaime Benitez, the latter the
Director of the University of Puerto Rico and a close
- associate and advisor of Juan Bosch. Diego Bordas also
maintains a residence at 21 V, Florencia, Pueblo Viego, 2
suburb of San Juan, near the current residence and headquarters
of Juan Bosch, Diego Bordas and his brother jointly operate
a shipping business known as Bordas and Company at Highway
Number 2, Puerto Viejo, Puerto Rico, and his financial
dealings in support of the Bosch efforts can reasonably be
expected to be conducted from this commercial establishment.

The Boxrdas brothers have both been the subjectsof
numerous allegations indicating their cooperation with
procommunist and pro-Trujille factions in Dominican politics
and are apparently opportunists who have seized the current
situation to enhance their political and financial futurcs,
Luis Bordas is currently in the Dominican Republic acting as_
the Director of Military Operations of the rebel forces
supporting Bosch. o Aot : 4
INFORY GPANT JoF SR - R ==
ORMATION sychpr

. —————rd LTI L Lol h .
Ul}authom'zed :Disclosure REG & ' i <
Subject to Criminal Sanctions] —-oxosm 4 JUNLS 165y

. | [eeorTiTeEfroneat et o —_— 3
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ~ JFK Act 6 (1) (C)

rcléﬁrance for technical/éq&eragé‘of the business he
operates jointly with | ._|was obtained by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation on June 1, 1965.

In view of the pressing nature of the international
situation as it relates to the Dominican Republic, it is.
requested that you authorize technical coverage of the
residences of | | mentioned above and of the business
address of the joint venture operated by the
Authority is requested for similar coverage of any addresses
to which the mentioned residences or business may move in
the future, :

»

Respectfully,

- >z o/

hn Edgar 1gover
' Director

APPROVED Kl
DATE 6/4#/ £

__WW_55013 DocId:32989602 Page 41
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2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz Y gj
(1 - Mr..J. B. Hotis) <& %i/
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall B A
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar s E}‘
_ December 19, 1975,k N
 ‘{/ 1 - Mr. P. E. Nugent: -

ALL INFOGRMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 13 UYCLASSIFIED

DATE/Y éz Bt SRAMU

Reference is made to SSC letter dated December 4y
1975, containing requests for materials concerning Martin
Luther King, Jr.

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the
SSC is an original of a memorandum in response to Item 2 i
that letter.

Also enciosed for your records is a copy of the

- memorandum which is being delivered to you with a copy o

é)' document in response to Item 2 which is being delivered to the \Q? ’
" Enclosures (2) Sx'11E$ REC-51

Ay e PR B ©

L / «)/fDM’ 3

1 - The Deputy Attorney General ?

: Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. : <§‘§Q
S Spec1al Counsel for B Ny
%{' , e¢lligence Coord1nat10n7 JAN 221976 ‘

" PEN:adn
(9)

1 NOTE:

.7

‘w

me

R A copy of the SSC letter 12/4/75, is attached to the
” file copy of enclosed letterhead memorandum. Exact copy of -

- the memorandum being furnished is maintained in the office of the
Assoc. Oir - SENSTUDY 75 Project. Arrangements have been made for a repre-»_;,,_
ep. m. o ?;/,'4;:9? E

o apm . Senative of the Legal Counsel Division to deliver the attached 4

Asst. Dir.: memorandum as well as the document being provided to the SSC. -
Admin. As indicated in the enclosed memorandum, Items 1, 3 and 4 requested
o — in the referenced SSC letter are being handled separately Items
Flsscom— 1 and 3 requested in referehced SSC 1etter are being handled by

Gon: I the IS-3 and CI-3 Sectioms respectlvely "Item 4, a wotestatement
- of prior request submitted by the SSC is being handled separately

by SA. V. R. ‘Thornton of the IS-1 Sectlon dpb .
57 &

}/ﬁ
Telephone Rm. __ . Lot

i Bl ] o . )
;aﬁnﬁﬁﬁF‘»
Director Sec'’y — MAIL ROOM[__] TELETYPE UNIT |:] g GPO ; 1875 O - 569-920

B 4soAN DE18762989602 Page 42

Inspection

Intell.

Loboratory
. Plon. & Eval. __
Spec. Inv.

Training

Legal Coun.




62116395

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.
Spoc. inv.

Training
Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm,
Director Sec’y —
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.

Mr. J. A. Mintz

(1 - J. B. Hotis)
Mr. W. R. Wannall
Mr. W. O. Cregar
- Mr. P. E. Nugent

December 19, 1975

- N
]

ALL INFORMATION containgp
U. S. SENATE SELECT COMAITTEE TO  puoiffsussi
STUDY GOVERNMEWTAL OPERATIONS WITH B
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to S8C letter dated Decémber 4,
1975, containing requests for wmaterials concerning Martin
Lather King, Jr.

The purpose of this memorvoandum is to effect delivery
to the 88C of a copy of a letter from M. Hoover to The Honorable
Williom D. lbyexs, Special Assistant to the President, at the
Vhite House, Washington, D. €., dated Qctober 27, 1964.

It is noted that in addition to requesting a copy of
this letber the SS5C requested materials veflecting this letter
was hand-delivered to the Vhite House by Hr. Deloach on
Octobar 28, 1964,

Attention is drawn to the upper right-hand corner of
Mr. Hoover's lebter to Hr. Movers and to the notation appearing
there reading “personally delivered 10/28/6%4, B." No additiomal
paterials are available in FBIHQ files rveflecting delivery of
this letter beyond the aforcmentioned notation which, it appears,
bears the initial of lir.. Deloach.

