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Date: August 2, 2021

From: National A.rchives and Records Administration
Subject: Reconstructed FBI File SF 62-6887; Serials 1-51
To: The File

This memorandum b'riéﬂy summarizes the status of missing original Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI) case files or portions of case files in the President John F. Kennédy
Assassination Records Collection (JFK Collection) and documents the National Archives and
Records Administration’s (NARA) efforts to reconstruct these records, where possible, from
duplicate copies of documents located in other FBI files.

As the JFK Collection was first compiled and reviewed in the 1990s, the Assassination Records
Review Board and the FB! designated some records as “not believed relevant” (NBR) or “not
assassination related” (NAR). The FB! retained custody of the NBR/NAR records and
postponed their transfer to NARA until a later date. Every document or group of documents
(“serials”), however, received an indexed Record Identification Form (RIF) and FBI inventory
sheet for insertion into the JFK Collection. '

In September 2011, several years prior to the 2017 re-review and transfer of the NBR/NAR
material to the National Archives, a flood severely damaged thousands of feet of records at the
FBI's Alexandria Records Center in Alexandria, Virginia. In June 2012, NARA approved the
FBI's request for emergency destruction of 10,000 cubic feet of records that posed significant
airborne health hazards. Among the damaged records were FBI field office files that contained
postponed JFK Collection material designated as “pertaining to a matter unrelated to the JFK
Assassination Investigation” or “not assassination related.”

This compilation represents NARA's efforts to reconstruct the original file or portions of the file,
as completely as possible, with duplicate copies of documents located in the FBI field office and
headquarters files within the JFK Collection. Each reconstructed file or compilation contains a
Record Identification Form, an explanatory cover memo, existing administrative documents
available within the JFK Collection, and copies of identified duplicate documents. The table

~ below summarizes the status of FBI file SF 62-6887, Serials 1 through 51.

RIF Number FBI File List of Serials List of Identified | Reconstructed
Number From Inventory | Serials at NARA | Status (None,
Sheet Partial,
Complete)
124-10181-10266 | SF 62-6887' 1-51 1-3, 5-15, 17-41, | Partial
43-46
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION '
POSTPONEMENT INPORMATION SHEET (JFK MATERIALS)

. , : |
_£jz‘§§lPage(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file.

" one or more of the following statements, where indicated,
explain this deletion (these deletions).

{} Deletions were made pursuant to the postponement
. rationale indicated.below with no segregable material
available for disclosure. All references relate to

Section 6 of the "President John F. Kennedy Assassination
Records Collection Act of 1992.%" , : R

[{] Subsection 1A (intelligence'agent's identity)
{] Subsection 1B (intelligence source or method)

[] Subsec-ien 1C (cther matter relating to miiitary
: defense, intelligence operations or -
the conduct of foreign relations)

{] Subsection 2 (1iving person who provided
confidential information)

0] Subsection 3 (unwarranted invasion of privacy)

i} . [] Subsection 4 " (cooperating individual or foreign
government, currertly requiring
protection) :

1 Subsection 5 {security or protective procedure,
currently or expected to be utilized)

{] Information pertained to a matter unrelated to the JFK

Assassination investigation.

[] For your information:

[{] The following number is to be used for reference
regarding this page (these pages) :

SE (] L3871 [ =Sl

070000000604 ' ' 000000KX

1
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NR@74 WA CODE’
1936¢CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCPM NITEL 5-2-75 WSE
T0 ALL Sacs |
FROM.DIRECIQR (éz—l}ssés)
\ PERSONAL- ATTENTION

N

d \ -
SENSTUDY 75

\  GOPTIONED WATTER PERTAINS TO BUREAU'S HANDLING OF REQUESTS
FROM séﬁQTE-ANDHOUSE SELECT COMMITTEES ‘TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL

\

OPERArloﬁﬁ\wITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. IN CONNEC-

TION WITH QQE: OF THESE COMMITTEES, STAFF MEWBERS MAY SEEK
TO INTERVIEW SURRENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES. - o
 RECEWILY, THé SEWATE SELECT 'COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF HAS
* INTERVIEWED SEVERAL FORMER EMPLOYEES AND IT IS ANTICIPATED
| THAf_MAQY‘MQRE\SUCH PERSONNEL WILL BE CONTACTED |
© THE FBT HAS PLEDGED FULL COOPERATION YITH THE COMMITTEE -
AND WE WISH TO ASSIST AND FACILITATE ANY INVESTIGATIONS UNDER-
TAKEN BY THE COMMITTEE waH‘RESPiéT/TO THE FBI. HOWEVER, WE
DO HAVE 4N OBLIGATION TO INSURE THAT SENSITIVE SOURCES AND

'METHODS AND OMGOING SENSITIVE INVESTIGATIONS ARE FULLY

| sErIALIZED D N
. MAY 411975 Z 'Q
. ] . FBL~ ALBANY _ ; /] \
opS 14
o o . Aowf mc?r;%}iﬁw;
H¥ 54955 DocIld:32989494 Page 5 ' ’ /Jw\ c&ﬂ-'//”w&w“ ’d‘". "’-\
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PAGE TWO |

PROTECTED .  stuLD Aw? FORMER EWPLOYER CONTACT YOUR OFFICE AND
HAVE ANY QUESTION REGARDING HIS OBLICATTON NOT TO DIVULGE INFOR-
MATION OBTAINED BY VIRTUE OF HIS PAST-FBI EMPLOYMENT, HE SHOULD
BE INSTRUGTED" TO CONTACT. LEGAL coumsni »FBTHQ, BY CCLLECT CALL.
YOUR CONVERSATIONS WITH FORMER EMPLOYEES MUST BE IN KEEPTNG WITH
OUR PLEDGE. IT 1S BELIEVED SUCH A DPochUR WO ULD INSURm\EROPER
PROTECTION AND ALSO NDCILITATV THE WORK OF THE SSC. L

THE ABOVE PROCEDURE ALSO APPLIES TO CURRENT EMP‘OYWES

OF YOUP OFVICE. - HOWEVER, CONTACT WITH THE LEGAL COUNCFL SHOULD
BE HANDLED THROUGH THE saC.

E D. \

HYW 54955 DocId:.32989‘_494 Page ©
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Assoe. Dir.
Dep.-AD.-Adm. .
Dep-AD.-Inve

st. Dir.:
Admin, .__
Comp. Syst. ...
Ext. Affairs ..

"
L4 3 b"\“"\’
4

FENE SRk ARt ny 0 AN s i B Q

VR 807 SF CODE " agmmummAnams SEDTION °
54 13 PI NITEL.5/14/75 NCC - rqu‘iA UT////
0 DIRECT R c62-11§395> i %ﬁaw
FROM S
CﬁTTN»' EGAL COUNSEL | ; ([&
_ SENSTUDY 175

/.8 Files & Comn
A" Gen, Inv, R,

w Iﬁ%ﬁéé%fo\

Labdratory
Plan. & Ewal. _.
Spec. Inv.

% Training ’
, citd p opn. ;
}@Zlgpﬁone R .. ¥

Director Sec'y ____Li

.7 .

FRANCISCO

RE BUREAU‘TELETYPE T0 ALL OFFICES DATED MAY 2, 1975, ABOVE \;x}/
o ) |
CAPTION. | . /‘« A
' . %@@0
ON MAY 14, 1975, LESTER B, SEIDEL, INVESTIGATOR, SENATE N
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACPAVITIES, WASHINGTON, D.C.,
TELEPHONICALLY CONTACTED THE SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE AND REQUESTED

THE IDENTITY OF THE SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE OF THE SAN FRANCISCO _ )

OFFICE 1IN 1978. HE WAS ADVISED THAT SPECIAL. AGENT IN CHARGE
CHARLES w. BATES SERVED IN THAT CAPACITY FROM JANUARY, 1570,

- e m—————

\GHROUGH APRIL, 19703 THAT FORMER SPECIAL _AGEN
Q VR R

\MORGAN (NOW RETIRED) SERVED FROM APRIL, 1978/, THROUGH SEPTEMBER,
a0, AhiiRSL .

=i

19703 AND THAT ASSISTANT DIRECTOR ROBERT E

A~ e et i e =

/\GEBHARDT SERVED AS‘/,//
1
SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE FROM SEPTEMBER,¢%S7@, THROUGH NOVEMBER,
19720 / % ...—'
@J~/@75 e
SEIDEL DID NOT INDICATE THE SPECIFIC NATURE OF- HISTJNQUIRY
OTHER THAT IT WAS CONNECTED WITH THE COMMITTEE WITH WHICH HE 1s

AFFILIATED, ‘ o —— ;( ,y3
f tﬁ v
ABOVE BEING FURNISHED FOR INFORMATION OF BUREAU . W
END rj 'r"’ " ‘:‘.:f‘ (/1

. \Fu)f(_ e ' m.x z,"'f:”fzm;zm\srmmmn M \p{j
HOLD | HERZIM IGIMCLASSIR
gm} %L ngﬁg,n, //
(e
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'V FROM:  SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) o L Inten
| b o | ‘ - | ; : , o " Plan.-& Eval, __

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION - /A - ,‘ ;
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION , Dep-A. D".A -
Dep.-A.D. -Inv
Asst. Dir.:

LAY 16 %WE' Admin. . ___
D/ ’ | Comp. Syst. ____ }

7:09PM NITEL MAY 16, 1975 KEK o T Ext. Affairg |
o , A : Files & Com, o

0: 01359T6h (62-116395) (ATTN: OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL) ﬁg;“W-—4-@

TSR

MR 015 SF PLAIN

e —— e s

Inspection

Laboratory

Spee. Inv. 3
.Traihino« :
Legal Coun. f},_?
Telephone Rm}l . :
Director See’y I___ 1 |

RE BUREAU NITEL TO ALL OFFICES MaY 2, 1975, V//Ilgzquﬁéwr

ON MAY 168, 1975, FORMER SAN FRANCISCO SUPERVISOR DAVID E. TODD /}ég

v

ENSTUDY, 1975

CALLED BAND ADVISED HE HAD RECEIVED CALL FROM LESTER SEIDEL, SENATE

S

FLECT COMMITTEE, WANTING.TO INTERVIEWY TODD Rc, DOMESTIC COUNTERINTEL~

LIGENCE OPERATIONS, SPECIFICALLY, BLACK PANTHER PARTY. TODD SAID HE

WANTED TO BE COOPERATIVE BUT WAS APPREHENSIVE REGARDING DIVULGING

INFORMATION AS A RESULT OF HIS FBI ENPLOYMENT. HE WAS INSTRUCTED TO
WMEDIATELY CALL COLLECT‘THE'OFFICE'OF THE LEGAL COUNSEL AT FBIHQ.
H SAID HE WOULD DO THIS. | ’ |
TODD ALSO ADVISED THAT SEIDEL HAD TOLD HIM THE COMMITTEE ALSO
WANTED TO INTERVIEY FORMER SAN FRANCISCO SUPERVISOR ALBERT P. CLARK.

END ’ . . R

e Lo L2II2N5- it

| 17 MAY 281975
,m b W ORIMATION eas VAN |

‘#f Yy 3 j )
WA ‘1&”&32/97“ s e
K \“{,{;* .

H¥ .55168 Docld:32989588 Page 152 . v
HW 65934 Docld: 32775170 Page 17 ' . : : '




i

END

NW6599% Docld:32175170 Page12 = ~-

NREZ36 WA CODE . ' l
4:53PM NITEL 5-2@-75. PAV
T0 ALL SACS .

* FROM DIRECTOR 'vcsz-usssm

PERSONVTTENHON
SENSTWDY - 75.
REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975.
IN CONNECTION WITH WORK OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE SELECT.
COMMITTEES, ITS REPRESENTATIVES MAY CONTACT YOUR OFFIGE FOR

\INFORMAT 0N .

I8 ONE RECENT INSTANCE A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE SENATE
SELECT COMMITTEE TELEPHONICALLY INQUIRED AS TO IDENTITY OF. SaC
N A PARTICULAP OFFICE DURlNG 1977,

IN HANDLING SUCH INGUIRIES INSURE ESTABLISHING BONA FIDES
(F REPRESENTATIVE BY.SHOW OF CREDEN?IALS‘ON PERSONAL CONTACT OR,
I TELEPHONIC CONTACT, BY TELEPHONING BACK TO' COMMITTEE.

. WLESS INFORMATION IS OF A PUBLIC NATURE, AS IN THE INSTANCE

CITED ABOVE, OBTAIN FBIHQ CLEARANCE PRIOR TO SUPPLYING ANY
I§FORMATION. FBIHQ MUST BE EXPEDITIOUSLY ADVISED OF ALL
INFORMATION FURNISHED-

J‘/\)/ /

‘ MAY 20 19/5

EBl-omMAHA

%ﬂ/w —




May 19, 1975
20 Cozzolino Drive
Millbrae, CA 94030

Mr.. Lester B. Seidel .

Investigator :

Sclect Cormittee to Study
‘Government Operations with .
Respect to Intelligence Activities

Room 2308

Building 302 - Dirkson Buildlng

Wauhlngton, DC 20510

TONEED

.«ixﬂgwlyw

Dear tir. Selqel: |

Rcrcrence is made to your telephone call to me on May 16, .
1975, in which you advisced that the Commititee was ganhering
_facts concerniny the FBI's various CoIntelPros and in
particular, you were looking into the ColIntelPro having

to do with the Black Panthers. You inguired if I recalled a
letter, which had been made public, dated May 11, 1970, from
the Director, FBI, to the SAC, San Francisco, which suggested
disruptive techniques against the Black Panthers and which
mentioned spurious police or FBI reports. I advised you I
had no first hand recollection of having seen such a document
at that tiwme, but that I had read a recent news item describ-
1nq sucn a document ‘

You aTSo indicated an 1nterest in the theoretical guestion as

to whoether intelligence functions should be divorced from
-enforcoment functions in oxder to avoid the dilemma of dis-
closure versus dismissal, and you suggested that my views on
this might be helpful in cducating the Committee.

For your information, I entered on -duty as a Special Agent on
Jahuary 5, 1942, and retired from the Bureau on December 3,
1971. During the two years immediately preceding ny vetirement:
I gerved as supervisor of a squad of agents which investigated,
- among other matters, violations and alleged violations of law
by the Black Panthers., The only information I have concerning
the Black Panthers was learned as a direct result of my official
duties. I have made no independent study of them, nor do I
have any personal files or written material, either official

or otharwise, relaglng to them.

Since spezaking with you, I have revicwed Executivye Ordexr #501-73
(28 C.F,R.§S 16.21, 16.22 and 16.23) which specifieg that no
employee or formexr cmployee of the Department of Justice shall
produce any material contained in the files of the Department

3
?
e
~
LI
DN
\,

A5DATARP Pge Mave 223 SN _



Mr. Lester B. Seidel
May 19, 1975
Page -2~

nor shall he disclose any information acquired in the performance
of his official duties without prior approval of the Attorney
General or approprlate Departmental official.

From this, I must conclude that I am prohibited from furnishlng
you or the Committee any information along the lines requested
by you unless appropriate authorlty to do so has first been
given by an authorized representative of the Department of
Justice.

