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

Mr., J. Cochran
Mr. W. R, Wannall

62-116395 Aupust 18, 1975
K,[e 1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
1l - Mr, J. P, Thomas
N\QL \ “}“\N
o 5? U. S, SETATE SELECY COMIITIEDR 0
‘ SIUDY GOVERMENTAL OPERATIONS ITH
\ wvaD RESPECT TO LWIELLIGECE ACTIVITIES (SSC)
Reference is made to Ttem V of the August 5, 1975,
regquest by the S5C for access to scresn IBI materials,
Materials comsidered responsive to the SSC request

r hav> been assembled and are available for revier by SSC
‘ Staff Members in Room 4171, JEH Building, repording the
i follotvring parts of Ttem V:

Part A, lMaterials pertaining to Mrs. Claire (4nna)
Chermault and Spiroc I. Agnew, Regarding Item V., A., 6.,
information *:ertainiﬂ*’r to actions taken by the thite House
‘ as a result of infmrmatiaﬂ contalned in the summary letters
| described in Item V,, A., 4., is not contained in FBI files.
Regarding Item V., A., 7., the FBI has no record of any former
or current Special Agent (SA) ramed {7illlam Jackson vho could
r have performed the tasks enumerated in the SSC request,
Hovever, at the time that S5A Phil Claridpe vas assigned o
the Albuguerque Field Office, there 'as alscz essinned there
a Snecial Agent mamed Cordon Jackson, mov retired The last
Enon resideqce for SA Claridge, ~ho retired June 29, 1973,
is 6192 16th Street ™7,'1,, Albuguerque, i'ewr Haoxico. The last
kno . residence for SA Jackson is 1537 Uellesley Drive ™1,L,,
Albogquerque, llew lexico,

Pl

ﬂ a Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm. _
Dep. AD fav, __

s Asst. Dirs Part B. UNaterials pertaining ‘o Yeoman Charles T,

Admin. _
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Ext. Affairs . ¢
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o T ?art E Haterials relating ta the i@atiaml Seeurity
e _55.;.';_:f.~Agénex '._(!‘ISA) “watch kst." Regarding this request, it sheulé Ty
7 "be noted that ne central file or individual case regar&ing SR
. thé “watch list" has been mhintained by the PEI. Aecardingly, :
P a d;"_*‘igent ‘gearch. of - Iogteal filgs .and inquiries of persmel
.. - possibly knowledgeable of irformation pertinent to-the §8C e
UL . request-have bean condudteéd;. Materials seeured by this effart __" B
w7 have beenm assembled in. chtamlpgieal arder, in eraler t@ -
cwio T '.f'faellitate 'St'éff"“seviem o e S el

L e T Part F Materials pertaiﬂing te auﬂmrizati&n for N
5‘51 eem;acts wiﬁh, ‘dissemination of FBI information to ;receipt' L
C e o of informatfon from, and requests by the ?BI for setion by -
o ; _-._’ ftha Specs.al Serv:lees St:aff Qf the Internal Revemm Serviee. -"1.-. ;",; o

a0 'f:-f-;"--ard M mum a. Gx’egnr of the FBI._'-'
R -,_-_'*f‘j_:,handbaak -which deals entirely w ._.__;.-_ e
: Ekl

e available for review by Mr.
I 'ter 886 interests. - Should Mr. 'El eter hat the .
Lo Felnl 7 handbeodk or >spaci§ie portions thercof are’ relevant. and request- -
e del:lvery of game,” prier raeview. by FBI. Laberatery persony el,”
LY e detérmine the necessit' £ éeeurity elgssification e«f "
SRRSO requesteet matm:ials, wﬂ- e requlx

SR A ?art H Mat-erials '__,‘__,'--taining to FBi aetivity With
\\ respeet to- £hié National Enviremtal T@ach-in (alsa kﬂaﬂn
o ‘.i..‘-.as "Earth Bay") Aprﬂ; 22, 1979 ST T
RO Part I.~ m;tg '1a1s pertaimrg tﬁ thef arigin and =
| ""'.Jmplicatien of any. decisien to gather: intelligence on V% tg. e
'._'.ia Field Bfﬁi.ce fmm 1969 ,

-+~ Liberatio in:the FBI. Phuade;_;-;
to the presgnt.

ST Part, J. Adauieml 8 1etters gﬂd meranéa ‘*. " P
N .._:iéentified on 4 1ist attacheé to the referaneeé request_ SR

.......




o £&;thia reqnest, ﬁursuan;.
"v:fand Mr eregar, aupr&

'Lg;entrias earriné qut by'ths FBI. rqm‘January o

; présent. Part D, of 't eheed raquestﬂcmnéernad materials

. pertaining to any juriédic tona 3agreements, agreemants of |
%-e@ardinatian; 'y r 4 et - '

;;Tzeptitiaua entries.-:
SR spartinent “of Justice > Ly informed the SSC that -
E "'it has the matter of aurraptitiéus'emtriea tnder ‘study and the °
Sl FBI‘has been tns '*”ted by ﬁheﬁmapartmant af‘Jhstiee tuuwithhelé
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL ‘BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON D. C. 20535