Items 1, 3 and 4 requosted in the refereoced 850
letter are being handled in sceparate reaponses.

1 - The Attorney General

PEN:e(de_;aAm
8 .
is mot for dieseini-
i equest and 18 1O iesit
. ed in response 1o T p d to official proceedings 0Y
This document 8 prepor m onse L N imited to coings 0y |
Y wtgide sour CoOmmLLee. vited 10 o uthorized b |
nation ot may mot e disclos /y‘
/ >
7 of

11 mitte and the content :
%@lmwgt%g% the express approval of the FBI

ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG fr' /
o oo N )
5 7S =13 "4 (i ™
c‘g,pl Z/O? ///// - /\? i lgz.:.%’? : — \"UZ’ A r:u;*};n)( Q’}:‘J

Tk

.4;'_ v 1“_;"/ ' ; - ' v LA JJ
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OFF"ICE OF THE DREPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
v WASHINGTON, D.C., 20530

December 8, 1975

TO: John A. Mintz, Assistant Director _
Legal Counsel Division '

(\\ Federal Bureau of Investigation
\\ Cfrom:

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for Intelligence
Coordination
\

SUBJECT: Senate Select Committee Request

Attached is a Senate Select Committee request
seeking delivery of certain Bureau materials. Please
prepare an appropriate response.

I invite your attention to paragraph numbered 4
which amends an earlier request of the Committee (E11iff
letter of November 25, 1975, Item 6¢) which request was
the subject of a telephone conversation on December 3, &
with Mr. Seymor Phillips of the Bureau.

cc:  Paul Daly

Atﬁvro

RMATION Conra
HERE UNBLASSIFIED "D
M 0 00 gy

prrew)

%ﬁ,@ W ;mg‘ﬂ% ~ /9 “,%
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. H
FRANK CHURCH, IDARD, CHAIRMAN !
JOHH G..TOWER, TEXAS, VICC CHAIRMAN 1 i

Pl e AAARD, MICH. HOWARD W, DAKER, JR., Zaa. } Yy
TALTER F. MONUALE, MINN, BARRY GOLDWATER, A, 1
WALTER D, HUDDLESTON, KY,  CHARLES MC C. MATHI ), Mo, ‘ A
FOBERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD . SCHWEIKER, 99, i ¢ @ ¢ . .
GARY HART, COLO. . “o C v§ b i Foa ¥ %
’ . SIVIYTICE YIS ~DRYXCTLe

WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR

F...DERICK A, O, SCHWARZ,; JR+, CHIEF COUNSEL, o
CURTIS R. SMOTXERS, MINORITY COUNSEL, SELECT CCMMITTEE TO

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO iNTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, $4TH CONGRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

December 4, 1975

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esqg. |
Special Counsel for Intelligence

. Coordination ‘ .
. Office of the Deputy Attorney.General + ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
U. S. Department of Justice gﬁ?gﬁé%gmsmw
-Washington, D.C. 20530 : B =
\

Dear Mike:

. The Senate Select Committee requests the
following materials for delivery.

1. Delivery of all materials pertaining

to the circumstances surrounding the
recommendation for, authorization of, )
and duration and termination of the P a
electronic surveillance referred to in \
Items 1 and 22 of my letter of November

21, 1975 and in materials delivered to

the Committee on December 1, 1975.

Delivery of a copy of the letter to Mr. ‘ .
Bill Moyers, Specidl Assistant to the ”u7fﬂ7
President, dated October 27,.1964, and ) ‘
materials reflecting that this letter
was hand delivered by Mr. Cartha DeLoach
on October 28, 1964.

Delivery of all materials pertaining to the fa
surveillances of Mrs. Anna Chennault in
October and Movember, 1968.

~
$anrirs Lantt s s

The Committee's request in my letter of

November 27, 1975,item 6c should be revised ) A
to read as follows: "All memoranda and any W ws®
other materials which pertain to, bear upon, ‘

or indicate any actions taken pursuant to or ~

in connection with the recommendation contained

in this memornadum, including a summary of the
recommendations of relevant Bureau personnel

pertaining-thereto.”

-

2 Al 355
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addresse?; SEN; |
CILTR @ LHM (JMemo [} Report dated 12 ﬂg/7 5
v » U,S., SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE.

Caption of Document:

12/4/75 request - Martin L. King.

*

Originating Off
Delivered by: @;9/)(’/9“’%\ /\_Date: /O?é? '3/7‘7
Received by: Lﬁ\ / CQCU

Title: /ée—ucs_é /A“L-?{;,.

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI J

ALL iNFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIY |
et ogmssmgo

(ﬁ :Z__. / L{" -
ENGLOSURE
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE BEFORE COMPLETING.

fiz SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE

TO:  Intelligerce Community Staff FROM:
ATTIN: Central Index FBI

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1. HOw PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED
for review but not transmitted, so note.)

oo I DOCUMENT I IBRlEFING | I INTERVIEW | lTESTIMONY | IOTHER 12/19/75

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

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

interviewee, testifier and subject)

Memorandum and engdosures

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- { 6. CLASSIFICATION OF

wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) {NFORMATION (enter
U, ¢, 8§, TS or
Codeword)

SSC letter 12/4/75, item 2 | s

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

Information handling

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

Materials relating to Martin Luther King, Jr.: Copy of a letter
from Mr, Hoover to The Honorable William D. Moyers 10/27/64 along
vith notation that shows letter was hand delivered by lr.