Very truly yours,

\/¢4¢m é N

;o DAVID E. TODD

cc: Director,
IFederal Bureau of Investigation
8th and Pennsylvania Avenuc
Washington, DC 20535 )

sac ¢

Faderal Bureau of Investigation
450 Golden Gate Avenue

Saa Francisco, CA 94102

WW-65994 -Docld: 32175170 -Page 14 e ‘ — _
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Congregg of the Tnited Stateg L e Lonowgers Buoma

WasHINneTON, D.C, 20815

FHouge of Representatibes S | .‘ (202) 2252061

DISTRICT OFFICES:
2490 CHANNING WAy, Room 202
’ . BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94704
RONALD V. DELLUMS, 8TH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA * - (415) 548-7767

201 137H STREET, RooM 105
. OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94604
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE )

(415) 763-0370

DoNALD R. HOPKINS
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE - , _ DISTRICT ADMINISTRATOR

CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON EDUCATION

May 28, 1975

Mr. Don Jones, Senior Resident Agent
Federal Bureau of Investigation

P. 0. Box 1033

Berkeley, Ca11forn1a 94704

Dear Mr. Jones:

As you are aware, I have been concerned for some time about the nature of the
Bureau's involvement in local law enforcement affairs. This concern has been
heightened by my appointment to the House Select Committee to Investigate the
U. S. Intelligence Commun1ty In this 1ight, I am requesting answers to the
following quest1ons concerning FBI act1v1ty in Berkeley:

1. What is the size of the contingent of agents in the Berkeley field office?

2. What are the functional respons1b111t1es in the field office, and what are
the percentages of agents 1nvo1ved in each, i.e., political, drug abuse,
criminal, etc.?

3. Uhat are the titles of the agents, and how do these relate to their
involvement 1in category two?

4. What is the ethnic and sexual breakdown of the staff and agents in the
Berke1ey field office?

5. What are the interactions and working relationships between the field
office, the Berkeley Police Department, the University of California
Police Department, private security agencies and informers? How many
informers are utilized by the field office?

6. Recent disclosures have rajsed serious quest1ons regarding the Bureau's
involvement in political surveillance activities of organizations and
individuals over the past several years. What actions has the local
field office taken to correct the abuses of these actions, and what
political surveillance is being undertaken?

-
1, INFORMATION CONTAINED
%LEEEII‘T IS UNCLASSIFIED : . (q\
XMNTElo\)CilaCOQIﬂﬁsPa\hvnaIM1£ (ﬂgézw /C/'/. ;?;; 1‘?;~4£,3 i
MDA | b - o A T

MW E9SE " Docd3N T Pagetd — 0 77 7
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Mr. Doﬁ Jones
May 28, 1975
Page 2

J

7. I have read with interest of the Special Weapons and Tactics
.~ course given under Bureau auspices at the Santa Rita Rehabili-
tation Facility in Alameda County. I would appreciate your.

forwarding to me a description of the activities undertaken in

this course, and the relationship of UCPD and BPD to the course.

In addition, I would appreciate being provided any relevant
1nfqrmation on SWAT that you have available.

Thank you for your cooperation in th1s matter. I will Took forward
to your reply.

onald V. Dellums
Member of Congress

RVD/djc

NW65394 "~ Docld: 32173170 Pager16 — e \



FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64)
. N

I
!
B T ot L Dep. Ap Adm. — 1
. ] Dop. AD Inv.
. y |I( { Asst. Dir.:
R , Admiﬁ- ———
FBI . : H Comp. Syste o
Date: 6/3/75 ; ' 4,] Ext. Affairs —
: o i Files & Com, —
Transmit the following in ‘ | " Gen. Inv. —
(Type in plaintext or code) : ident.
.. AIRTEL AIR MAIL Pio| Imspection
Via ) intell
o (Priority) g i nretls
_________ ) I Laboratory ———
——————— TrTsTsT T - - - T - T —-T-TTTT-T - ,,,Plan.&EvaLv——
- . . ;Spec.\ lav. ——
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) | Training
S '~ - ATTENTION: OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL Legal Coun.
R . o Telephone Rm. —
~ FROM: \{5 SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) | Director Socy — |
: (\‘:/ - - ' J U
SUBJECT{ SENSTUDY, 1975 -
>\\—--.\ P l_.—_‘>
Remytel call this date to As51stant to the Director
JAMES B. ADAMS. ‘
. There 1s enclosed for the Bureau a letter dated
5/28/75 from Congressman RONALD V. DELLUMS, 8th District of
California, to Mr. DON JONES, Senior Resident Agent, FBI,
. Berkeley, California. There is also enclosed a copy of my
reply to Congressman DELLUMS. L}
San Francisco Office is obtaining pertinent infor-
mation to Congressman DELLUM'S request and this will be suh”””f
nitted to the Bureau in the 1mmed1ate future.
27~ Bureau (Encls. 2) K%L)
1l - San Francisco
CWB/cmp
(3) :
REG" 102 y ‘ ,A’,‘ p ! l:
YA - - - J U V \
L - ////. o F Ty =T
w «.:}..,’ - ..
~/ s 4
W4 dui—s 1975 Ny
- ! AN |
. - ALL TNFORMATION ~
HIRELY 15 JiGLAS: ;:?W TED O" ‘
“l%ﬂlgﬂbﬁmﬁ,o\n&m {}mg VA ?
ﬂWDg_)L v ‘
= |
\&x |
.. Approved: Sent M _
, Special Agent in Charge ‘ U.S.Government Printing Offlce: 1972 — 455-574
65994 Docld:32175178~Page 7 ~
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTIGE
. [«
"FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to 450 Golden Gate Aﬁanue
File No. Box 36015 ( »
: San Francisco, California 94102

June 3, 1975

The Honorable Renald V. Dellums
Congress of the United States
House 0§ Repredentfalives
Washington, D.C. 20513

Dearn Congressman Deflums,

Mx, Don Jomes, the Senior Resdideni Agent of Zhe
FBI Resident Agency Ain Berkefey, California, has neferred
Zo me younr letfiex of May 28, 1975 asking cextain imgormation
concerning the FBI'4 operation in Berkeley, Californda.

Youn Letten has been nefeared to FBI Headquariens
An Washington, D.C. {or appropriate aetion.

Sincerely,

Chanles W. Bales
Special Agent in Chanrge

ALY TIFORLIATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 15 UNCLASSIVIED
DATE A0b 1Y

MOR-)| P i ,iﬂ/‘\



.CODE - TELETYDE _ - URGENT

£ | . . » -~ 6-9-75
i _ | ( 1 - Mr. Wannall
TO 3AC SaN FRANCISCO : "Attn: Cregar
| . . ' ~ .1 - Mr. Gebhardt o
FROM DIRNCTOR ¥BI (62-116395) — )§ J1 - Mr. Mintz |
. “ 1 - Mr. Hotis . - ‘ :
°ENS'I‘UIJY 75 REC- 102 s 1 -':Mr. ,Daly

<

THIS IS TO ADVISE YoU THAT PURSUANTTO R):.GUE"T FROM m

SENATE SELECT ccwmmz ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (ssc). I HAVE.
'WYOU AND Fommasamv:m B. Tom) FROM APPLICABI.E R
'EMFLOYEE SECRECY AGREEMENTS FOR TR PURPOSE OF A STAFF IN‘I'ERVEW
'BY .35C CONCERNING COINTELPRO AND THE mvxsnammn AT , ,

QAR FRAKCISCO OF THR BPP. MSTER B. SZ‘:IDE.J‘ STARF M}:,MBER OoF ST

WILL TRAVEL TO SAN :"\’ANCISCO TO CGNDUCT "'HE:‘. DIT"RVI&WS IN

QOXE&ATELY THO WEEBKS.

AN AGENT WILL BB AVAJ.LABAE DURE-?G INT"‘I'VI.;W TO ASSIST IN
MARIIG A DE J:.RMINATIOL AS TO wEIE""hz.R OR ROT A PAP"‘I&.JLAR

uUSS'IIUE ShRGULD BE R.:.SPOHDED TO.. THIS AGENT IS NOT TO BB

. CO}ISIEP.ED PRIVATE COUNSEL AND WILL MOT BE PREZSENT DURING INTGR=

*O(}r All ASAC, OR SENIOR SJPERV-"‘OR CONTACT FO%R SA DAVID

1-»‘.~

Afsac. Dir.

. 'I‘ODD "T‘O ADVISE HIM OF THE WAIVER OF TH= APPLICABLE SECRuCY

50 a0 AGRETMENT AND I LATERMINE WAETHER HE I$,m%smou:a 'OF, HAVING AN

Dep. AD dnv,

Asst. Qir.: . ) D "
e, Altain ‘ (’z) FEDERAL: euveau or wv;sncmon s
| Files & Com. CO,\‘AUNleT'ONS SECTION .
Gar. taw. _
{dunt,
tasiaction JU“, 0 3 1913

inrall.

Seac Inv.

Letoratory . L
Slan. & Evai. .. ’ p ‘P

Trzining _
Pos! Covdga ’,/“|7f'"

s ‘ ’ :
MW -Page 19CELETYPE UNIT g ' : G0 g
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PAGE TWO 62-116395

AGENT AVAILABLE DURING INTERVIEW. FOR YOUR BACKGROUND TNFORMATION

TODD HAS PREVIOUSLY BEEN IN CONTACT WITH LEGAL COUNSEL |

DIVISION CONCERNING TSIS INTERVIEW AND HAS BEEN BRTEFED
| CONCEFRNTNG st RIGHT TO COUNSEE, ETC.

svmzmo&commmw YOUSHOHLDCW'
v _I:BGAI: CGML BIVISIQK FOR mrnomu. mmm COKCERNIIE
B Nm?-;”

: ' ' BymemG—%?Scaytimdaaaboveitwasreconmnded
an& approved that SAC Charles W. Bates, forxmex SA David BE. Todd,
and Assistnat Director Robert E. Gebhardt be released from
arplicaidls secracy agreements for purposes of interview by SSC.
We are Beparately a&vising A.ssistant Director s\obert Eo Gebhardt
of thia deecdision.

NW 65994 Dotld:32175170 Page 20~ = <~~~ '
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| SEH

END

H¥ 55108

F} BBy SC CODE
mem atl URGENT sus/'u V.S CIE R \ b Laboratay -

M
\"“RE BUREAU ‘!‘EL T0 DE‘.TRG IT, JUNE 13, 1975,

'SURVEILLANCE, APRIL 23-24, 1964, SENATOR HOTEL, SACRAVEHTO CALIF.
SACRAMENTO DIVISIO& ESTABLISHED 1967.

SILECT COMMITTEE REQUEST, FOLLOWING .DATA REQUESTED BY RETURN TELETYPE
ATTN: INTD = W, O. CREGAR: ,

VLJ FRIHQ CLR

}8 4 AUs4 1975

E Assor. DIf e
Dep-AD-AGM.
Dep:A.D;—InV.,‘.-
Asst. Dir.:

Admin, .. e
.J::;vw UV AWESTIEATION Comp. Syst. —.

foirs = |
e i (”“D ol rlmm Txt. Affa

Tiles & Com. ~
Gen. InV.

3

,.m

'; ] Inspeetion ——
: . «ﬂ\

. : , Plan. & Bval.
. DIRE OR (58-!- I l 6395) » ) Spec ;hw. ....--

Training —
o ﬂ Leyral Coun. ..
‘RANCISCO ' / il

Telephone R

oy 75. 1T ¢//23 7ZP/

REVIEW OF SACRAMENTO IHDICES“REFLECTS NO INFO-RE ELECTQGQIC

S
. oo

FOR INFO SAN FRANCISCO , RETEL .STATED IN CONNECTION WITE SENAIE

-!- () -/ ; . Tdent, oo s

Intell —

' D actor Sec'y L
AMENTO (62-489) Q %&\{f . e |
- Ves
Q. 0. CREGAR) | y /0 W@\C(,.

l‘,
ELECTRONIC SURUEILLA&PE INDICES AT FBIHQ DC NOT ENBICATE QVE&- "

HEARS OR KNOWN TECHNIGAL INSTALLATIONS ON MARTIN LUTHERJQINP JR .
FOR ABOVE DATE AMND LOCATION,

g ’ {
SARN FRANCISCO REVIEY ELSHRE INDICES AND FURNISH FBIHG FIRST DATE

¥ING OVERHEARD ON ABOVE TECHWICAL INSTALLATION. IF HE WAS NOT , ;é )
HEARD, SO ADVISE.

(M ///(, .j/é/ At

6 ? JUL“O1975
Tirx’rQ“/“" /M P e M;.:c.;*‘
" ,T-\u' b o ‘ * o
mﬁ;{x’lifzkg i&be; ﬁbnﬂ a .
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20 Cozzolino Drive
‘Millbrae, California 9403
June 11, 1975 ‘ o
Mr, Clarence M, Kelley [
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation ) PR
Washington, D, C, o _ o “"7 / f'/;f ~
I it ,z( b / 2 N
. ; .

Dear Mr, Kelley:

On this date Supervisor Berryman of the San Fran- )
clsco Office read to me a teletype to the effect the Bureau -
had approved a secrecy release for'me to respond to questions
from Senate investigator Lester B. Seidel in connection with
a Senate Select Committee on Internal Security investigation
of the CoIntelPro as 1t related to the Black Panther Party,

4 copy of & letter from me to Mr. Seldel has been furnished
to the Bureau previously.

_ At the time I was designated supervisor of the ‘squad
handling Internal security investigations of the Black Panther
Party (BPP), the BPP was international in scope; Eldridge
Cleaver and others had been granted asylum in Algeria; the

BPP hed support and/or branches in France, Germany, Scandinavia
and Ohlina, Aspects of the counter intelligence program
approved by the Bureau of which I am aware were directed against , 7
‘some BPP foreign operations, . Thus, interrogatlon by the Senate /fﬂ
investigator may involve information disseminated to other i
government agencies under security classification and may _ .
touch on- foreign policy as well, ‘ '

Therefore, prior to furnishing information obtained
in an - offielal capacity to Mr. Seidel, who according to the
Bureau's teletype will be in San Francisco in about two veeks, .
I would lilke written confirmation of the release which was
furnished me orelly, preferably an official document coverlng
any secrecy agreement made with-the Bureau as well as releasing
me from the provisions of any applicable executive orders which
preclude disclosure of official information without approval of
the Attorney Gemeral or an asuthorized Departmental officer.
I would also appreciate being advised if there is 'any limitstion
on the scope of the material which I may release,

~ Since the Bureau's teletype also approved a secrecy
release for current SAC Charles Bates, this presupposes he
will be authorized to furnich Mr. Seldel with the contents of
files 1f Mr. Seildel so requests, Therefore, I would also
appreclate advice as to whether I will be permitted to refresh
my recollection by reviewing official files prior to or during
the lnterview with Mr., Seidel. '

~ W

_SBincerely yours, l/f

-

j pyid E, Tocd |
qJetired Special Agent

cc: SAC San Francisco

84 JuL211975 | AN

NV 65994 (3B21d:32175170 Page 23



Docl

pl

d:321751

-

70 Bage 24

-




Ravip g
20 C0z2z0
MILLBRAE

—

T 0V ey

TODD
LIND D .
CA  9403¢-

S

80

CH# 75 1%2-05

R

OFf Justs s
gton, p, C, mom.wmeom

. X ,,.
= 9
<C
= 5
S % .
53 ...
= = —_—
<C
3
SEE ,
xn\. % m

EH.. QHm.H.mUQ

uMHwO&oH m.E.aNmHNm%.
@QOHmH,wﬁHmm .

Q- 0f .

U. s, Pepartment o r TS tgaty oy
Emmwwb

MW 659594 Docld: 32175170 Page 25

»_‘:\.;“__.- . -




" FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64)
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|
FBI E
|
Date: 6/3/75 I
v l
Transmit the following in , N . H
y (Type in plaintext or code) “
Vig _ AIRTEL ' _ ATIR MATIL !
(Priority) i
e T el L
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62 116395)
' ATTENTION: OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL
FROI1: ({B SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887)
< "
SUBJECT{ SENSTUDY, 1975

o~ ———

JAMES B. ADAMS.

There is enclosed for the Bureau a letter dated
5/28/75 from Congressman RONALD V. DELLUMS,

California, to Mr. DON JONES, Senior Re51dent Agent, FBI,

Berkeley, California. There is also enclosed a copy of nmy
reply to Congressman DELLUMS.

nitted to the Bureau in the immediate future.