DeLoach 10/28/64.,
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

o HEREIN 1§ UNCLASSIF]
62-116395 . DATQQZ?%,BYM

FMK: fmk
(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISCN TO CENTRAL COMMIUNITY INDEX
IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75

[REAT AS VELLOW ag@\

b/

3791 (s.75) u CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE ]
- R s T lriibe ] J

< D }} ! 2? !”X

A /:I p— ) 4 /.' m )

Pl e
NW 55013 Docld:32983602 Page 47 Ogl *’77[9 S 7D




bW 55013

oS

INSTRUCTIONS

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

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

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

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

DocId: 32489602 Page 48
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SSC LETTER 12-4-75
ITEM 2

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN | LASSIFIE
e Lol S

2. /égf/'/ﬂ/é/)(
y

| e:l':f.; BSURE!
Page 49



- - i
r T . .
4
- -, . ; .o . il
- . [ 4 .
L ~% . . QE%M , K
M - 3 g Gk

s 6

1 - Mr. Belmont
1 - Mr. Mohr !

1 - Mr. Deloach vv"%{_,
# ‘Z’é(’ 3 léo ’ iy
Semp By SPANMIGT , AR
ggg/%\f l%o. : : Cotober 27, 1984 [\- \:
7 153 & "" .
o RV A
BY LIAISOW _?&“v : \(. /
Honorable William D, Hoyers 1o M. Bvans R U4
Special Assistant to the President 1 - Mr, Rosen i K

The Vhite House Mr. Sullivan

Washingion, &, C. Mr. Bland

1 -
1 L d
1 - Mr., Baumgardner
1 -

nlt Deax Wr. Moyers: ¥r. Phillips

A confidentinl source of this Buvesu vho bhas
supplied reliabic information in the past furnished the
following information concerning a contact on Ceicher 23,
1964, boiween Martin Wizgingion and Bandoiph Blackwelil.
VWigington was described as a member of the Democratic o
Party Correlation Committee, Ausiin, Texas. Blackwell
is an assistant to Hariin father Xing, Jr.s st che Soucher‘z‘b
Chrisiian lesdership Conference, Atlanta, Georgina

!

27 190

INRECORDED COPY FRER BV L .

l(l’»!ﬂH -!L"::

HELT

004

o

Wigington indicated to Blackyell a desire for -
King to write "an anti-{oldwater letier' which Wigington's
Conmitiee intends to distribute in Texzas anoeng lgsbor groups.
Biackwell siated thot RKing may go to Texas prior to the
fortheoming presidential clection and Bizckwell inguived
as to vhether King would be "in any danger.” Wigingion
- atated that he would contact one mm‘y Goodnan concerning
any possible danger to King in Texzs. This Buregu's source
had no infcmatiaa concerning the identii;y of Goodnan.

iy

During this contact Wisington conplained to
Blackwell that 2 group from the Scuthern Chrisiian Lsaders.

ship Conference, which Conference is headed by Eing, and E

a group froam the Amnigamated Meat Cutters aud Butcher =3

Worlkmen of North Amesica had picketed in Fort Vortih, 8

: & ) Texas. Vigington siated that this was not a good thing = dZ

at this time since all Negro and labor organizations shoulds. s @

be working for the eleciion of President Lyandon B, Johnson.g o o

2"

/W This information is also being furmished to 2 &

oi’ficiazs in the Depayiment of Juu’;:a 0?4 A, N G

Selmnt 7602106670 (King) t,o - %E

o +9U= ing ours :

gei’_:qch 1-100-442529 (CIRM) Sincerely v 5 A /fa ,19522/ & M

cgﬁqi;n“ﬁ‘ DN B ke <1/ ] /E‘E
onta UTCITAT ; A (7125
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SERET -
: Honorable William D, Moyers .. "~ - 7 .~ .on

NOTE‘ . . -'r' ) . " ) A o . A . “'.-
oy ‘(mtt’“uh o

Classified '‘Seeret" as information reported is
from AT 1380ms* a highly sensitive source with respect
to the=racial” 31uuat10n. This source is of continuing
value and the unauthorized disclosure of this information
could compromise its effectiveness and+*thus be detrimental
to the national defense., Information obtained from Atlanta

teleﬁype 10/23/64 LT T
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Dep. AD Inv.
Asst. Dir.:

Admin.

Comp. Syst.

"Ext. Affairs ’

Files & Com. __
Gen. Inv.
ident.
Inspection
intell.
Laboratory

Plon. & Eval. _

Spec. lav.

Training
Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm.
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/on INTELLICENCE ACTIVETIES , HEREIN IS ANCIASSIFIE
B | LL/M BY
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. 2 5 . . .
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- Mr. Bassett -~ Encs.

= Mr. Cleveland - Encs.
- Mr. Gallagher - Encs.
- Mr. McDermott - Encs.
ur. uPSEERReELds 1973
= Mr. Walsh - Encs.

- Mr. Wannall - Encs.

- Mr. Hotis - Encs.

- Mr. Daly - Encs.