2 - Bureau (Encls. 2) t%gy
1l - San Francisco

N

Remytel call this date to Assistant to the Director

8th District of

San Francisco Office is obtaining pertinent infor-
mation to Congressman DELLUM's request and this will be sul

.- T
<Asgoe. Dxr —

Dep. AD Adm. —
Dep. AD Inv. m—
Asst. Dir.:

Adminy —

Comp. Systs ——
Ext. Affairs —
Files & Com. —-
Gen. Inv. —

ldent.

¢ Inspeetion ————
Intell.
Loboratory ————

Plan, & Eval. —

Spec. lnv. ——

Troining ————

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. —

Director Sec'y — |

et

V

{
CWR/cmp
(3) 1'
Al
REC- 107 ;ﬂox
AP L - A VT / \
L - ///{7 ',/;) )
i SU
_ s w
4 it 1975 | sy
—_— y ._ ("‘
B WL . n’{;‘\u \wh ",l)‘{! N _~:",\J~
g%%§§§€§}g¥§3¥f¥mnmnmz C>“ﬁgT¥%%V§?y%t;&}”['
SSOIR N NN 72
Dmvm#ﬁmmﬁﬁﬁim"/%w  67%v7 WSO
Mog-)), ey
(:,'J.\ .‘!‘. 6&\\\‘"
o i} "YZI
\/j ? ‘SQ(;\ ~ ti\'
.. Approved: Sent M Pel‘

Special Agent in Charge
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to 450 Golden Gate Avenue
File No. Box 36015
: San Franddsco, Califonnia 94102

June 3, 1975

The Honorable Ronald V. Dellums
Congress of the United States
House 0f Representalives
Washington, V.C. 20515

Dean Congressman Dellums,

M. Don Jones, the Senior Resident Agent of the
FBI Resident Agency 4in Benrkefey, California, has referred
Zo me younr Lefitex of May 28, 1975 asking cexfain infonmalion
concerning the FBI's operation in Berkeley, California.

Youn Letten has been neferred Lo FBI Headguariens
in Washington, D.C. {or appropriaile aciZion.

Sincerely,

\ Chanles W. Bates
Special Agent 4in Change

ALY TIFORIIATION CONTAINED
HEREDN I5 UNCLASSIFIED '
DaTE]0 119 /3000 BYS e

MO R -)Y / | o f’l "

B I Y a e ket ettt - .. e os

MW 659594 Docld: 32175170 Page 27
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} Assoc. Dir.
Dep.-A.D. ~Adm.._.
Dep-A.D.-Inv.___
Asst, Dir,: ,

Admin.

Comp, Syst, ____

o PRV hJVESTlPATIWN
COMESi sy L‘ RIS SECTI0H Files & Com, ____

i zws SF g,uw.' | / § Gen. mv.

Uit o 1}”& 5§§§£§c-n
(O

Intel
Laoma.tory A
Plan. & Eval, __
Spec. Inv.

f Traiining - oo

ﬁ &éf Coun, ¥ |-
hone Rm. -

1rect,or See? Y o

/9 110 PN NITEL S/11/75 Cde
u} i DLMECTUR  (62-116395)

Q Ruils SAN FRANCISCO (2= 6887)

ALT&NTIUN. OFFIUE OF LEGAL COUNSEL AND INTD,

Qr.waluw 75 | |
‘fj' REBUTEL JUME 9, 1975, T ” C:;/é;»qk//’,
 UN JUNE 11, 1975, FORMER SA DAVID E. TODD ADVISED OF THE <Lﬁ£¢ﬁ;
WALVER UF ENPLOYEE SECRECY AGREENENTS FOR THE PURPOSE OF A R l
STAFF INTERVIEW bY SSC WITH HIM.. TODD REQUESTED AGENT BE AVAIL-
AoLE DURTNG INTERVIEW TO ASSIST HIM. TODD INDICATED HE WOULD
IMMuUIArnLY ADVLSE THIS UFFICE IF IN RECEIPT oF INFORMATION RE
VATE OF INT&KVI&W. o . ‘

SAC, SAl FRANCISGU, WILL CUNTACT LEGAL cbungL DIVISION FOR

AODITIUNAL INFURWATION CONCERNING HIS INTERVIEW. ‘
- ' ' N
LD l{"' 7
Al 1,7
HULD PLS - ‘ [;,/, JECOARNUSN,
) ' ' » o 1.""
{ | . @} ,! \/ L ,I
3, FTFOEYTATION COETAT . 3
AREIT 15 DICLASSIFIED lﬁﬂ é e @3 g 3
wmmﬂi&%%ﬁ REG26 L g~ / /
, @a JuL 2 1975
rora | WEALEEE -~

- -~

WJULW 1975

2 ((5029" Dc?cm 32989611 Page 11
HY659%4 Docld 3275170 Page 48
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L3

" GPO 809.759

NR@4S WA CODE T - -

4338PM IMMEDIATE 6/18/75 GHS

TO NEW YORK | MIAMI
BOST ON | SAN FRANCISCO i
DETROIT :  SEATTLE
,  LOS ANGELES - WFO
’ . \
FROM DIRECTOR - S '
TOP SMERET _ — Mw”fmyfx//

N DS XS N
SENSTUDY 1975' BUDED: JUNE 24, 1975.

THE FOLLOUING REQUEST FOR INFORMATION HAS BEEN ADDRESSED
T0O THE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND FROM TPE’ATTORNEY‘GENERAL TO FBIHQ
FROM THE SENATE SELECT COMNITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL
OPERATIONS WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGERCE ACTIVITIES’ Yo e e
THE FOLLOVING REQUESTS PERTAINING TO THE TECHNIQUE REFERRED TO
- AS "MAIL SURVEILLANCE, INCLUDING MAIL COVERS -AND OPENING MAIL'
AND THE UTILIZATION.OE THIS TECHNIQUE 'IN INTERNAL SECURITY,
INTELLIGENCE COLLECTION, UND /0R COUNTERINTELLIGENCE NATTERS,
OPERATIONS, OR ACTIVITIES:' (I YOR ALL INCIDENTS OF MAIL
OPENING OR MAIL INTERCEPT BY . OR oN BEHALE OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU

e et atisr

OF INVESTIGATION FROM JANUARY 1; 1966, U

P%gSENT, PLEAS

éﬁm\%

/\_J_—-r-——/y /E//“

C o ‘:'LQ EARCH 77?’
YV&/‘W : ;mmm _.FILED
L , SR ' %JU?IBBS
’ . : FBl »10S ANG —
| 1%

HWe5994- Docld: 32175170 Page 29 ~-— - -~
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' PAGE TWO0 T OP SECRET

STATE THE PHYSICAL 'LOCATION WHERE THE OPENING OR INTERCEPT UAS
CONDUCTED, THE NAMES OF THE INDIVIDUALS WHO PARTICIPATED IN THE

OPENING.OR INTERCEPT, THE TYPE OF MAIL OPENED OR INTERCEPIED,

%S

AND THE PURPOSE OF THE OPENING OR INTERCEPT 2> FOR ALL
INCIDENTS OF MAIL COVERS THAT WERE PHYSICALLY CONDUCTED BY _FBI_

ENPLOXEEﬁ, MﬁETHER ADQ&EJQR.lﬂ_QQOEERAIIDNAMIIH POSTAL SERVICE
A n \ ll . e
EMPLOYEES, FROM JANUARY I, 1968, UNTIL THE PRESENT, PLEASE STATE

' THEvPHYSICAL LOCATION WHERE THE COVER VAS CONDUCTED, THE NAMES

OF T.HE INDIVIDUALS WHO PARTICIPATED IN THE COVER, THE TYPE'OF

v |
. MAIL COVERED, AND THE PURPOSE OF THE COVER . (3).PLEASE PROVIDE-

ALL DOCUMENTS AND MEMORANDA WHICH DISCUSS, REFER, OR RELATE TO
THE ORIGINS, AUTHORIZATIONS, CONDUCT AND TERMINATION OF, AND
POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR, RE mAIL"Ogﬁ_:_NI_NGs,'I-NERCEPTS; AND

COVERS IDENTIFIED ARQUE.” | ;

EACH OFFICE SHOULD IMMEDIATELY REVIEW ITS FILES FOR ALL

INFORMAT 10N REQUESTED BY THE SENATE COMMITTEEﬂ\ NEW YORK, BOSTON,'

DETROIT, LOS ANGELES, SEATTLE, AND WFO SHOULD FURNISH INFOR-

MATION CONCERNING\SAM SURVEE\\ NEW YORK, DETROIT, AND SAN

FRANCISCO SHOULD FURNISH INFORMATION CONCERNING GUS SURVEY.
NEY YORK AND WFO SHOULD FURNISH INFORMATION CONCERNING Z COVERAGE.

MWW 65994 Docld: 32175170 ~Page 30~ — - -~
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PAGE THREE T OP: SECRET
SAN FRANCISCO SHOULD FURNISH INFORMATION CONCERNING CHIPROP
AND CHICLET. MIAMI SHOULD ADVISE IF THE INFORMATION RECEIVED
FROM MM 898~S RESULTED FROM INTERCEPT OF MAIL AND IF SO
APPROPRIATE INFORMAT ION SHOULD BE FURNISHED. RESULTS SHOULD . BE
SUBMITTED BY TELETYPE, AT?ENTION OF SA W. O. CREGAR, UND SHOULD
" REACH THE BUREAU BY JUNE 24; 1975, ' ‘

'CLASSIFIED BY 3676, XGDS 2 AND 3, INDEFINITE,
END | |

HW 659594 Dould 32175170 "Pade 31T - T




R 829 SF GODED

4120 PM URGENT

HAVE BEEN PLACED IN YEARS PAST. HOWEVER, BEGAUSE THEY WERE NOT Lﬁﬁg

RESPONSE FROM SAN FRANCISCO FILES TO REQUESTS IN REFERENCED . oy

Assoc. Dirp, _ )
Dep.-A.D.~ Adm.,__
Dep-A.D.-Inv.__
» Asst. Dir.:
Admin, __
Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affairg
Piles & Com,
-Gen. Inv. _____

Tl Ce X .
7 !p 5 | Ident. 7{’ !
' . A Inspection , ’
ey, T4 WP Intell WY T :
WDR Ul Pl Asbmsioy _TTf
lan. & E 1 ‘
SAN FRANGISCO (62-686Tdomvn o s /qulgmm.meﬁ;N_j ;
fon 5 l 2 /(_,.,, raining ___ o ;

ECR E T BTSRRI S I ) , Legal Coun. .
Telephone Rm.

Di JLL‘.@Jf{ OI\‘ X‘_‘éjm“% - | Director Sec’y/_ — t - |

gy SA Ve '_o. FREGAR il5[s0 " / /
L'SENSTUDY 19757)BUDED JUNE 24, 1975, /4;&»<}2;//
/" RE BUREAU TELETYPE GAPTIONED AS ABOVE DATED JUNE 18, 1975.//C‘me/
FOR THE INFORWATION OF FBI HEADQUARTERS IT HAS NOT BEEN THE

~ TETT™Y

b2 ;
JR——

e £

703

PRACTIC& T0 UTILIZE A CONTROL FILE FOR MAIL covzns. RATHER; THEY
4RE woaxuo FROM THE SUBSTANTIVE FILE. THEREFORE, THERE 1S NO
PRACTICAL METHOD TO DETERMINE THE Numaaﬁ'oﬁ MAIL_QOVERS.IHAT'MAY " 2

AVAILABLE. AS AN INVESTIGATIVE TECHNIQUE B}:.T\JEEN 1564 AND 1973, THE &g..._.,,;.

-m,..,‘,

TOTaL NUMSBER SINCE 1968 WOULD NOT BE LARGE. THERE FOLLOWS SPECIFIG

TELETYPE,

BUS SURVEY (BUFILE 65 67%@3, SF 1@5-11581) .-
REC? 107 /i

THE GUS SURVEY Was INSTITUTED BY THE SA FRANCISGO QFFICE oF
FBI UN OCTOBER 34, 1961, AND WAS DISCONTINUED ON FEBRUARY 3, 1962,

THE SURVEY TOOK PLACE AT THE RINGON ANNEX POST OFFICE IN SAN 1

FRANCISCO. - A2 gL 251975 & |
N I oo | ?"‘*ﬁ:—r’ b ’n

:
'“}'9}\;“

o -~

*‘ré%‘ik\s_& j Ve

JIN LNVEL@PE ' ';
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PAGE TWO SF 62-6887 L

 THE PRIMARY OBJECTIVE OF THE GUS SURVEY WAS TO ATTEWPT TO
LOCATE AND UNCOVER SOVIET ILLEGAL AGENTS.  THE SURVEY INVOLVED
THE hXAMINATION OF ALL FIRST GLASS MAIL ENVELOPES ARRIVING AT THE
RINCON ANNEX POST OFFICE WHIGH ORIGINATED FROM WASHINGTON, DuCu,
_oﬁ‘NEw/YoRx'clry., THE ENVELOPES ONLY WERE SCANNED FOR GHARACTER-
ISTICS WHICH. WOULD INDICATE THAT THEY COULD HAVE'ORIGINATED FROM A
SOVIET ILLEGAL SUPPORT AGENT AND POSSIBLY BE DIRECTED T0 AN ILLEGAL
SOVIET AGENT IN THE SAN FRANCISCO AREA.

- THE SURVEY WAS BASED ON INFORMATION DEVELOPED GONCERNING
COMMUNICATIONS DIRECTED FROM KNOWN ILLEGAL SUPPORT AGENTS ATIACHED |
TO SOVIET ESTABLISHMENTS IN NEW YORK AND WASHINGTON, D.C., 10
SOVIET ILLEGAL AGENTS RESIDING IN THE UNITED STATES. PREVIOUS
ANALYSLS OF MAIL GOMAUNICATIONS FROM SOVIET ILLEGAL SUPPORT AGENTS
TO SOVIET ILLEGALS OPERATIONG IN THE UNITED STATES IN THE 1968'S
REVEALED THAT PRIMARY CHARACTERISTICS OW SUSPECT ENVELOPES WERE:

l. LACK OF RETURN ADDRESS.
2. TYPEWRITTEN ADDRESS IN BLOCK FORI.
5. USE OF LINCOLN $.04 STAIMPS.
4+ USE OF "BUSINESS SIZE" WHITE OR BROWN ENVELOPES.
5. ADDRESS OCCASIONALLY TYPEWRITTEN ON A "STIGKER" GLUED

EEREY

)
@

NW 55089 DocId:32385618 Page 115
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PAGE THREE SF 62~6887

~ TO ENVELOPE.

WHEN AN ENVELOPE WITH MANY OR ALL OF THE ABOVE CHARACTERISTICS
UAS UBSERVED, AN INVESTIGATION WAS INSTITUTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF
DLTERMINING IF THE ADDRESSEE COULD POSSIBLY BE A SOVIET ILLEGAL -
ASENT, | /

THIS SURVEY WAS AUTHORIZED FOR 4 68 DAY PERIOD AND WaS
TERMINATED AT ONE POINT DURLNG 1961 CHRISTHAS RUSH ONLY TO BE |
RE-INSTITUTED IN ORDER T COMNPLETE THE 60 DAY AUTHORIZATION PERIOD.

© SINCE ALL FIRST CLASS MAIL ENVELOPES WERE SCANNED, IT WAS
ESTIMATED.THAT AﬁPaoxiMAréLY 130,800 ENVELOPES A DAY WOULD BE
SCANNED FOR THE ABOVE CHARACTERISTIC. |

DURING THE SURVEY PERIOD, MORE THAN 1,101,880 ENVELOPES WERE
SCANNED AND 85 INVESTIGATIONS WERE INITIATED. /ALL 83 INVESTIGATIONS
WERE EVENTUALLY CLOSED INASMUCH AS NO INTELLIGENGE OPERATIONS OR
ILLEGAL AGENTS APPEARED TO BE INVOLVED IN ANY OF THE SUSPECT MAIL.