‘.
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|
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#STIMONY BY THY ATTORNEY GEMERAL
EEFORE THE SENAPE BELECT COMMITIRE AL INFORMATION CONTAINED

. ol
-

-

DAT

On Hovember 21, 1975 Inspector Johnm B, Hotis of this
Bureau met with Doug Maxvin, Counselor o the Attorney Generals
Mark Wolf, Special Assistunt to the Attorney Gemeral; and Michael E.
shaheen, Jr.; Special Counsel for Tatelligence Coordination,
concerning your forthcoming appeavance before the Senate
Select Committee on Intelligemce Activities. At this meeting
this Bureau was requested to provide write-ups on certain. phases
of this Bureaun's operations swhich are to be used im the preparatioch
of a briefing book for your testimony. ' R .

m /L

requested on Hovember 21, 1975: “Investigative Technig
sorganizational Structure and Punctions af the FRI"; “IA
of nisconduct Iavolving Specisl Agent in Charge, Miemd office”r \y
*pirectoy Hoover's 'Offieial and Confidential® (0C) Piles™: <
vailegations of Possible uisconduct by FBI Agents, Housteon, Eg
Texzast; "Allegations of Persopal and Official Misconduct of a QS;
former Special Agent in Charge of the Baltimove Office”;
*pllegation of Bribery by FEI Agent, New York®: "Allegation of
possible iisconduct by an PRI Agent, Detroit, Hichigan®; - \y
apljegations of Misconduct by FBI Agents, Riohwmond, Virginia,

Se1d Office, in Comnection with the Investigation.of Illegal it
Niretapping by the Richmond, Virginda, Police pepartment® ;
spllegations of Violations of Gun Control Act hy ¥BI Agent™; ° ¢
"naview of Appropriations Zestimony for Fiscal Years 1955

shru 1976%; “Penure of PRI Director”; “"Transfer of Drug

~ -

'Review, Department of Justice™r and "Major Topics of Primary (;5 .

concern to Congressiopal Committees.® _ _ _‘ :
MLy LA 163r< (S
with respect to’ thefaterial regue Y _memor angun

of Hmrk L. Yolf, Special Assistant to the Aftormey General

:.‘
)

Q%HHW%M%i
Q\’ . . L . .‘....A(

SEE NOTE - PAGE 2 .. ;

¢a"//¢g?s—;/,u/0@ ,

%

I W
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. 11-24-75, captioned "Testlmony By The Attorney General . Before

- 12-1-75 Mark Wolf, Special Assistant to the Attorney General, -

. are furnlshlng ‘interim response. As completed addltlonal

- - — = - . . I

i _-

liThe Attorney General -

to Inspmctor John B. Hotis of this office dated November 26,
1975, which requested additional information, we are gathering
the necessary material on an expeditions basis and the results
will be furnished as soon as possible.

. Bnclosures (i5)

1 ~ The Benufy ﬁttovney Genezal .
Attention: Michael L. Shaheen, Jr. - Enclosures (15)
. Special Counsel for rntelllqence
_ﬁooruznation :

s p b

NOTE: See Legal Counsel Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams dated ?
The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities."” On

requested the attached information be furnished as- soon as fﬁ\
possible. No later than~12-2-75. This response was coordlnated\
and - incorporates material prepared by the Inspection, Special
Investlgatlve, General Investigative, Files and Communlcatlons,
and’ Intelllgence Divisions. Due to the time constraints we

Ea

materlal will be furnished to the Department.




N Ass‘o:. Dir.

-
| 2 .
" i
-
&

2 - Mr J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
: l - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
The Attprney General January 14, 1976

1 - Mr. V. R. Thornton
V)M;/ Diregt‘ r‘,‘é FBI | (0 ; ! //é 3 75’) /i}lxil
' RECSU ALL INFORMATION Conamep

. i 2= : ; HEREIN IS =
U. S. [SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE e/ I0bon:

. { S
ON INJELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) Ogy

Reference is made to SSC letters dated December 4,
1975, and November 25, 1975, containing requests for materials
concerning Martin Luther King, Jr.

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the SSC
is an original of a memorandum in response to Item 4 in the
December 4, 1975, request and Items 7c and 8c of the November 25
1975, request. '

FURSZIY

-

1 -1S -

Also enclosed for your records is a copy of the
memorandum which is being delivered to you with the material
which is being furnished to the SSC.

Qeot

Enclosures (2)

o
1 - The Deputy.Attorney General 4—69
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. 3 !
Special Counsel for o )
Intelligence Coordination 31

-6 VRT:adn -
LU ) Y
~  NOTE: =

Copies of SSC letters 11/25/75 and 12/4/75 are
attached to the file copy of enclosed LHM. Arrangements have
-béen. made for a representative of the Legal Counsel Division

£ deliver the attached memorandum as well as documents being
bon a0 A Provided to the SSC.' Copies: of material being furnished to SSC

oer- a0 v = Dedng retainednwith’Senstudy 75 Project.

As‘s'. Dir.:
/ ‘3“ ayf‘

Admin, ‘-

Comp. Syst. _?’
Ext. Affairs —_
Files & Com.

Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection
Intell,

Labaratory
. Plen, & Eval. _

) DE‘Z\\U’-’{TQ@ “'O(CO‘\\-», s

Spec. Inv.

Training

Legal Coun. Wl/t\/

Telephone Rm. __ .