'PERTINENT COMMUNICATIONS CONGERNING THE GUS SURVEY AND.

INCLUDED IN BOTH SAN FRANCISCO AND BUREAU FILES ARE AS FOLLOWS 3
SAN FRANCISCO LETTER TO THE BUREAU DATED SEPTEMBER 26, 1961,
CAPTIONED "SaM SURVEY," BUREAU FILE 65-65884,

MW 55089  DocId:32989618 Pags 116
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_PA‘QE FOUR SF &-6887 et jﬁﬁ
. ADDITIONAL PERTLNENT COMMUNICATIONS CONCERNING THE GUS
| survey awp LOCATED 1IN BUREAU FILE 65-67805 AND SAN FRANCISCO
FILE 105-1158]1, ARE AS FOLLOWS: -
| BUREAU LETTER TO SAN FRANCISCO DATED OCTOBER 4, 1961.
; © SAN FRANGISCO AIRTEL TO THE BUREAU DATED OGTOBER 13, 1561,
'BUREAU LETIER TO SN FRANGISCO DATED OCTOBER 18, 1961,

" SAN FRANCISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED NOVEMBER L, 1961,
GNFIRMING THAT THE GUS SURVEY WAS INSTITUTED AT 12301 AM,
- OCTOBER 38, 1961, AND THAT SYMBOL NUMBER CSSF 2536-5 WAS ASSIGNED.
| SAN FRANGISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED NOVEMBER 21, 1961,
'  SAN FRANCISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED JANUARY i, 1962.

SaM FRANCISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED MARCH 21, 1962,
QNFIRMING THAT THE GUS SURVEY WAS DISCONTINUED ON FEBRUARY 9, 1962.
IN VIEW OF THE ANOUNT OF ENVELOPES WHICH HAD TO BE SCANNED

' MUMEROUS AGENTS OF THE SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE FBI WERE
| WILIZED INCLUDING THE FOLLOWLNG ¢
| RICHARD E. STEPHENS
| ~ JOHN T. KERLER
| DOUGLAS G. ALLEN
'  STANLEY J. EAGER

! W MEF’%EL
RO B
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PAGE FIVE SF 62-6887 Ry
WILLIAW F. M LAUGHLIN
FRED ELLEDGE
WILLIAN A. COHENDET -
DONALD L, COFFIN | R
"JOSEPH M. WUSLICK
HARRY L. MG NEILL
KELTH G, TEETER
WAYNE Ko WELCH
'DAVID C. SPENCER
" STANLEY F. FEWSTER
DANIEL A. GROVE
JOHN P, 1C HUGH
JANES E. SHERRIFF
CLIFFORD J. CARMODY |
JANMES WEIL : ~ * | |
CHIPROP (BUFILE 185-121706, SF 185-2563)
;EfifﬁeﬁlﬂAS‘OPENED,AT SAN FRANGISCO BY SAN FRANCISCO LETTER
T0 BUREAU DATED SEPTEMBER 17, 1954, AND WAS OPERATED AS A MAIL
GOVER UNTIL JULY, 1956, WHEN CONTENTS OF A LETTER REGEIVED FROM

FCHIMA BY COMMJNIST PARTY FUNCTIONARY, ELIZABETH GURLEY FLYNN, VWERE

WW 55082 DocId:32989618 Page 118 -
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SET OUT IN SAN FRANGISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED JULY 25, 1956.
THEREAFTER comrcmrs OF LETTERS FROM CHINA WERE REGULARLY EXAUINED,
ITENS 1IN CHINESE VERE REGULARLY FURNISHED TO “THE' BUREAU FOR TRANS-
LATION oN A SELECTIVE BASIS. APPROXIMATELY 40,008 ITEMS OF
(ORRESPONDENCE APPEAR 10 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED UNDER THE CHIPROP
PROGRAM. THE CASE WAS ORIGINALLY OPENED IN CONNECTION WITH THE
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT POLIGY OF INTERCEPTING COMMUNIST

' PROPAGANDA FRON ABROAD, AND EXANINATION OF HAIL WAS HANDLED THROUGH
THE RESTRICTED NERCHANDISE SECTION OF THE UNITED STATES cusroms
OFFICE AT SAN FRANCISCO. SAN FRANGISCO ALRTEL DATED APRIL 6, 1961,
DIRECTED TO BUREAU FILE 1354-5108, INDICATED COVERAGE DISCONTINUED
SINGE INTERCEPTION OF COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA DISCONTINUED BY |
PRESIDENTIAL ORDER ON WARCH 17, 1961+ BUREAU RADIOGRAM DATED
APRIL 11, 1961, REQUESTED COMMENTS REGARDING RESUMPTION OF GOVERAGE
AND SAME WAS REINSTITUTED JULY 14, 1961, WITH SAN FRANCISCO AIRTEL

" THAT DATE. BY SAN FRANciSco AIRTEL DATED APRIL 23, 1962, CHIPROP
COVERAGE WAS DISCONTINUED SINCE RESTRICTED WERGHANDI SE UNIT MOVED

| FROM CUSTOMS HOUSE o RLNGON -ANNEX or UNLTED STATES POST OFFICE.
BUREAU LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER 14, 1963 REQUESTED SAN FRANCISCO
DETERMINE IF CHIPROP COVERAGE COULD BE RESUMED. SAN FRANGISCO

HW 55082 DocId:32%8%618 Page 118 Y
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PAGE SEVEN SF 62-6887 RS
LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER 21, 1962, ADVISED,CSSF'2279;S-cou;D NOT
BE RE-ACTIVATED BUT POSSIBILITY OF RESUMPTION'OF CHIPROP GCOVERAGE
THROUGH THAT SOURCE WOULD BE FOLLOWED, SAN FRANGISCO AIRTEL DATED
JUNE 12, 1963, ADVISED THAT GHIPROP GOVERAGE WAS BEING RE-INSTITUTED
THROUGH THE FOREIGN PROPAGANDA UNIT AT THE UNITED STATES CUSTOMS
HOUSE, THAT SOURCE BEING DESIGNATED AS CSSF 2641-S. WHEN THE
FOREIGN PROPAGANDA UNIT MOVED TO RINCON ANNEX, MAIL COVERAGE
QONTINUED TO BE SEGURED THROUGH LT AND STILL LATER, COVERAGE WAS
SECURED THROUGH THE HEAD OF THE AIR MAIL FACILITY OF THE UNITED
STATES POST OFFICE. 1N ALL CASES, MAIL SELEGTED FOR EXAMINATION
WAS OPENED ONLY IN THE SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE FBI DURING
EARLY MORNING HOURS JUST AFTER MIDNIGHT AND WAS RETURNED TO THE
PUSTAL FACILITY SANME DATE.
CHICLET (BUFILE 185-121786, SF 105-14767) |
CHICLET WAS INITIATED IN COMPLIANCE WITH BUREAU LETTER DATED
 SEPTEMBER 9, 1963, SAN FRANCISCO LETTER DATED OCTOBER 28, 1963,
IND IGATED GHIGLET GOVERAGE WOULD BE COVERED THROUGH THE SUPER-
INTENDANT OF THE AIR MAIL FACILITY OF THE UNITED STATES POST OFFICE
AND INITIAL EXAMINATION WOULD BE MADE IN HIS OFFICE. HOWEVER, AS
I8 THE CASE OF CHIPROP, ALL ITEMS SELEGTED FOR INTERNAL EXAMINATION

STy u"}‘:’mr‘;“ﬂ':{’
R H
N
~ : \
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WERE TAKEN TO THE FBI OFFICE TO BE OPENED AND XEROXED.
~ CHIPRUP GOVERAGE WAS DESIGNATED AS FURNISHED BY GSSF 2670-S,
 MORE THAN 4,009 ITEMS WERE EXAMINED UNDER THE GHIGLET PROGRAN,

' CHICLET AND GHIPROP COVERAGE BOTH WERE DISCONTINUED IN 1566
AFTER LIM P. LEE WAS APPOINTED AS POSTNASTER OF SAN FRANCISCO,
JANUARY 24, 1966, IT BEING POLNTED ouT TO THE BUREAU THAT LEE
- HaD BEEN ADNINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT OF CONGRESSMAN PHILLIP BURTON
AND THAT IT WAS FELT NO CHANCE SHOULD BE TAKEN THAT BURTON MIGHT
BECOME AWARE OF THE COVERAGE BY THE FBI.

'CHIPROP AND CHICLET COVERAGE WERE CARRIED OUT UNDER THE
SUPERVISION OF FORMER SUPERVISOR RICHARD G. FLETGHER, WHO IS NOW
RETIRED AND RESIDING IN SAN WATEO, CALIFORNIA. THE GHIPROP GASE

" WAS FIRST ASSIGNED TO SA PATRICK J. HAGGERTY AND WAS HANDLED
DURING 1964 BY FORNER S PAUL J. TSCHIDA. THE GHIPROP .CASE AWAS
'REASSIGNED ON JANUARY 15, 1965, 10 SA BERTRAN WORTHINGTON, WHO
GUNTTWUED TO_HANDLE' THE CASE UNTIL IT WAS CLOSED IN 1966. THE
‘GHICLET CASE WAS ASSIGNED TO S PATRICK J. HGGERTY AT ITS
INGEPTION AND WAS REASSIGNED ON. JANUARY 27, 1964, TO SA BERTRAN
WORTHINGTON, WHO CONTINUED TO HANDLE IT UNTIL IT WAS CLOSED [N

1966, NO EXACT RECORD IS AVAILABLE OF THE IDENTITIES OF THE

Vﬁ?”

)__AJ
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CHIGLET PROGRAMS. HOWEVER, SAN FRANCISCO’FILEklz5-2563; SERIAL
99 IS A MENMORANDUM DATED DECEMBER 24, 1963, WHICH LISTS SPECIAL
ASENTS WHO SKOULD RECELVE SMALLPOX VACCINATIONS BECAUSE OF THE -
VOLUNE OF MAIL FROM GHINA AND HONG KONG WHIGH THEY WERE HANDLING
THE SPECIAL AGENTS LISTED WERE THE FOLLOWING:
DOUGLAS G. ALLEN |
THOMAS D MG GOLDRICK  °
WILLIAM A. COHENDET (SINGE RETIRED)
DAVID No NUNN
DANIEL Ao GROVE
WILLIAN F. MC LAUGHLIN
. PaUL Ja rscuiDA (SINCE RESIGNED)
‘YJOSEPH M. WUSHLICH |
" ALBERT G. HIGGINS
BERTRAM WORTHINGTON
RICHARD E. STEPHENS (SINCE RETIRED)
STANLEY F. FEWSIER (SINCE RETIRED)
VAJA KOLOMBATOVIC
G. STEWART THATFORD (SINCE RETIRED)

3 ' . .
o 2 fﬁ‘}fﬁ' 7

e 3
o liied
SR

. 4_.]‘.," el A5y
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PATRIGK J+ HAGGERTY, JR. R
HARRY L. MC NEILL (SINCE RETIRED) -
| sF 5593-5:]-@55-

SINCE AUGUST 15, 1972, SAN FRANGISCO HAS MAINTALNED A MAIL
QUVER ON THE SOVIET CONSULATE, 2790 GREEN STREET, SAN FRANGISCO, |
GALIFORNEA, FOR THE PURPOSE OF ASSISTING THE BUREAU IN FULFILLING
ITS INVESTIGATIVE RESPONSIBILITIES PERTAINING TO THE INTERNAL
SECURITY OF THE UNITED STATES. THE MATTER IS ENTITLED SOVIET
QUNSUL GENERAL, SAN FRANGISCO, CALIFORNIA, IS - R, BUREAU FILE

w:-zmasa.-blj

THIS MAIL COVER WHICH OCCURS AT THE MARINA STATIGN, UNITED

STATES POST OFFICE, LOCATED AT 3225 FILLMORE STREET, SAN FRANCISCO,
CALIFOBNIA, s PRESENTLY HANDLED STRICTLY BY UNITED STATES POST
OFFICE EMPLOYEES THROUGH THE COOPERATION OF POSTAL INSPECTOR J. W.
WINEGAR FOR FIRST CLASS MAIL[gn EFFORTS TO DETERMINE THE IDENTITY
OF PERSONS IN CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE CONSULATE. BUREAU. EMPLOYEES

DO NOT ACTIVELY PARTICIPATE IN THE PHYSICAL REVIEW OF MAILs MAIL
IS NUT OPENED OR INTERCEPTED AND FBI IS ONLY PROVIDED WITH RETURN
ADDRESS ON ENVELOPES ADDRESSED TO SAN FRANCISCO SOVIET CONSULATE.
THE MAIL COVER OF THE SOVIET GONSULATE WAS INITIATED BY A LEITEg:],FS%T

#:65360 DocId:3298%9618
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fRON ACTING DIRECTOR L. PATRICK GRAY, III, TO THE ASSISTANT POST-
WASTER GENERAL, INSPECTION SERVICE, UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE,
WASHINGTON, DeC., DATED JULY 13, 1972, FOR A PERIOD OF 120 DAYS,

THE JUSTIFICATION FOR SAME COVER HAS BEEN RENEWED AT 120 DAY

INTERVALS SINCE THAT DATE AND IS GURRENTLY JUSTIFIED UNTIL
JULY 13, 1975.
CLASSIFIED BY 54;%K\xsns 2 AND 3, INDEFINITE.
END .
HOLD PLS

. ‘f‘yrvff"‘.'{‘ B
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~ Mr. Adams
— Mr. Wannall
- Mr. Cregar
Mr. Mintz
-~ Mr. Hotis
- Mr. Daly -~

el sl a el
1

July 2. 1975

( ,,) 1= Personnel File Special Agent
: | | David E. Todd |
i) Mr, David E£. Todd 1 - Mr. Miller

20 Cozzolime Drive S

Millbraze, California 94030

Doar Mr. Todd:
Thask you for your letter of Junc 11, 1975.
You are released Zrom the FBI Employmont Agreemant
" for the purpose of a Steff imterview by the Semate Select
Conmittee on Imtelligence Activities comcsruing COINTELPRO |

and the imwvestigetion st Zam Francisce, California, of the
Black Panther Party. )

I am pot swars of any ether :ale&se you may rmquira.

Pursusst. to your maquem of Jume 11, 1975, a
8pecial Agamt will be availab

m iﬁ ot %0 be comglidered pmmtﬂ ml m he will
not be presest mmg ﬁm isterview.

FBY files will mot be mads mvailable for the

interview. ,
% ﬁ#ﬁb// f\ﬁ? CB?HNNED - Simceraly yours, \;\CLGS"R? ,
/ ALL INFORMATZE CFieD IR IHE 107 ‘-n7/ i it
HEREEW)/ )(328? Favc =210 & REC- é jJ‘/”
- DAT . Claremoe M. Kelley 3 JUr 9 1Q7R
hovo o Director "’f
’ n::: AD |nv'.".; ‘ E ey

Admin. JDM:( i;ﬂ)):eek _ . /V
Comp. yst,
Exv.pAfslalra J— : L-“’\

Files & Com. _
Gen. Inv.

dent. E: Former SA Todd signed a secrecy agreement with the Bureau on

Inspection l 2 3 6 2
Intell. . o
Laboratory ;‘/ ,-"’ N i - » . ey)\v
Plan. & Eval. __ - & ; . ’ ¢O \L&l/
Spec. Inv. ___ WVV\' N " i . '
Training _ '
Legel Coun. /'A/V P ] . B
Telephone Rm. s / e .
Director Sec’y ___ MAIL ROOM ¢, TELETYPE UNIT [:j . [REND BTN
W 65994~ Docld: 3751 M) -Page 4% - -~
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|2
, July 2, .1975
: airtel
L
\_: o 4
| , , CAFTECRADS /}
To: S&C, San Francisco (62-6837) AU_mHmMAﬂoNcmwAmED 4;bﬁL“’
_ . HEREIN 5 u=ou\s ﬁ p/ /
From: Digector, FBI (62-116395) DME O A

s e e
- -~

P
GUBJCCC‘/{QEESTUDY 75\\

e e v i i
ReButel June 9, 1975.