MAIL§;00M (] TELETYPEUNIT[ ]
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- 2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz

. 1 (1-Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. V. R. Thornton

62-116395 ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
R b o BN M Jonuary 14, 1976

U. 5. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE IO
STUDY GOVERITAENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
KESPECT 0 INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made Eo 53C letter dated December 4, 1975,
Item 4 of which vequests materials concerning lfartin Luthor
King, Jr.; and 8SC letter dated Hovember 25, 1973, Items 7c and
3¢ of wiich request maberials concerning the Washington Spring
Project and Sanitation Vorkers Strike, Memphis, Tenunessee,
respectively.

The purpose of thic memorandunm is to effect delivery
to the S5C of materials in response to referenced requests.

In respect to Item & of the December 4, 19735, request,
the only indication of any action taken concerning the recommend-
ation contained in the pertinent memorandum dated liarch 29, 1963,
captioned, "Counterintelligence Program, Black Nationalist-iHate
Groups, Racial Intelligence (Martin Luther King)" is the
pencilled notation “"Hondled 4/3/63," appearing on page one and
initlals which are believed to be those of former Special Agent
(S4) Harold P. Leinbaugh. Among the documents being furnished
the SSC is a memovandum dated July 18, 1975, captioned,

"Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.,” along with supporting documents,
wirich wore submitited to the Attorney General concexning back-
sround leading up to the proposed action recommended in the
Mareh 29, 1968, memovandum. It includes resulis of an inter~
view of Leinbaugh.

»

LA In response to Item 7¢, the oply indication of any
Asson. Dir. action talen concerning the suggestion (recommendation) com~
ver. a0 Adm. . Eained im the memorandum dated March 26, 1968, captioned,
Jer a0 v — - BCounterintelligence Program, Black Nationalist-Hate Groups,
Admin, Racial Intelligence (Vashington Spring Project)™ is the pencilled
comp. syt —  potation "Handled 4/4/63,% appearing on page two of that memo-

Ext, Affairs ___
Files & Com. __
Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection
Intell.
Laboratory

Plan. & Eval. g Copirit ~e aad the content may not be disclosed to unautiorized pers?

randum and %nitials vhich are believe o be,those y
SA Leinbaugh. A T iﬁ:n FRYY o
” 8 N % Wy

. 3 . .
VRT:adn a,é“i;ft o document is prepared in r¢ onse@o your request and is not for gascmz-
wotion ovteide vour Committee. Its use is limited to offwml@?;cecouvgs b

d £o be,those of former /i

wl without the express approval of the FBI .

Spec. lnv.

Training

L.egal Coun.

A/ ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AG pC
Telephone Rm.

[ NéZ///is
Director Sec’y —— MAIL ROOM [ TELETYPE UNIT [} n J-?,QUA /M" A ) GED 34975 P2 565:}{0
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

With respect to Item 8c which concerns a memorandum
dated March 28, 1968, captioned, "Sanitation Workers Strike,
Memphis, Tennessee, Racial Matters,' the only indication of
action taken concerning the recommendation contained therein
is a pencilled notation appearing om page one, "Handled
3/28/68," and initials which again are believed to be
those of former SA Leinbaugh.

1 - The Attorney General

HW 35013 DocId:32589602 Page 56
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN 19 UNZLASSIF
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INGTON, D. C. 20535
SELECT COMMITTEE

CILTR XJLHM (] Memo

U,S,. SENATE

Caption of Doctimeht:

12/4/75 request ltem 4
11/25/75 request Items 7c and 8C

i!

[

[ Repost dated 1/14/76
SELECT COMMITTEE

»

A FBI

?\Origﬂinating O

Delivered by:

ffice:
@‘/7 u (21-/'/(’\ 4 Date: //(ﬂ/}("
7/ A

Received by:

A

Title:
Return this receipt to the Intelli

|
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E: * SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
*BEFORE COMPLETING.

» * Lo, .
©7 -'1 CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index FBI

SUBJECT: sAbstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED

for review but not transmitted, so note.)
1/14/76

gl DOCUMENT l |BRIEFlNG l l INTERVIEW ' ITESTIMONY I |0THER

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

X SsC

HSC

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

Memorandum and enclosures o
. A
5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 6. CLASSIFICATION OF
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) éNFgRMnggg (enter
, C, S, or
SSC letter 12/4/75, Item 4 and SSC letter 11/25/75, Codovr®
Items 7¢ and 8¢ U

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

Oper&tiné Procedures
Information Handling

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

Delivéry of materisls regarding Martin Luther King, Jr., and
the Washington Spring Project and the Sanitation Workers Strike,
Memphis, Tennéssée, respectilvely,

AL lNFORMATION CONTAINED

K S S v spa AL

DAT

62-116395

AJD:1hb ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
4) IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75,

TREAT 1S YELOW o)

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

3791 (6.75) oy e "
PageﬁL ‘r\” J/ A‘)’i//é‘)/‘v) /g /(
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INSTRUCTIONS. . ,

-~ -

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

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

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent to 'SSC is later sent to

HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a

copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.