Enclosed is a letter Zrom the Director to formar
Spzeial Agent David B, Tedd. You, an ASAC, or Senior Supervison
plca e hand agllver enclosed istier to Mr. Todd 1mnba1ﬂtcly.

o . You are rominded of a memorandum to all erolovees,
Re: | "IUTERVIES OF ¥BI EMPLO;uuS,“ in vhich the Director

- advised this Duresu has pledged its cooperation with the Congrcgs.
Enclosure : , , _
1-Mr. Adams co
1-Mr. Wannall - P : , :

. 1-Mr. Cregar, Jo " / ! g

- 1-Mr. Mintz - 07 e Y
1-Mr. Hotis , A
1-Mr. Daly ‘ )
1-Personal File Spec1al Agent David E. Todd

1-Mr. M:Lller/ , é&_ //é’é"?f;" 3&5/

PVD:1gp, - 7 *\“ /L /// L5 "”31;&“{‘
-« MAILED G 7 '
Assoc. Dir, .. én’“’ . (7 s N 3 JUL g 1975 \\
Dep. AD Adm. .. JU L 0 19-1 ) ) { ~.; . . ‘-‘;J
e = | PL SRS N X e e
Admin, ——— o ‘FB‘ ' “e/ o :
Comp. Syst, . S ~A Y -
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com. - \\:3
Gen. Inv, - ! ;
Went, s z : I)} ' /} ,// 7
olie Ay L o | j ’
Loboratory ,}.‘__L / ’ / 75‘.)/ ¥
Plan. & Eval, __ //, »J‘?," N
Spec. 1nVe . '
: T‘:cmlng ! ;’{\' N - / r £l
Legal t‘ "‘_ 7; 4 f

Iy

Telephone Rm. .

ﬁ'ﬁﬁé%*gﬁ?’g#‘i@ @% 3 TELETYPE mxzn[jgfh Do | ’ GPO 624.54
e - : ) 4 .
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; NR@55 WA CODE I
,{ 11:42P NITEL 7/5/75 PLD

TO,LO?iANGELES
SAN DIEGO
SaN FRANCISCO
FROM DIRECTOR (62-116355)
SENS§5;; 5 TETIBELY
BUDED COB JULY 14, 1575 '
" UNITED STATES SELECT co&szTEE TO STUDY GovERNmENfAL
OPERATIONS WIHARESEECT T0 INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES IS
EXAMINING "MEASURES;DIREGED AGAINST THE BLACK PANTHER PARTY
(BPP) 1N THE LATE 19605 AND EARLY 19785 IN SAN FRANCISGO -
OAKLAND, LOS ANGELES AND SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, BY THE FIELD
OFFICES OF THE FBI,” AS A PART OF THIS.REQUEST FBIHQ HAS BEEN
REQUESTED TO FURNISH "4 LIST OF ALL LOCAL POLICE DEPARTMENTS
. AND PERSONNEL CONTACTED RELATIVE TO THIS COINTELPRO; A LIST: OF
ALL MEDIA PERSONS CONTACTED IN RELATION TO THIS COINTELPRO AND
THE MEDIA AFFILIATION; AND A LIST OF ALL FBI PERSONNEL
CONNECTED WITH THIS COINTELPRO, THEIR SPECIFIC. CONNECTION, AND

THEIR P?ESENT LOCAION,." INiADDITION TO ABOVE, THE COMMITTEE

Q};Q | éZé Z'JZ$4;)*~ //

71
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PAGE TWO | | D
‘REQUESTS INFOEMAIION AS. Tb‘THE’WHEREABOUISWAND«CURRENT
’RELATIONSHIP _TO THE FBI OF "PRIMARY CASE AGENTS RESPONSIBLE
FOR THIS COINTELPRO IN THE FIELD." |
IT IS FELT BY FBIHQ THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION SHOULD
BE EXCLUDED FROM DATA BEING FURNISHED COMMITTEE HOWEVER,
SHOULD NEGOTIATIONS FAIL IN OBTAINING AND EXEMPTION THIS
DATA. IS BEING COMPILED AT FBIHQ. IT IS REALIZED THAT A
PARTIAL ANSWER Eo THESE' QUESTIONS MAY. BE AVAILABLE IN BUREAU
FILESc*HowEVER? COMPLETE DAEA?NECESSARY IS NOT AVAIABLE'AT
FBIHQ. ALL OFFICES SHOULD FURNISH BY TELETYPE HO LATER
THAN CLOSE OF BUSINESS JULY 14, 1975, ATTENTION INTELLIGENCE
DIVISION - MR. W. 0. CREGAR, DATA REQUESTED BY THE COMMITTEE
SE OUT ABOVE, .
END 9
HOLD
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Gl Lt

Dep.-A.D.-Adm.__, ‘

-

Dep-AD-Inve L
Asst, Dir.:

Ident.

¥R 884 SF CODE } L pe—

Cuan. Syst. —

1246 P URGENT 7/14/75 | p s — |,

. . oG Tnve e —_—
10 RECTOR t

1o vty N {
FROM/SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) 4P N? { A ,;%??5/
. ‘ } - ' Plow & Dval !
ATIN INTELLIGENCE DIVISION = MR. wqyp“ CREGAR . | Soon I e =
> v J "','n N e
al Co R
Qiu ITED STATES SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL O/ﬁRAT&dﬁ Mmmfgm my
Nirector %cy

/\ WITH RESPECT T0 INTELLLGENCE ACTIVITIES IS EXAmMINING ) MEASURES Q
DIRECTED AGAI NST THE. BLACK PANTHER PARTY (BPP) IN THE LATE

N

N
\196@5 AND EARLY 19788 IN SAN FRANCISCO - OAKLAND, LOS ANGELES

AND SAN piEeo, CALIFORNIA, BY THE FTELD OFFICES"OF THE F " A L
e =\ - S A
/V]

e —r— —————

RE BUREAU NITEL JULY S, 1975, ( e fir !, 75 )
‘ b . o
FOLLOWING IS A LIST OF ALL LOCAL POTTCE-DEPAREMENTS AND

\

t

PERSONNEL CONTACTED BY THE SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION RELATIVE TO
THIS COINTELPRO® | o f

IN NOVEMBER 1968, UNKNOWN OFFICERS OF THE SAN FRANCISCO
POLICE DEPARTHENT VERE CONTACTED IN ORDER TO GIVE WILFRED - p79
HOLIDAY, ALSO KNOWN AS CAPTAIN CRUTCH, SPECIAL PRIVILEGES AT |

J iﬁéﬂ

Y . (c:/

S

/]

A
_

CITY PRISON, SEE SAN FRANCISCO LETTER DECEMBER 2, 1968, T _

ENTITLED "COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM, BLACK NATIONALIST - HATE
GROUP, RACIAL INTELLIGENCE (BLACK PANTHER PARTY‘)‘, BUFILE tg@-448006,

C . o/
L //f 5o HE

AL \NFOR. T\ON comA\NED S 8
HERELY )5 %ggfﬁzggi_ljgfyézaéb L 2irens

DATE/ “"""“'Bv @T) é}ﬂm BRI ‘%
t§ ?510[%3 ?)0011?1.:7352989624 Page 231
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e

IN JANUARY 1969, UNKNOUN PoLICE;OFﬁicgﬁé,-BéﬁxaLEY POLICE
DEPARTMENT, WERE ADVISED THAT RICHARD AND SAM NAPIER WERE
MEMBERS OF THE BPP., THIS INFORMATION WAS FURN;SHEb'TO THE
BERKELEY POLICE DEPARTMENT AFTER AN ARMORED CAR WAS HELD UP AND
A GUARD MURDERED AND THE GETAWAY CAR WAS FOUND TO BE REGISTERED
T0 RICHARD NAPIER, SEE SAN FRANCISCO LETTER TO THE BUREAU
JANUARY 13, £969, ENTITLED "COINTELPRO, BLACK NATIONALIST = HATE
GROUPS (BLACK PANTHER PARTY), |

"IN EARLY 1969, AN UNKNOWN OFFICER, SHERIFF'S OFFICE,
ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, AT OAKLAND, WAS ADVISED OF THE USE
BY A FILM COMPANY (MGM) OF BLACK PANTHERS AS "PROPS™ IN THEIR
FILMING OF BERKELEY RIOT SCENES, THE SHERIFF'S OFFICE IN-TURN
FURNISHED THIS INFORMATION TO THE BERKELEY PRESS, SEE SAN
FRANCISCO LETTER TO THE BUREAU MARCH 18, 1969, ENTITLED
"COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM, BLACK NATIONALIST - HATE GROUP,
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE, BLACK PANTHER PARTY,"
~ IN APRIL 1969, INFORMATION WAS RECEIVED THAT THE BPP WAS
PLANNING A MEETING BETUEEN SOME OF THEIR LEADERS AND SOME OF THE
PEOPLE WHO HAD LEFT THE PARTY IN AN EFFORT TO GET THEW BACK
TOGETHER, THIS INFORMATION WAS FURNISHED TO RICHARD)[V/AG NER,

55108 DocId:32989624 Page 232
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PAGE THREE SF 62-6887

OAKLAND POLICE DEPARTMENT, ON APRIL 18, 1969, WHO, IN TURN,

APPARENTLY FED THE INFORMATION TO THE BLACK PANTHER RENEGADES
WHO CONSTRUED THiS‘APPARENTLY AS A "SET UP" AND DID NOT ATTEND,
THIS INCIDENT IS RECORDED IN SAN FRANCISCO SFRIAL-157-601-201.
ON,SEPTEMBER 26, 1969, SERGEANT srAwlfifrg, DAKLAND POLICE
DEPARTMENT, INTELLIGENCE UNIT\‘Wﬁg“RﬁVT”ED THAT INFORMATION —
HAS BEEN RECEIVED THAT THOMAS JOLLY, A BPP MEMBER, WAS PLANNING

T0 CONTACT PROBATION OFFICER IN OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, 'TO 0 L
REPRESENT HIMSELF AS THE UNCLE OF BELVA NEWSON, ANOTHER BPP
MEMBER WHO HAD BEEN ARRESTED, JOLLY, WHO IS NOT NEWSON'S UNCLE,
PLANNED TO ARRANGE FOR HER RELEASE TO THEM, THIS MATTER IS
RECORDED IN SAN FRANCISCO FILE 157-601-356.
SAN FRANCISCO FILE DOES NOT REFLECT MEDIA PERSONNEL

WERE CONTACTED TN RELATION TO THIS PROGRAM, hoo
A RAYMOND N.WéYERs, LAST KNOWN BY SAN FRANCISCO TO BE ;f
ASSISTANT LEGAT, ro?xvo, WAS NAMED COORDINATOR OF THE COINTELPRO -

BPP ON APRWTHE CASE- WAS REASSIGNED APRIL 8§, 1968,
TO FORMER WILLIAMYCOHENDET WHO PRESENTLY RESIDES AT 1557 BALBOA
e AR R A

MME,‘ ».ﬂ4".__":-.- N

At ot e S

WAY, BURLINGAME, CALIFORNIA 94010, THIS MATTER WAS REASSIGNED
T0 SA LEO S)/BRENNEISEN.MAY 16, 1969, THE MATTER WAS CLOSED ON
MAY 1, 1971, A A

I ¢ '
PLS—MAKE-READ-ELAST-PARAGRAPH-2- NB—-EPNE—-S—RD—'W ORD™READ—TOKYO—REPT—TOKYO
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Y/

THIS MATTER WAS SUPERVISED BY FORMER SA ALBERT PARCLARK

FROM APRIL 3, 1968 TO MAY S, 1970, CLARK PRESENTLY RESIDES
66 ELM AVENUE, LARKSPUR, CALIFORNIA 94959. COINTELPRO - BPP
WAS SUPERVISED BY FORMER Sa DAVID«E%/QODD FROM FEBRUARY 9, 1978

10 MAY 1, 1971, TODD RESIDES AT 2 COZZOLINO DRIVE, MILLBR@IE,
S \ A

CALIFORNIA 94030,
END |
LER—FWKUTXX*WATT‘E’WTNﬁTE‘“0N‘3RE~PAGE—ZND%%-27-%ND~$Bh
LAS$~b%NE~LASJ;QSA~— : T
WﬁRD“REAB*MTEEBRKE“REFT“MTttBRAE"“

T ——
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- ’ :z had ;Io j&. biilﬁt:!ﬂ ‘;ﬁ)
,tw;.. ﬁ,;" / ; - Mr, J, B. Hotis)’ IS
; ' o1 -'Mr W. R. Wannall S
° CODE TELETYPE N ITEL
. 1.- Mr. W. 0. Cregar
- TO SACS SAN DIEGO ' JULY 17, 1975
\ SAN FRANCISCO 1 - Mr, S. F. Phillips .
* / SEATTLE -~ . PERSONAL ATTENTION
’ FROM DIRECIOR FBI (62-116395) <,
= SENSTUDY 75 ALL INFORMATION COMNTAINED ©

/5 HEREIN 1 UNCLASSIFIED L
S o DA 2 lﬂl BYADIH 4 © O
;//// ~ REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975. e {2 L 6@ L%AALK : yZ”

INQUIRIES MADE OF BUREAU BY SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE (SSC)
CONCERNING BELOW-LISTED FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES SUGGESTS THAT THEY -
MAY BE INTERVIEWED BY SSC STAFF. INTERVIEWS WILL CONCERN
COINTELPRO ACTIVITIES DIRECTED AGAINST THE BLACK PANTHER PARTY
IN THE LATE 1960'S AND EARLY 1970'S BY THE SAN DIEGO, )

SAN FRANCISCO AND SEATTLE OFFICES. SET OUT BELOW ARE LAST

RECORDS UMY

KNOWN ADDRESSES OF THESE FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES.

"EACH OF THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES IS 'I'O BE Ih'MED“IATELY 3

07 RETAIED T

PERSONN

CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT BE APPROAGHED BY THE SSC
STAFF. THEY SHOULD BE TOLD THAT IN THE EVENT 'I‘HEY ARE INTER-~

' N, | VIEWED AND DURING THE COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED WHICH
N

f? RELATE TO SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS (SOURCES, METHODS,
 “ewam SFP:lhb | hib - \
por ot (7) 6%%- SEE NOTE PAGE'3

Files & C S DIV .»"‘ / "/M
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PAGE THO 62-116395

TECHNIQUES, THIRD AGENCY RULE AND ONGOILG INVESIIGATIONS),

THEY MAY REQUEST AN FBI AGENT BE’?RESENI, BUREAU VTLL PROVIDE -
AGENT ON REQUEST OF INTERVIEVEE. AGENT—WILL NOT BE PRESENT AT
INTERVIEY ITSELF BUT MERELY AVATLABLE KEARBY FOR CONSULTATION
PURPOSES. AS A PRELUDE TO INTERVIEW,'fHE FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY,
AFTER BEING CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF, CONTACT BUREAU'S LEGAL
\COUNSEL DIVISION BY COLLECT CALL FOR FULL TNFORMATTON TO ASSIST
HIM, TNCIUDING OBLIGATIONS AS TO CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMAIION
ACQUIRED AS FBI EMPLOYEE. IT IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAU’S OFFER
OF ASSISTANCE IS NOT INTENDED TO IMPEDE SSC WORK BUT IS DONE
AS COOPERATIVE GESTURE AND TO SAFEGUARD SENSITIVE BUREAU
INFORMATION. COWTACTS WITH THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES TO BE
HANDLED PERSONALLY BY SAC OR ASAC. IN EVENT THIS NOT FEASIBLE
FOR JUST CAUSE, TO BE HANDLED BY A SENIOR SUPERVISOR.