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

[ S . )
A 4
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QPIANAL FORM NO, 10 %'i" 108~ 4 %“' -
. fiahey Howo. 27 3 ‘ ’ eyt
(- ; 4UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ‘ Moty _z
oo \gmhop
. usper‘
Nemorandum e —
. Cale
TO Mr. W. C. Sulli\(‘?}&fj DATE: March 29, 1968 Sooren
~ ’ Troter
Tele. Room
FROM : @, C, Moore}?@a g Holmes
. _,a"““lL *lﬁ 0D
SUB ECTQ . o \_P* f S greg é‘ ‘
JECT~COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM ALL INFOR ‘@MA\NED 7 e i{ o’
‘  BLACK NATIONALIST - HATE GROUPS HEREIN 1S/ | B et {/
LRACIAL INTELLIGENCE DATLL@ BYs. DR S )
(MARTIN LUTHER KING)
PURPOSE:
To publicize hypocrisy or the part of Martin Luther 1
King. :
{
BACKGROUND:
- Martin Luthex King has urged Negroes in Memphis,
Tennessee, to boycott white merchants in order to force
compliance with Negro demands in the sanitation workers'
strike in Memphis. ‘
e ¥hen violence broke out during the march King led ?;
in Memphis on 3-28-68, King disappeared There is a first B
class Negro hotel in Memphls, the Hotel Lorraine, but King i
chose to hide out at the white owned and operated Holiday Ian - #
Sk
Motel. EE
¥
RECOMMENDATION: i
The above facts have been included in the attached %
blind memorandum and it is recommended it be furnished a ;g
cooperative news media source by the Crime Records Division ‘g
nfor an item showing Xing is a hypocrite., This will be done on i
. a highly confidential basis, . ke
Enclosure : ——w A I !
. ,.}/F/* ‘:..4 \.,.\.z.:z 4 V
/ TJID:ted o v
/ D T d-ﬁ Lf
1l - Mr, C, D, DeLoach . 6‘32{} 4 L
1 - Mr, T. E. Bishop-7#: E?r. v K
1 - Mr, W, C, Sulllygn ,J ¥
1 - Mr, D, Ryan {Mass. Medla) i
l - Mr, T, J, Deakin ~ /. 7° }
. . i
| |- ¥ ! :
[' ;”{: }}}‘9/{ _?ﬁ?’jﬁlw?wb“ ¢
e CPTTS %0& W’&S m‘eyom@df n response to_your 3 3
- / \‘hatwn o '+sw7v vour: Committee, — Its-use zé %ngrfe%etsot g/?fczz zsl'not 4 fd e '
Com Gty &q dthe content Yniy not be d cuw procoecings 67 1
@?/ i e‘éxpress aoron] ofJ Ko F% e isclosed to unauthm ized perso , 7 (Y(/ %
f“hwcﬁgf@ . :
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March 29, 1968

DO AS I SAY, NOT AS I DO

Martin Luther King, during the sanitation workers!
strike i.. Memphis, Tennessee, has urged Negroes to boycott
downtown white merchants to achieve Negro demands. On 3-29-68
King led a march for the sanitation workers., Like Judas leading
lambs to slaughter King led the marchers to violence, and when

.the violence broke out, King disappeared.

The fine Hotel Lorraine in Memphis is owned and
patron@zed exclusively by Negroes but King didn't go there
from his hasty exit., Instead King decided the plush Holiday

Inn Motel, white owned, operated and almost exclusively white
patronized, was the place to "cool it." There will be no

boycott of white merchants for King, oanly for his followers.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINEDR

REI 1S/UNGLASSIFIE
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- "‘H,W ~‘..‘ . l.’ . "‘
P o | . 1 -7J.B. Adams
| 1 - W. R. Wannall
/ 1 - D. Ryan
.nggg 1~ J.' G. Deegan

. %/\.x/;éla —/0/46 70 \___5 {f?é E;'July 18, 1975

JR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. JI;LL-)NFI(;L A. Newman
RMATION ¢ '
HEREIN 1$/y LASSI%VETMNED‘
DATE_29[%/00 gy
The following information is submitted regarding the
background leading up to the proposed action recommended in
memorandm G. C. lHoore to Mr, W. C. Sullivan dated March 29,
1968, captioned "Counterintelligence Program, Black Nationalist-
Hate Groups, Raclal Inteliigence; (Martin Imther Xing)."
(copy attached)

This memorandum recommended that information be
furnished to a cooperative news media source by the Crime
Records Division of the Federal Burean of Investigation (FBI)
showing King as a hypocrite. This was to be based on the fact
that vhen violence broke out during a march led by King in
Memphis, Tennessee, on March 28, 1968, he disappeared. There
vas a first class Negro hotel in Hemphis, the Hotel Lorraine,
but Klng chose to hide out in a white owned and operated
Holiday Inn Hotel (also Imown as the Rivermont Motel).