BUREAU SHOULD BE ADVISED BY TELETYPE AFTER THE FORMER
EMPLOYEES HAVE BEEN CONTACTED IN LINE WITH THE ABOVE INSTRUCTIONS.
IF A FORMER EMPILOYEE NO LONGER IH YOUR TERRITORY OR’fEMPORARILY
AWAY, SET OUT LEAD TO OTHER OFFICE IMMEDIATELY VITH COPY TO
FBI HEADQUARTERS. -

SAN DIEGO: ROBERT S, BAKER, 4268 HORTENS\IA, SAN DIEGO,

—

CALIFORNIA 92103, S

’
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PAGE THREE 62-116395

~  SAN FRANCISCO: ALBERT P. CLARK, 66 ELM AVENUE, LARKSPUR,

—

CALIFORNIA 94939. WILLIAM COHENDET, 1557 BALBOA VAY,
BURLINGAME, CALIFORNIA 94010. ) |

SEATTLE: LEROY W. SHEETS, 5725 72ND‘STREET, N.E.,
MARYSVILLE, WASHINGTON 98270.
NOTE: | 3

The referenced Bureau teletype 5/2/75 was a general
instruction to all SACs concerning the SSC and Bureau's
cooperation with same. We are currently processing a request
from the SSC concerning COINTELPRO-BPP in West Coast offices,
and among the items of information wve are supplying are the
current whereabouts of Agents who vorked on COINTELPRO as
Coordinators and Supervisors in the indicated offices. This

teletype to alert the former Agents is in accordance with the
procedure we have been following.
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tHIS VATE. FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK IN TRAVEL STATUS ON'
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NR@53 WA CODE
8+35PN NITEL 7-30~75 FLC
TO LOS ANGELES
" SAN DIEGO
SAN FRANCISCO

FROM DIRECTOR (62~ 116395) -
SENSTUDY' 75

REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975. _

SENATE ‘SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF MEVBER LESTER SEIDEL
HAS FURNISHED THE FOLLOWING TENTATIVE SCHEDULE FOR INTERVIEWS
IN YOUR OFFICE: SAN DIEGO JULY 38, 1975 SAS EARL. M, PETERSEN,
LAwRENCE?F;~wIRIGK LOS ANGELES AUGUST 5, 1975 WALLACE E. WARD,
RICHARD A BLOESER , AUGUST 7, 1975 ASSISTANT DIRECTOR .ROBERT E.,

Teul

GEBHARDT SAN FRANGISCO AUGUST 1, 1975 LEO S. BRENNEISEN, AUGUST
I1-12, 1975 SAC CHARLES W. BATES, PURPOSE OF IﬁTERVIEw—Is TO BE
COFNTEEPROJKNDvBUREAUNINVESIIGATION'OF“THE BLACK PANTHER PARTY.
ADDITIONAELY SAC BATES WILL BE INTERVIEWED CONCERNING KNOWNLEDGE oF
“HOUSTON PLAN" BY SSC STAFF MEMBER LOCK JOHNSON.
1 HAVE WAIVED YOUR EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENTS FOR PURPOSES oF

THESE INTERVIEWS. EACH SHOULD NOTE THAT HE HAS THE ‘RIGHT 'TO
 00UNSEL° HOWEVER, THE FBI IS UNABLE TO PROVIDE. PRIVATE COUNSEL. L

THERE ARE CERTAIN PRIVILEGED AREAS' CONCER NI’NG WHICH SAS WOULD -

MW-B5954- Bocld 22195170 Page-58 ~ - +~=



PAGE TWO .
NOT BE REQUIRED TO ANSUER QUESTIONS, AREAS CONCERN INFORMATION
WHICH MIGHT DIVULGE IDENTITIES OF FBI SOURCES3 INFORMATION
RELATING TO SENSITIVE METHODS- AND TECHNIQUES; INFORMATION WHICH
MIGHT ADVERSELY AFFECT ONGOING FBI INVESTIGATIONS; AND INFORMATION
WHICH ORIGINATED WITH OTHER AGENCIES, INCLUDING FOREIGN
INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES. |

SAN FRANCISCO NOTE RELEASE ALSO APPLIES TO FORMER SAS
ALBERT P. CLARK AND WILLIAM A, COHENDET WHO, ALONG WITH OTHER

EX-SAS ON WEST COAST, MAY ALSO BE INTERVIEWED. CLARK AND COHENDET
HAVE ALREADY RECEIVED FOREGOING ADVICE REGARDING PRIVATE COUNSEL
AND PRIVILEGED AREAS AND HAVE ASKED FOR CONSULTATION ASSISTANCE °
WHICH BUREAU' IS APPROVING AS BELOW. |

< NORMALLY, FBIHQ WOULD SUPPLY REPRESENTATIVE TO BE ON~-THE-
SCENE FOR CONSULTATION PURPOSES. HOWEVER, DISTANCE AND TIME
SGOPE MAKES THIS NOT FEASIBLE IN THIS INSTANCE.

THE RANKING FBI OFFICIAL IN EACH OFFICE WILL SERVE FOR
CONSUL TATION PURPOSES. "IN HIS ABSENCE, AN‘)SAC IN LOS ANGELES OR"
ASAC IN SAN DIEGO AND SAN FRANCISCO MAY SO SERVE. PURPOSE OF
CONSULTANT, WHO WILL NOT BE PRESENT AT INTERVIEW BUT AVAILABLE
NEARBY, WILL BE TO SUPPLY ASSISTANGE IN THE EVENT PERSON BEING
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PAGE THREE

INTERVIEYED IS ASKED QUESTIONS .IN ONE OF THE PRIVILEGED AREAS

'OR QUESTIONS: OUTSIDE THE SPECIFIED PARAMETERS OF THE INTERVIEW

(COINTELPRO/BLACK PANTHER PARTY). SHOULD QUESTIONS ARI'SE WHICH
CONSULTANT REPRESENTATINE CANNOT 'HANDLE ," SUGEEST IMMEDIATE

TELEPHONE ‘CALL TO ‘LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION

SHOULD ADDITIONAL FORMER SAS CONTACT YOUR OFFICE FOR ASSISTANCE,

L

'C_OORDI\NATE WITH THEM WAIVER FROM EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT THROUGH

LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION AND FURNISH CONSULTATION SERVICES AS
REQUESTED,

| NOTE THAT RANKING OFFICIAL SERVING IN CONSULTANT

ROSITION DOES NOT REPRESENT THE PARTICULAR EMPLOYEE AS PRIVATE

COUNSEL .

END.
HOLD

t
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NRZ50 WA CODE
9:g1PM NITEL 7-31-75 FLC
T0 LOS ANGELES | |
 SAN DIEGO ] e | N
SAN FRANCISCO ‘
FROM DIREGTOR (62~ 116395)
SENSTUBY 75
REBUTEL JULY 3@, 1975,
REPORTING‘PROCEDURES TO FOLLOW RELATIVE TO SENATE SELECT
'CbMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF INTERVIEWS OF PRESENT AND FORMER SAS:
~ FOR INCUMBENTS: IMMEDIATELY AFTER INTERVIEW PREPARE -LHM
REPORT ING AS'DETAfLED'AS POSSIBLE QUESTIONS ASKED AND REPLIES -
GIVEN. INCLUDE WHETHER OR NOT INTERVIEWEE'S RIGHTS WERE
EXPLAINED TO HIM; DURATION OF INTERVIEW; AND IF.IT WAS NECESSARY
FOR INTERVIEWEE TO CONSULT WITH BUREAU REPRESENTATIVE, SO STATE,
ALSO" INCLUDE ADVIGE GIVEN T0 INTERVIEWEE BY BUREAU REPRESENTATIVE
AS TO RIGHT TO COUNSEL, PRIVILEGED AREAS, CONSULTATION PRIVILEGES,
AND PARAMETERS OF INTERVIEW, ALL AS DISCUSSED IN REFERENCED
TELETYPE, LHM SHOULD BEAR DUAL CAPTION: "U,S, SENATE SELECT
COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENGE ACTIVITES (SSC)™s; "INTERVIEY OF Sa
¢ INSERT NkME) BY SSC STAFF MEMBER." SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND SEVEN |
COPIES OF EACH LHM TO BUREAU BY COVER AIRTEL, ATT%gpégN i;&f%ifi-*/?f

¥.0. CREGAR. . //ﬁﬁﬂl‘ ; _____ ca /téy%é
T P
' / . Y A :;.._[:
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PAGE TWO | A ~ E
FOR FORMER SAS: ANY FORMER SA WHO HAS BEEN INTERVIEWED
AND VOLUNTEERS TO FURNISH RESULTS (NOTE}THAT SUCH INFORMATION‘SHOULD
NOT BE SOLICITED BY FBI BUT MERELY ACCEPTED WHEN OFFERED) SHOULD
BE THOROUGHLY DEBRIEFED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE AFTER INTERVIEW AND:
LHM PREPARED AND SUBMITTED IN LINE WITH INSTRUCTIONS FOR
INGUMBENTS. SECOND HEADING OF LHM SHOULD USE TERM "FORMER SA."
END | |
MAH OF FBI LOS ANGELES FOR ONE PLUS TWO OTHERS LA CLR .
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UNITED STATES DEPABI%[ENT OI‘JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to San Fréhcisco,‘California
File No. - ‘

August 14, 1975 -
| ALLINFORMAHON CONTNNED

- HEREIN IS UNCLAS&FEDv
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON DME 43Q4g1 ‘Q7ZﬁW%Q?@
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) .

INTERVIEW OF FORME SA WILLIAM A, COHENDET

: jssc STAFE MEMBER

S

, On August 14, 1975 retlred former Spec1a1 Agent
William A. Coléndet was. 1nf€?v1ewed from 9:30.A.M. to - -
11:15 A.M. by Lester B. Seidel, Investigator for the U.S.

. Senate Select Committee on Intelllgence Activités™ (SSC).

‘ The interview took place 4t the Hollday Inn on Van Ness
Avenue, San Francisco.

Mr. Seidel mentioned that he was serving as a
counsel for the SSC, investigating all phases of the United
States intelligence community, and he had chosen the Black
Panther Party and the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL)
as his field. He stated that he was hoping for full
cooperation on the part of the former Special Agent.

He was advised .that former Special Agent Cohendet
was willing to cooperate with the committee and he trusted
that something constructive would come out of the effort
being put forward. Former Special Agent Cohendet also
pointed out that in his opinion the Black Panther Party (BPP)
had.been a group devoted to violence, thievery, and fraud,
and the committee should realize the type of Subjects with
whom they are dealing in order to place the investigation
in its proper framework.

The first question concerned the former Special
Agent's background and Bureau service. This was briefly
furnished. .

_ Seidel then asked when and how the technical
v surveillances had been installed, who initiated them, and
who approved them.

This document,contains neither recommendations nor conclusions
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to

your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed
outside your agency.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A COHENDET QY
S5C STAFF MEMBER

The former Special Agent repiiedAthat he was
not party to any of these arrangements and did not know
any of the details.

Seidel then asked if former Special Agent
Cohendet knew the origin and purposes of the COINTEL
Program. He was -informed that the former Agent did not
know the origin of the program, and said he believed its
purposes were those as set forth in the instructions which
Seidel had and which spoke for themselves. The former
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been /
assigned to him but due to the press of other functions,
he had been unable to give it a great deal of time and
" felt that during the period that it had been a581gned to
him, it had been largely ineffective.

Seidel then asked if there was any connection
between ELSUR and COINTEL and the reply was given that
obviously there would be if the ELSUR material being -0
reviewed could be considered as having any pertinence to.
a COINTEL operation. However, former Special Agent Cohendet
could not recall having used this material while the case
was assigned to him, at least to any significant degree.
Not having the files available made it impossible to
state positively if there had been any specific instance of wse
of this material. :

Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion
of the former Agent, such letters, particularly having to
do with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the
usual suggested avenues, would have little effect on the
recipients who were active in such fields themselves much
of the time. In the more serious areas of perlaps trying
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police
informant, the former Special Agent said that the use of
this technlque would not be used for fear of causing bodily
harm or death to an innocent person due to the well~known
propensity of the BPP of dealing harshly with any suspected
deviator let alone informant.

NVV-65994 - Bocld:32175170~ Pagett —~ - -~~~



U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (ssC) \

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY
SSC STAFF MEMBER

Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to
the BPP investigation and the former Specidl Agent stated
that in his belief it was extremely valuable in many ways.
For instance, it assisted and gauged the true Huey Newton,
his plans, and weaknesses. It was also valuable in esti-
mating the possible effect of a certain COINTEL program
as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result - y
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful.

Seidel wonderxed i1f ELSUR was not the most
valuable, sirngle investigative aid that the Bureau had had
in this investigation, and the former Special Agent agreed
that he was probably correct. .

‘Seidel then wondered if the COINTEL proposals]|
should be part of some legislation proposed by Congress
and the former Spe01al Agent replied that the Bureau
officials, in his opinion, .should be allowed to comment
on this because the fact that the program would be. ineffective
against the BPP might not be a valid argument that it would
not work to better advantage in other circumstances.

v Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to
‘comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against
the Socialist Workers Party, not having had any experlence
with 1ts use in that field.

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if
there had been any pressure from the Bureau in the develop-
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent ‘Cohendet
acknowledged that there certainly had been great pressure

. in this direction, as it was well known that informants were
a necessary part of any investigation and a police organi-
zation can never give up on this phase of its work no matter
how difficult the circumstances were in their development.
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants was
particularly difficult because of the fear that many persons
in the black community felt concerning the BPP as well as
the lack of desire to cooperate against another black
person.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY
SSC STAFF MEMBER

. Seidel asked about foreign funds being raised
and given to the BPP, and former Special Agent Cohendet
recalled that "Masai'" Hewitt and others went to Sweden
and other countries where the BPP raised money on speech
making tours. .

/
Seidel then asked about any investigation of
BPP funds and former Special Agent Cohendet said that it
was his recollection that investigation of BPP funds had
been undertaken through legal channels but he had no
personal knowledge of the investigation and declined to
go further into-this field.

Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information

'to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent

Cohendet said that he had no personal knowledge of what
had been done in this direction. /

_ Seidel then asked about the affair between:
Actress Jean Seberg and "Masai" Hewitt, which had appeared
in a Hollywood gossip column and had alleged that Seberg
had become pregnant by Hewitt. Seidel said that the Los
Angeles Office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation had
admitted leaking this information to someone in the press.

Former Special Agent Cohendet knew that this
couple had been lovers for a brief period but denied any
knowledge of any leak to the press by either San Francisco
or Los Angeles.

Seidel asked if the former Agent thought that
leaking this type of information was appropriate. No
comment was offered as to this question.

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said
that he had noted that the "faking" of police records as
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he
believed the COINTEL abuses were being overplayed by the
press. From what he learned in interviews in San Francisco,
it seemed to him that the program had been mostly played
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been exercised
in the implementation of the program.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET A¥ /
SSC STAFF MEMBER » B . \

-

A A general discussion of the BPP ensued in which
former Special Agent Cohendet reiterated the criminal
background and threatening attitude of many of the BPP
members, their mendacious ways, and their lack of credi-
bility in their public statements. The former Special
Agent credited the news media with helping to build up
the BPP beyond its actual strength and influence.

Seidel asked about the former Agent s knowledge o#
for the removal of former™ SAC Harry - Morgan from San™ — " -
Fran01sco. ‘He sald thé only reason he was asking thig ™
questlon Was_in OTdSF™Es avomd~embarrasélng”former”SAC
‘Mo¥gdah when he interviews him- concernlng his’ p0581ble~-
khewledge*of”BPP ‘activities sometime in the future. Former
Special _Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why T
Mr. Morgan was transferred. -

e

——

’A“Tn'summation, Seldel ventured the oplnlon that he
thought the ELSUR technique was far moré valuable in the
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree o7
to the above observation.

A

Former Special Agent Cohendet was not advised
of any rights that he might have in declining to answer
any questions and Seidel said he was actually seeking
witnesses for a possible hearing in Washington, D.C. He
stated that no names would be mentioned in any write-up
he would make concerning his interviews.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TUSTICE’

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California

File No.

August 14, 1975

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DAT544234V553 BYSP 2747586

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

INTERVIEW OF FORMEX SA ALBERT P. CLARK
@Y SSC_STAFF MEMBER =

On August 13, 1975, former Special Agent Albert P.
Clark, who was a supervisor in the San Francisco FBI Office
and who retired in December of 1969, advised as follows:

He was interviewed in his home at 66 Elim,

.Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from

5:40 P.M. to 6:55 P.M., August 12, 1975.

Clark was not placed under oath and no mention
was made of his rights. However, Seidel was pleasant and
in no way antagonistic. The interview was general, not
penetrative, not in depth, and very few specific questions were
asked. There appeared to be no discernible criticism of ‘
either the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) or the
Bureau's investigation of the Black Panther Party (BPP) by
Seidel.

Seidel was'’ compelled;f3>more than one occasion
to declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his
ingquiries was to assist the Unlted States Senate in under-
standing the problem in order that they could consider
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the
future. |

N
, Seidel did mention the fact several tlmes that
informatlon had been leaked to the press that Jaae' Seberg,
the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official.

. .

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to
your agency; it and its contents are not to be dlstrlbuted
outside your agency.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK o
SSC STAFF MEMBER

. Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed

- @ COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would

have i1f he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered “y
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions

someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation

of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might

also cut down on the number of BPP supporters.

Clark was.asked to whom the main BPP case was

“assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San

Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than
one Agent .had handled the matters. ,
» Seldel asked how many BPP informants the San - ﬂ)
Fran01sco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall

ba@aqfe-he did not believe that Seidel had a right to know.&

anA - .
Seidel 1nqu1red about the BPP w1re$kap, asklng

who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco
Division. Again, Clark replied that he did _ not recall but
the San Francisco Division would not have necessarily
waited for the Bureau to initiate the matter but might have
requested the Bureau rather than the Bureau having initiated
the matter.

Seidel wanted to have an example of a COINTEL
proposal. He was not given a specific example but general
conversation was had to the effect that any move that might
be suggested that would aid the San Francisco Division in
their investigation of the BPP in determining their
supporters and financiers and possibly disenchanting those
individuals might be an example.

Seidel did not ask Clark whether he had done a
particular thing.

Questioned concerning whether he felt COINTEL had
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter
was susceptible to proof but the BPP had sure gone into a
steep decline.
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U.S5. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK
SSC STAFF MEMBER

J

Seidel again brought up the Seberg:matter and
asked if it had done any good. Clark stated he replied,
"Maybe." .

During this conversation, Clark got the general
impression that perhaps Seidel did not feel that COINTEL
had been necessary but Clark had argued that it had made
the BPP more difficult to operate-and p0851bly easiexr
for the FBI to investigate.

Seidel then wanted to know what there was about
the BPP that caused such a concentration of FBI investi-
gative attention. Clark pointed out that this wofild have
to be answered in the context of time, that at the time the
program was initiated, there was no doubt that the BPP
was ‘a violent, racist organization opposing all law enforce-
ment, attacking officers and generally disturbing the
tranquility of the community.

Seidel then went on to discuss the business of
pressure. Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone
was interested in. doing the best type jOb possible and
finding out everything possible concerning the BPP. There
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be sSatisfied.
Clark stated that he related that perhaps too much
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt at
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division

" knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other
hand, he related that Bureau officials were probably
under pressure because of the national interest and the
demands on them in Washington.

Seidel related that he was interested in ascer-
taining what Agent would make the best witness to appear
in Washington to explain and testify concerning COINTEL.
He specifically requested Clark's recommendation and mentioned
the names of Special Agents Leo S. Brenneisen of San
Francisco and Bob Baker of Los Angeles. Clark stated that
he had countered by suggesting that somebody in Washington
who directed the program and approved all proposals might
be a better witness.

4
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U.5. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK
SSC STAFF MEMBER

AN

, Clark recalled that near the first of the inter-
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to
obtain information, asked a few questions concerning US
and the Republic of North Africa (RNA). He was advised
that US had not been active in this division and there had -
been no pertinent RNA activity brought to his attention.
Seidel asked if Ron Karenga of US had visited San Francisco
and Clark replied he had no exact recollection of this.

‘Seidel talked and asked Clark's opinion on the
separation into different agencies of the Bureau's criminal
and security investigations. Clark stated that he told
Seidel that in the past he had considered this and felt that
frankly it might have advantages, and at the same time,
nmight have disadvantages. He pointed out that the
disadvantages were that you could not be sure that it, in
fact, would work and that if you remove the security
investigations from the Bureau, you would undoubtedly
lose a ~great deal, including public support.

Seldel“asked if Clark had worked under former
SAC Harry-Morgan. He advised that he had retired ‘prior to . . _
tHé time Morgan was assigned to" the San_ Francisco_Division. _
N . etk
‘Clark pOLnted out that during the 1nterv1ew, a
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seidel
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation,
although as'the duration of the. interview lengthened, it

must have been obvious to Seidel that it was not operating.

4%
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N UG 4 fAfS" U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
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k\i“:%///)z’/w/ INTERVIEW OF FORMER (SA DAVID E. TOD
] .

BY SSC STAFF MEMBER

On August 12, 1975, retired former SA David E. Todd
was interviewed from 1:00 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. by Lester B. Seidel,
Investigator for the SSC. The interview took place at the
Holiday Inn, San Francisco.

By way of background, in-all contacts with Seidel
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to him great reluctance
to discuss these matters without clearance from the Bureau,
and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had released former
SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose
of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd
did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative
to provide information or make information public; that while
employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government
and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to
provide the information, and that if the Senate Committee

. desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should
have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should
have ‘been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and
then after the FBI determined it advisable to make these answers

available to the Committee, that would have been the proper
channel .

~ Seidel pointed out the Committee and the Bureau had
made an agreement whereby the Bureau would make Agents available
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed out to
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a

retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion
on this matter.

This document conhains neither recommendations nor conclusions of
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your

agency; it and its contents are not to be dlstrlbuted out51de
your agency.
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of
the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) itself, and that if
the Bureau felt that such a Program was necessary in the interest
of national defense, he had carried it out.in the best way he
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the
Program as a whole. : -
Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C.,
and had become Supervisor in San Francisco in December, 1969,
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau
career he had worked both criminal and security matters.

Seidel asked the name of the squad which was originally
the Racial Squad, and subsequently changed to Extremist Matters,
and he asked whether the work was strictly intelligence, or
whether it combined intelligence or criminal work. It was
pointed out Bombing Matters were originally being handled on Y,
this Squad for a period of time, and that both the criminal
activities of the Panthers, as well as intelligence activities,
"were combined in the assignment.

' Seidel then asked when the technical surveillances on
the Panthers were installed. Former SA Todd replied that they
were functiorning at the time he was appointed Supervisor. Seidel
then asked how was the technical surveillance related to the '
COINTEL, if at all, and specifically whether information coming
from the technical surveillance was used in carrying. out the
COINTEL. - Former SA Todd advised that he could not recall -
specifically what was ‘done in either Program without reviewing
the files and comparing the information therein with the source.
Seidel seemed very interested in this, but actually the question.
could not be answered on the basis of recollection alone, and

was not. ’
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Seidel then asked how would the Panther COINTEL
be defined with regard to aims, techniques and results. The"
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The
question concerning techniques was left unanswered, and as
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not
feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was
pursued in the San Francisco Office, but he could not speak
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned.

Seidel asked whether the Agents working the criminal
aspects of the BPP received information that was received from
a technical source, and he was told procedures by which
information had been routed to them in their cases, and that at
the time we operated these technical surveillances, we felt they
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received

could be used.

. : . i

Seidel asked whether there was a great deal of pressure
put on the San Francisco Office for the development of informants.
He was told yes, that informants were the backbone of good law
enforcement and the Bureau constantly urged better informant
coverage. . '

Seidel asked if there had been similar pressure placed
on the office in the COINTEL, and former SA Todd replied that

. he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the

office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom-

.mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office
pretty much as to how it should be carried out. o

e Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful
in causing dissen®ion within the Party. Former SA Todd told

- him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective

in any way, and that causing dissen¥ion had not been a primary
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and that
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing informants by
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party;
and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding
arrest warrants had been issued in order to flush them out so
they could be apprehended. »

™
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Seidel asked specifically about the COINTEL involving
the Breakfast Program, and was told a recommendation had been
made for putting some kind of .contamination in the Breakfast
Program food, and that this office had felt this extremely
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried
out here. ;

Former SA Todd was also asked about a COINTEL
proposal relating to "The Black Panther" newspapers, and was
told that such a proposal had been made involving saturating
the papers with a foul smelling fish o0il or some substance,
however, we recommended against this as it would serve no purpose.

Seidel was advised that the San Francisco poliecy had
been to recommend against harassment, per se, and also recommended
against leaking information to the press.  Seidel then raised
the gquestion about the incident where Huey P. Newton's high
standard of living was given to the press, and he was told
.that this fell into the category of informant development on .
the basis it was felt that if those Panthers who were living
practically in poverty could realize what Newton s standards
of living were, it might change their alleglgnce to him and
they could be contacted for informant purposes.

Seidel was also tdld that in this phase of the .-
COINTEL, it was former SA Todd's recollection that this infor-
mation regarding Newton's high standard of living had beén
‘disseminated by informants, and that the press was well aware
of Newton's standards of living without having to make this
information avallable to them.

Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the
Bureau in carring out the COINTEL. Former SA Todd told Seidel
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor,
but could not recall spec1flcally what the Bureau instructions
were. The only other instructions received were at a two day
conference in Washington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by
former Assistant to the Dlrector William Sullivan, and Section
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the -
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau,
but that former SA Todd did not recall any firm prohibition against

1

\
N
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taking certain actions without Bureau authority, and that the
field had some leeway in what they did,  but, in general, offices
made proposals to the Bureau with copies to ‘San Francisco

prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San.Francisco

got copies of all proposals, and was told this was because

San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence.

Seidel then asked to what extent Special Agent in
Charge Charles W. Bates- had knowledge of the COINTEL as it
related to the BPP, and he was told that former SA Todd could
not speak for . Bates and his knowledge would be dependent upon
how carefully he read incoming mail and reviewed files, and
former SA Todd had no knowledge as to\what extent Bates did this.

Seidel was told that under the supervisory setup in the
office at the time, former SA Todd felt it was his responSLblllty
to direct this Program in San Francisco and not Bates. l

Seidel indicated that out of his lnvestlgatlon'ln the
hearings, undoubtedly there would be some legislation coming
out of Congress that would either enable or prohibit such
things as the COINTEL, and he stated that was one reason he
was asking concerning its effectiveness, and wondered what former
SA Todd would recommend. Seidel was told that former SA Todd
felt it essential that the Government should have the right to

- .defend itself against individuals and groups who advocate
violent revolution or who are aligned with foreign powers,
.and that there was a need for some sort of legislation within
the framework of constitutional government which would enable
the Yovernment to do this; but, of course, it should be done
under.proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what
sort of control, and was told that this was a matter for
Congress to decide, but perhaps Congress should look. into some
leglslatlon similar to wiretap leglslatlon, where the responsi-
bility is upon a Federal judge to issue a warrant.

Former SA Todd had prepared a brlef summary of what
he recalled of the activities of the BPP, and he made a copy of
this available to Seidel. Former SA Todd also had made a
chronology to assist him in answering questions, together with
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some notes concerning COINTEL policy, former SA Todd's general
recollect}on of matters, questions of law regarding agent -
princip;%, privileged information problems, ongoing litigation
and national defense, and informants and sources. Seidel asked
for a copy of this chronology and this, tco, was given to him.

Seidel expressed great interest in receiving the one
page summary of the Panthers' activities, and stated that he
had chosen the Panthers for a case study, and he seemed more
interested in this than in the COINTEL. He also indicated that
there might be future interviews and that former SA Todd might
be called as a witness before the Committee at a later date.

At the outset of the interview, Seidel asked whether
former SA Todd desired his rights be read to him. . Former
SA Todd told him that since he did not interpret this as a
custodial interview, and it was his understanding Seidel had no
police power, that he could forego reading the rights.

Former SA Todd did not feel it was necessary to
consult with a Bureau representative at this time.
/

1
i

The above information was furnished by former SA Todd
voluntarily and was not solicited.

6%
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Approximata
Dates”

- Dec, .1969

Feb, 1970

" May 1970

Aug 1970
Aug 1970

Jan 1971
Feb 1971
March 1971.
April 1971
April 1971
May 1971
August 1971
August 1971
August 1971

Dzc, 1971

- COINTELPRO:

£

CHRONOLOGY ' ’

Designated supervisor, Reviewed_Cdinteipro file, °
No recollection of any actions by S. F. in file,

Conference in Washington, D,_Ci. - Brliefed on Baltimore
Black Panther murder, Colntelpro discussed,

Cointelpro letter. SuggéStionmrejécted by S. F.
Marin Court shootout  (Jonathan Jackson-Judge Haley)
Cleaver released from prison. ;

. | ) ;o
Letters to Algeria to provoke Cleaver to return to
U. S. so arrest could be effected,

Newton becomes Supreme Commaznder, Cleaver expelled,

Roberf Webb murder.

- Sam Navpler murder,

Two Hew York police officers wounded.
Four Xew York police officers murdered.

George Jacxson killed in prison bresk attempt,

Officer Kowalskl murder attempt = Washington & Bottom ar

S. F.-Ingleside Station attack - Officer Young murdered,

Retired, ‘

i

Recommnended against many proposals,
Avproved recommendatlion to try to induce Cleaver

RECOLLECTION:

A

1

- to return to U, S, :

“Would have approved actions to persuade Panthers

" to change loyalty from Party and become informants, but

cannot recall any specific ones, .

Would not have apnroved any proposals solely for
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there
mudt have been some bona fide investigative purpose
behind proposal before considering it. )

Recall only generallities, Requested 1f could review
‘Bureau filles orior to interview. This was denied.
Cannot testify with any specificity without review
of files,

Informants % Sources

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: Sensitive techniques

Ongoing Investigationé
-Forelgn Intelligence
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Ongoing 1litigation: ©Panthers v, ¥FBI & IRS, USDC, S, F. Civil rights,.

National Defense: Documents reviewed were classified.
Does executlve branch have right to defend

nation against advocates of revolutlon (public
interest 1ssue)

Informants & sources: Cannot revéal. (Includes-information
that might reveal identity,) g

provide or

Neither my responsibility nor my orerogative to/make this information

public, I was acting as an agent of the rederal government, and it-
is resvonsibility of government to provide the in;ormation

\ ’ ~ -~
Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in |
writing should be forwarded to FBI and if PBI deems it advisable

to make these answers available to Committee, that should be
proper channel,

\

") ‘ —
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. " The 'inve
National Defense matter,  Informatlion on file points to colla-
bora@;on,with foreign powers by leaders of the Party, -

Throughout the two-year period in which I supervised
the investigation there were strong lialsons between Black Panthers
.and dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of
foreign nations., The Black Panthers had -support and/or branches
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and were international in
scope, Lldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony warrants, had been.
granted asylum in Algeria and with his entourage was residing
in a villa provided by the Algerian government, During this
period he made at least one trip to- Hioscow, Russia, Several
Black Panthers travelled to Cuba, Huey Fewton, in 1971, travelled
to Red China by way of Canade and Hong Xong at the invitation s
of the Lhinese government'at a time when the United States had
no dipﬁéhatic relations with them, :

A

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1963,
the Black Panther Party was under co-leadership of Huey Newton,
then confined to prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living .
in exile in Algeria. The Black Panther Party, both in the news-
paper 1t opublished weekly at San Francisco, and in public statements
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it
published imstructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use
of weanons, and vrinted detailed drawings and instructions on
the manufacture of bombs and explosive devices, and it agltated
openly for the murder of police officers. The term "off the |
pigs," which means "kill the police," was a Black Panther catche
phrase, The history of the Black Panther Party during the verlod
I acted a5 supervisor 1s replete with incidents of murder, violence
and inciting to revolution., The revolutionary quotation of Hao.
Tse-Tung, "Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun,"
becdme a Black Panther motto. U -

. ‘ - { . .