A notation on the above referred to memorandum
Indicated that the recommendation was "handled" on April 3,
1968, by HMr. Horold P. Leinbaugh of the Crime Records Division.
(see notation on memorandum dated Harch 29, 1968, attached)

129MULU0Y) UMOfL BPISIRO U0V

1aSSIP L0f 20U S} PUD 489nbhos UNOR 03 95U0ASIL UL PILDADLT, SI JUIUWNIOP ST,

By way of background it should be noted that at about
6 p.m. on April b, 1968, while standing on second floor balcony
@}N outside room 306 of the Hotel Lorraine, Memphis, Tennesseey -
@1 King was shot and killed.
" Memphils teletype dated April 2, 1668, veflects that
¥ing and other Southern Christian Ieadership Conference (SCLC)
st on,_ OfFilclals were due to arrive in Memphls at 10:15 a.m. on
ver. ap A, 20PIL 3, 1068, via Bastern Alrlines from Atlanta. {copy of

* 194 2Y2 fo 1paotddp Ssasdra Yl IMOYRM 19U

10810 PIRILOYINDUN 0] PISOJOSIP 2Q 20U FiDUL JUSIU0D 9Y] PUD 29292UUL0Y) LNOA

e to i omphis teletype dated April 2, 1968, attached} . - .. -
ss:inu.: N ;»» Ry !” ¢~ , . . T _'
éimp.-'s,...__ After King's death, an interview with Reverend Ralph

poos0ud IOfo 09 PogIy) S oSN SI]

e aiois _David Abernathy, a close assoclate of Xing, reflected that he

s Cm and King registered intoithe Hotel lm\*raine in Hemphis, . | S
Ident. NP ) LY A ! 4.‘ %
thapection CQ.L bl ad \XV\ ‘.\\ ()&N” ~ ’ﬂ-— e {’)'\"\ \})/ > »(J: c:‘?’.«‘
ntell. B "y IR I U TN Ry
vy —HANzcah (8) Rufah ! \ ' ''SEE NOTE PAGE 3 s

/ \\:\ LA
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Dr, Martin Iuther King, Jn.

Tennessee, at about 10:30 a.m. on April 3, 1968, (Information
contained in veport of SA Joe C. Hester dated April 17, 1948,
Memplils, captioned "UHSUB, aka, Eric Starvo Galt, et ai., Civil
Rights" page 48, See attached FD-302 reflecting interview with
Reversend Ralph David Abernathy).

For further background regarding the basls of this
vropogal Atlanbte teletype dabed Mareh 28, 1968, captioned
Plartin Luther Eing, Jv., SM-C" with second caption "Sanitation
Workers Strike, Memphls, Tennesssee, Racial Matters® reflects
that on March 28, 1968, XKing and other SCLC people were in
room 801, Holiday Inn, Hemphis, Tennessee, at %:30 n.m. (copy
of &tlanta toletype attached) : “ .

A Memphis teletype dated March 29, 1968, eaptioned
WSanitation Workers Strike. Memphis, Temnessee,; Racial Habiers"
reflects that King participated in the march of sanitation
workers on March 28, 1968. When viclence erupted including
the breaking of windows and looting by the marchers, Xing and
& few assoclates ran to a nearby car and left the march
proceeding to Rivermont Motel where they remalned through the
afterncon and evening, {copy of Hemphis teletype attached)

On July 17, 197%, ¥r. Harold P. Lelnbaugh. after
having had all the facts set out above reviewed with him
" including the fact his notation of "handled! anpeared on the
Harch 29, 1965, memorsndum, advised that he has absolutely no
recollection of this memorandum and can unhesltantly state
that he cannot nov recall whether or not proposed information
was ever digseminated to any news medis source. He indicated
Jthat his notation "heandled" would not necessarily mean that
Ahe did disseminate this information. In explaining this he
3>stated that the notation could mean that he was merely clearing
- this document through Crime Records Divisilon and at thls late
dante there wonld be absolutely no way that he could make any
pogitlive statements as to whether or not the infermetion
recomuended wag ever disseminated to a news media souvrce.

S,

.

From the above recorded sequence of events as
reflected in varilous commmications identified above, it is
evident that King returned to Memphis, Temnessee, from Atlanta

~

NW ‘55013 _DocId:32989602 Page L Y-, ©em e e . ) e e
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_br. Martin Iuther King, Jr. : : i

on April 3, 1968, and checked into the Hotel Lorraine ab
approximately 10:30 a.m. %The notation indicating that the
proposed furnishing of information to the news media was
"handled" on April 3, 1968, would, of course, preclude any
such information from appearing in the press vrilor to King's
checking into the Hotel Lovraine at approximately 10:30 a.m.
on April 3, 1968, . : , |

A review of appropriste files maintained at ¥BI
Headquarters fails to reflect any newspaper article which
could have been ah outgrowth of the proposed recommendation ~
eontained in the G. C. Hcore memorandum to Mr. W, C. Sullivan
dated March 29, 1968.

A review of the "Memphls Commercial Appeal' for the
poriod Harch 28 to April &k, 1968, maintained on microfilm in
the Library of Congress failed to reflect any article which
would appear to be an outgrowth of the proposed recommendation
contained in G. C. Moore memorandw to Mr. W. €. Sullivan

,\dated March 29, 1968. References were noted indicating that
A\ King held a press conference at the Holiday Inn Rivermont
¥otel on March 29, 1968.

-

.~ Enclosures (5)

NOTE ¢

' See memorandum J. G. Deeéan to Mr., W. R. Wannall,
dated 7/18/75, captioned as above, prepared by HAN/cah.

!
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Memomna’um
DATE: March 25;, 1968

Mr. W. C. Sullivih/”
« i Tavel ..