Sometime in early 1971 a svlit occurred in the Black
Panther. Party, Huey Newton, following his release from prison
- in 1970, galned control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley,

California, and he broke openly with Zldridge Cleaver, publicly

expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party. The

Newton faction thereafter gradually took 2 more moderate approach, !
" advocating social change through community service 1n place of its

prior profile of violence, ©No change was noted in the policies of

the Cleaver faction directed from Algiers, and it continued to

advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York

of 1ts own newspaper proclaiming 1tsrevolutionary policies; angd

followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of
violence, .

_ The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver
factlon of the Black Panthers have been documented in the book "Target
' Blue," by former Deputy Police Commissioner Robert. Daley of New York
City (Dell Publishing Co., Inc., 1973): - '

—r———

Ambusn attacks against police officers which resulted in -

7 officers murdered, 3 wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, which
led to the solution of the other cases and established these attacks
to be a nationwide conspiracy; and the murder of two Newton-faction

Black Panthers , , 4
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DATEZZ. ZﬁM—BY—’%INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF SA_LEO_S. BRENNEISEN BY . -

SSC STAFF MEMBER et

Prior to 1“terv1cw by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S.
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted/SA DENNIS MILLER at
FBI Headquarters making four inguiries on Zugust 6, 1575;
on the same date, the following answers were received:

Is it permissible for ageﬁt to give general
‘ answers concerning the Black Panther Paxty (BPP) as to
- membership number and Chapter numbers at various dates?

~

" Answer: Yes.

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department
and the FBI, San Francisco, when, in fact, the memorandum
came from the Bureau. If guestioned concerning this memorandum,

7 may agent point out that this document origihated with the
Bureau rather than San Francisco?

‘Answer: Yes.

- In contemplation of possible questioning concerning
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and others
abroad, can agent refer SSC Staff to Bureau when guestioned
concerning identity of agents. preparing correspondence? .

Answer: Yes.

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is- loaned to -
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed
outside your agency. \ W)

L
PR
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Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion
as to morality, legallty of said Counterlntelllgence
Program (COINTEL)? :

Answer: You are not obllged to answexr those b
questions you do not desire to answer, but if you wish you
may comment on the legality or morality of the plan.

SA DENNIS MILLER related that he desired that it
be borne in mind that the Bureau in no way wished to impede
the SSC investigation. ~ . g

- LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the
San Francisco Office of the FBI on August 11, 1975, and
intexrviewed :SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03 PM to 2:30 PM.
SEIDEL prefaced the interview by explaining that he had

~been advised that BRENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the
COINTEL in San Francisco from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970.
It was pointed out to him that the case was assigned to
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1971.

SEIDEL asked if agent had, in fact, approved all
proposals coming from the San Francisco Office. ‘He was
advised that not necessarily because if another agent made
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supexvisor
or Relief Superv1sor

SEIDEL asked what Squad agent had been assigned ’
to during this Program, and he was advised S~-6. He inguired
if there was any COINTEL in San Francisco against US; he
wag advised to the contrary. He ingquired as to the usual
number of cases assigned agent, and was advised that to
agent's best recollection probably 30 at any one time. He
asked if agent's work was exclusively security during the
handling of the COINTEL Program and he was advised agent
did have some criminal assignments. He ingquired if there
was any relationship between COINTEL and criminal assignments,
and he was advised no and that agent desired to limit the
scope of his questioning to the COINTEL Program.

SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent -
had submitted in COINTEL. - He was advised that an estimate
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure would be
some two suggestions a month.with possibly six months in
two years when no suggestions were made. He inguired as
to agent's knowledge of what percentage of total proposals
from 21l scurces submitted to the Bureau had been approved,
and he was advised only a small percentage.
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: At this point, SEIDEL regquested agent to outline’ the

types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He
was answered that anonymous letters, leLLers with pseudonyms,
and letters signed with the name of an- exxstlng person had
been used. . S .

: It was pointed out that the program had included
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to
landlords advising that the Black Panther Party was occupving
their property; letters to people supporting BTR programs,
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the
BPP color book for children encouraging the shooting of
pollce offlcers and/or articles from the "Black Panther
Party", the official BPP newspaper, showing their propensity
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations containing
articles that showed the BPP in direct opposition to their
aims, such as a letter to a Jewish organization showing BPP.
support of PaJestine guerrillas. :

It was p01nted out that letterq had been directed
to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER in Algeria in the names of BPP members.
At this point, SEIDEL interrupted to explain that he was
enlisting the complete cooperation of the interviewee, that
there had been some Congressional criticism of the COINTEL,
that there were some segments of the population that were
anti-FBI and that he desired to present the FBI in a proper
light, and that he had good friends in the Bureau.

) SEIDEL asked, was it necessary to have utilized
COINTEL. Agent advised that it was difficult to correctly
judge the effect of the program but it was felt it was not
without some effect because the Black Panther Party had not’
only dwindled from a membership of approximately 1,000 in
1969 to perhaps 200 in 1973, but that the organization became
split with dissension and had dropped much of its former
advocacy for v1olence.

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give his
recommendation on what COINTEL in the future should be;
whether there should be a division between security and §
criminal investigations to different agencies in order that
a possible intrusion on the rlghts of an individual in '
intelligence matters might not necessarily Dreclude his
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent
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J

» refused to furnish his "off-thecuff" opinion, pointing
out that he felt Lhat it was without the scope of hls
release. ,

Without further questioning agent concerning the

types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the

Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation

at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals were

submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR. |

SEIDEL was advised agent's release would not allow
him~ to dlscuss ELSUR

S SEIDEL asked if- the San Francisco Division had made
any "snitch" proposals. When asked to clarify the question,
he stated that this was a suggestion to the effect that a
Black Panther Party member be accused of being an FBI
informant. Agent replied that to the best of his recollection
no such recommendations had been made to the Bureau by San
Francisco, and on the contrary, agent knew that it had been
‘pointed out by San Francisco that any such allegation.should
be most carefully considered inasmuch as BPP history has
indicated that they had dealt severely with suspected 1nfor~
mants, even to the point of kllllng them.

SEIDEL then asked if the San Francisco Division
had received a great deal of "flak" from the -Bureau on this
program. He was advised that the Bureau operates a "tickler
system" for following investigations and that the program
had received some priority from the FBI but agent had never
considered correspondence from the Bureau as being "flak".

SEIDEL at this‘point instead of questioning made
the statement that the Bureau gave this matter "high prworlty"
No comment was made to this statement.

SEIDEL next questioned agent if he had read any
publicity concerning a May 11, 1970 letter from the Bureau
- to San Francisco entitled, "Special Operations Research', in
which it was suggested that some consideration be given to
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly
originated with the Oakland Police Department and the FBI.
He explained that some newspaper had received a copy of the
document under the Freedom of Information @Act and thereafter
publlshed it. He inquired if a response to the letter

.
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had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was

his recollection that San Francisco had responded recommending
against both proposals, pointing out that the BXP had in the
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Pollce
Department for a raid on National Headquarters to the
embarrassment of that agency. San Fran01sco was of the
opinion that if spurious documents were furnished to the

BPP they would immediately publish them, rather than attempt
to develop an informant and the operation presented a great
deal of p0581ble embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau.

SEIDEL asked for agent's knowledge of why the letter
hid been captioned as previously described rather than ’
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther \Party. Agent
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter.
SEIDEL then went on to explain that he had been advised that
the Bureau had several COINTELS and the one covering Spec1al
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering forelgn operations.
Agent made no comment.

SEIDEL requested what proposals had been made to
disxrupt the BPP newspaper; how did the proposals originate,
and what offices submitted them. He was advised that it was
agent's recollection that the Bureau may have requested
suggestions from several offices but that to agent's knowledge
none had been approved. When SEIDEL continued to guestionthe
agent concerning specific proposals and why their approval
was not recommended by San Francisco, he was advised that one
proposal was- the use of a foul-smelling chemical to put on
the paper. San Francisco was of the opinion it would not
be practical inasmuch as it would contaminate an airplane
and would subject the airline or the printing company to
damages. SEIDEL was further advised that it was believed
the suggestion may have been made for the changing of a first
page of an issue at the printing company to embarrass the BPP,
but it was pointed out that this would also merely result in

*a claim being filed against the printer.

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming
at the time when the papex was belng printed in New York
with the master copy being filmed in San Francisco. San
Francisco did not suggest approval because a mere delay would
have been of little benefit because .the paper was not timely~
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v

; ‘ SEIDEL asked about the disruption of the BPP
Breakfast Program. The answer was given that agent had
no recollection of this, and SEIDEL was asked did he have
any information from the Bureau that.we had attempted a
disruption of the program in San Francisco. He related
that he believed not -and that it probably happened in
San Diego. ' )

SEIDEL asked about a suggestion that informants
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP ‘and the
Republic of New Africa (RNA). Agent stated he had no
recollection of such a proposal and did not believe it had
been submitted by San Francisco hecause the membelshxp and
activity in RNA had been minimal in this area.
SEIDEL then asked if we had suggested that landlords
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their
rent from the BPP. Agent advxsed he had no recollection
of this, but could see nOthlng wrong in it.

, SEIDEL inguired as to the amount of knowLedge
that SAC CHARLES BATES would have had concerning COINTEL,
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself,
had never discussed the program with Mr. BATES while it was

.he™ha ﬂfﬁb“rnformation*concernlng—thls Ls—Matter i ——

in operation . ...SEIDEL then inquired if former SAC HARRY
MORGAN had been ill during the time H&Wag dssigned £ San
EEinﬁfsco~and~the Yedason—for His tr¥ansfer. Agent replled

f“"“ﬂwﬂw'-SnIDEL was asked if he felt that anyof the actions
agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not believe that
these were matters that were in violation of any existing
criminal statutes, but there might be some guestion as to
whether the FBI had the specific authority tordo these things.

s SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an

- inquiry and desired to obtain the opinions of both Headguarters
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release.

)
(//

] . 4

E
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INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

Agent was not placed under oath and when\agent

refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put

away his

necessary.

that all
volition
that any
possible

pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not
The only right explained to ageéent was the fact
informalbion furnished by him was at his own
and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made
part of the interview might be “Wtilized in a
court proccedlng agalnst the agent.
e

Agent did not consult with Bureau representatlve

during course of the intexview.
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In Reply, Please Refer to

 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
San Francisco, California

File Ne. August 15, 1975
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
| INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) =
ONTAINED. » -
ALL \NrQRMA\\leAgS‘F 0 ERVIEW OF (SAC_CHARLES W. BATES)
HEREIN | 3\3‘* ol ¥/ 5¥ sSC_STAFF MEMBERS
DATEZZ
#1520 . .
CT On, the evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel

and Mr. LoqﬁhJohnson, Staff Members of the Senate Select

Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates

of the San Francisco Office. This meeting occurred over dinner.

No statements were made by either of these individuals as to
any rights that SAC Bates might have in connection with the
interview.

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party ;

'in San Francisco. Bates advised him that he was in charge of

the San Francisco Office from July, 1967 until the end of
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago. Bates stated
that he was aware of the investigation being conducted on the
Black Panther Party but was not personally conversant with

all the details of this 1nvest1gatlon as such details were

all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions

‘Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts

of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals
under COINTELPRO. He asked if Bates agreed that these actions
were proper. Mr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of
knowing the facts as he related were true or any other of

the circumstances involved and that, therefore, he was unable
to comment at all.

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any recommendatlons
for legislatién which the Committee could propose that would
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence field.

Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this

entire field and that it was the/perogative of FBI officials

.at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend

such legislation.

This document contains neither recommendatlons nor conclusions

of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your

agency; it and its contents are not to be dlstrlbfted outside

your agency.. b& //lﬂ /)/L) &3[5
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INTERVIEW OF SAC
CHARLES W. BATES

BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS

Mr. Seidel also inquired as to whether Bates felt
that an extension of electronic surveillances into the domestic
intelligence field would be of assistance. Bates informed
him that the FBI was operating according to current court
decisions as involve electronic surveillances and that the
courts had recently precluded this action in strictly domestic
intelligence matters. Mr. Seidel was informed that this was |
a decision for FBI officials in Washington.

On several occasions during the evening, Mr. Johnson
asked Bates if he was aware of the "Houston Plan." On each
occasién Bates informed him that he was not aware of the
"Houston Plan" and his only knowledge of it is what he has
seen in the public press. At one time Mr. Johnson asked if
Bates thought that Mr. Hoover had turned down the "Houston
Plan" because he was afraid for his job. Bates again replied
that he had no firsthand knowledge having anything to do with
the "Houston Plan" but he was certainly aware that Mr. Hoover
was not afraid of anything or anyone.

' Both Mr. Johnson and Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt
that the use of "black bag jobs" would be of advantage in
conducting domestic counterintelligence operations. Bates
replied that he had no personal direct . knowledge of such matters
and had never been involved in such matters.

PVERSIEHT

During the eveningq/Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt
that a congressional committee of the FBI was sound /"
and proper. Bates 1nformfa‘ﬁhat_ge certainly agreed with the ,
concept of congressxonalroveri;e as long as it was constructive }
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt that the
FBI's security operation should be completely divorced: from .
its criminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency
or a separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the
security field had been effective and appeared to be proper
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was
personally acquainted with Mr. William C. Sullivan, former
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates worked in
the same division with Mr. Sullivan in the 1950's and knew
him as another supervisor at FBI Headquarters. ,

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware of the dis-
agreements that Mr. Sullivan had had with Mr. Hoover and he
was informed that he had no details concerning this matter..

- 2 -
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Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970. He
gggg_gigsg if Bates was_aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred !

from YaNciEd0, Bates told Nim EHAE~Some problem had
Jrisen in connectlon with hiS running the_San_Francisco.Office

hut—that—he PErsonally aware of ‘the specific detalls.
but that theéy would™be available  at FBI-Headguarters. §&idel
§5I3“€H€‘6ﬁr?‘f§5§6ﬁ~‘e“was"ﬁ§k1ng was that he was thinking
about interviewing Mr. Morgan but he did not want to embarrass
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco . \

had anything to do with a drlnklng problem. Bates said again
€ was not aware of the Specifics. = -

On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Locﬁ‘Johnson
came into the San Francisco FBI Office saying he had just a -
few more questions he wanted to ask Bates. He then asked if
the San Francisco Office was involved in foreigifcounter-+
intelligence work, and he was informed that we were as were
many other FBI offices. He then asked if we surveilled every-
one who went into or came out of the Soviet Consulate in San
Francisco. He was informed that Bates did not intend to dis-
cuss with him any investigative techniques or anything hav1ng
to do with pending investigations. Mr. Johnson said he was
attempting to find some individual who was an expert in foreign
counterintelligence, particularly the Soviet threat to the
United States. Bates informed him that there were probably
a number of people in the United States who would qualify in
this category but Bates did not consider himself as an expert
in this field.

\ The above represents specific matters brought up
during these discussions.
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