Trottog ———— -
o g, co Moore}? : .
' 0 ./ ALL INFORMAT) N CONTAINED
ﬁ | HEREIN | NGLASSIFED, .
‘ | DAT] 2 '

Tele. RBeer e
st 3
BJECT - COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM
BLACK NATIONALIST - HATE GROUPS })BV

Gandy
-w§; Lfagaa?
‘RACIAL INTELLIGENCE .
(MARTIN LUTHER KING)

PURPOSE:

To publlcize hypocrisy on the part of Martin Luther
King. §§ g;
PAC : : g 3%E
LKGROU?\ID S oS
¢ Martin Luther King has urged Negroes in Memphis, '§°§§
. Tennessee, to boycott white merchants in order to force §§§;§
- -compliance with Negro demands in the sanitation workers SFEF
1 strike in Memphis, S s
§88%
T When violence broke out during the marxch King led §§Q§
in Memphis on 3-28-68, Xing disappeared. There is a first %§"§§
‘Y class Negro hotel in Memphls, the Hotel Lorraine, but King §85%8& H
chose to hide out at the white owned and operated Hollday Ii?n§§,t§/Q/¥
Yotel, | oL S883 :
. ~3 B «'
- RECOMMENDATION: \ - ‘%g &3
The above facts have been included in the attache@z g ©
blind memorandum and it is recommended it be furnished a ‘“‘*:3"-.
cooperative news media source by the Crime Records D1v1510r§§”"’“s
for an item showing King is a hypocrite, This will be done™~aif'§
a highly confidential basis., 853
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- DO AS I SAY, NOT AS I DO

" patronized, was the place to "cool it,"

. . S T A
SOl S g. ;
oee s . TS ' | Aarch 29 1968

Martin Luther King,®' during the sanitation workers®

strike in Memphis, Tennessee, has urged Negroes to boycott
downtown white merchants to achieve Negro demands. On 3-29-68
King led a march for the sanitation workers. Like Judas leading
lambs. to slaughter King led the marchérs to violence, and when

the violence broke out, King disappeared.

: The fine Hotel Lorraine in Memphis is owned and
patronized exclusively by Negroes but King didn't go there

‘from his hasty exit. Instead King de01ded the plush Holiday

Inn Motel, white owned, operated and almost exclusively white
There will be no

boycott of white merchants for King, only for his ?ollowers.
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FBL MEMPHLS | ‘ \ L
- TAINED
420P1 URGENT 4-2-68 588 S INFORM”“{?{S‘%& Ly
| S
O IRECTOR . ’ ‘ { —— -
FROM MEMPRIS 157-1092 3P . . . Q
¢} ‘ : ' % N8 1
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i Ggcial e {7 l;\LQ"
SANII‘ATION WORKERS STRIKE, MEMPHIS, TENN., =+ Y
] s ;
I . oM APRIL TWO, NINETEEN SIXTY EIGHT, LT. E. H. ARKIN, MEMPHIS
relCE D, ‘ra_-///éf/[:— \
PR, T2 SPECTIONAL BUREAVU, ADVISED mAr THE FUNERAL OF LARRY PAYNE, 0/ -
/\ .2
SEVENTEEN YEAR OLD mze&o WHO WAS SHOT BY MEMPHIS PD OFFICER ggur/':‘u =]
AFTER STORE LOOTING GROWING ouT OF MARCH TWENTY EIGHT’ RACIAL o /;\J
o Pk Al
DISTURBANCE, MEMPHIS, WAS MELD, WITHOUT wcmm AT CLAYBORN f/ «AJ“
| 'IEMPLE MENPHIS. ABOUT FIVE HUNDRED 1N ATTENDANCE DESPITE FACT //
g . e, £,

. -AFTER FUNERAL . P\RKIN ADVISED TUAT ANOTHER SANITATION . o vy

CHURCH CAN SEAT TWENTY FIVE HUNDRED. BODY INTERRED IMMEDIATELY ﬁl

2ttt
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y !

\.).

;"KING JR., AND SOUTHERH CHP\SSTIAN LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE (SCLC> AIDES

‘-'JGRKEPS SYMPATHY MARCH 15 CHEDULED FOR DOWNTOWN MEMPHIS AFI’ERNOON ' :

GF APRIL TWo. /‘f"f" WELCIE /J'

NOT RLFOT{D . .
] EASTERN AIRLINES ADVISED ON APRIL TWO THHE E\E\{ QMFIRTIN LUTHER .

}; RALPH D. ABEP\NRTH‘{ BERNARD LEE, AND ANDREW M. YOUNG DUE T{ARRLVS

| b

;g HEMPHIS TEW . FIFTEEN A.M., APRIL THAEE, FROM ATLANTAL oo oo™

7 END PAGE owefff;"" é;::_"f;” . 1 APR X, 1568
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"GN APRIL TWO A SOURCE ADVISED THAT AT A PRESS CONFERENCE AT
GLAYBORN TEMPLE, APRIL TWo, REV. JESSE JACKSON OF SCLC ‘s "OPERATION
bREAD BASKET," REV. S. B. KYLES OF METROPOLITAN BAPTIST CHURCH,
NENPHIS , AlD REV. EDWARD L. BROWN, MT. PISGAH CME CHURCH, ADVISED
THAT WITH SCLC PERSONNEL IN thwx;s-fﬂAT NIGHTLY MASS STRIKE
SUPPORT MEETINGS WILL BE RESUMED, THE FIRST AT MASON TEMPLE oN
" RLGHT oF APBIL'angE WITH KING AS FEATURED SPEAKER. THEY SAID
MASS MARCH VILL BE HELD FRIDAY, APRIL FIVE, <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>