Addressee: _ SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

D LTR [XILHM .[] Memo 8/18/75

] Report dated

ption of Document:

Actlvities. (Item V. of- 8/5/75’

..GSC request,)

% .
Originating Office: FBI

rea S. Senate Select Committee on Inte111gerce

¥

"

Delivered by:~

Date: _/,////).)/

* Received by: Vs /i)

Return this r;eeipi to the In’felligence Division, FBI

U& ///»3/

ENCLOSURE,
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- ‘ e : SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
toCs 4 CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE X BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:

ATTN: Central Index FAT

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

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

}{I DOCUMENT I IBRIEFING I | INTERVIEW | lTESTIMONY | [ oTHER 8’&8!75

3.

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

X |ssc
HSC )
4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer,

interviewee, testifier and subject)

Hemorandun
5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 6. CLASSIFICATION OF
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) INFORMATION (enter
u, ¢, S, TS or
58C lottar BISI?5 Codeword)

U

. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are

used underline for emphasis)

Opavating Procedures e T

intclligence collection L peneos S’Pﬂa,ﬁm 4\;{//6/

. SUMMARY (see reverse side before completing this item)

Hade available to appropriate personnel of the 530 Staff, for
rveview ot PAIHG, materiols pertaining to Mes, Claiwe (innn)

Chenmault and Spivo T. fgnew. Addresses furnished of two former

Special fgents of the Albuquergue, Hew Mexico office, Material

pertoindng to Yeoman Charles B, Hodford, IHoterials relating to
the Nationol Sscuzity Agency Pwatch listh, !Maverisls pertaining

to authorization for FBI contacts with, dissonination of FBI

informotion to, racelpt of infommstion from, end reguests by the

FBI for action by the Special Sorvices Staff of the Internsl

Reyenue Servige. Thie"Handbook of Technical Equipment.' Haterials
pertnlining to FBI cctivity with respect to the Mitlonal Pavivon-

nental Teach-in, fpzil 22, 1970, Materiols pertoining to the

opigin ond fmplicution of uny decision to gather intellipgence on

“Uoments Liberation” in the ¥BI Philadelphio Field Office from
1962 to the prosent. /dditionsl S0 letters and metwranda.
Porformonce ratings {forta FD-185) of several named current or

Forvpns 1 ¢ . ERERTA N T3 p ey N b@’
optal om0 16 VOl swel
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INSTRUCTTIONS

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

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

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

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY - enter brief narrative statement describing
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here,
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional
pages may be attached if necessary.
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* o 1 -Me, J. A, Mintz
. y 1 - M. W. R. Wannall
) 1 - Mr., W. O. Cregar
N Vi 1 - Mr, L. F. Schwartz \
The Attormey General Angust 7, 1975 N
~7"  Director, FBI %ﬂm&)é : N
” U. S./SEATE SELECT COMMITTEE co Sp,&,ﬁrlﬂl L
0:1 T¥IELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES : er<@0‘“ 14

enclosure econcerning an interview by a representative of the
captioned Committee of former(FBI Inspector Donald E. Moore.
Single copies of the memorandum and its enclosure are also
enclosed for forwarding to Mr., James A. Wilderotter, Associate
Counsel to the President.

; Enclosed for your information is a memorandum with \§

IEnclosures ~ 4 ~

N

62-116395 LG
< . ,,, . “\\: v
1 - The Deputy Attorney General R -3
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. — Y
Special Counsel for e

Intelligence Coordination

1 - 67- (Personnel File Former FBI Inspector Donald E. Moore)

LFS:1hblhb a\kﬁg‘; REG 27 /",’.) // ‘ u/\,‘” jyj

(10)

Y T 9 AUG 21 1975 }/,/‘7

Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. ;
Dep. AD Inv. ! ‘I)]""Ig .
Asst, Dir.z ) \n
Admin, M
Comp. Systs o '
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com. _._
Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection
ntell.
Laboratory
Plan. & Eval.

Spec. Inv.

g

Training

Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm.

¢ RS |
o»re or s <y, h@ggz ELETYPE UNIT [ \}) ' (PN " GPO 954-546
(?3 27 Page 14 :




. 1 - Mr. J. B, Adams
“ 5 1 - Mr, J. A, Mintz
1 - Mr. W. R, Wannall
1 - Mr, W, O, Cregar
1 - Mr, L, F. Schwartz

62-116395 fogust 7, 1975

\ \\'X(B U. S. SEATE SELECT COIMITTEE TO

U STUDY GOVERIRENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
é@ A RESPECT TO DNTELLICENCE ACTIVITIZS (SSC)
rog RE: TNTERVIET OF FORMER FBI
L IISPECIOR DONALD B. MOORE
P BY SSC STAFF MEMBER

This meworandum and its enclosure contain
information concerning an interview on July 28, 1975, of
former FBI Inspector Donald E. Moore by Mr, Lach Johnsm,
SSC Staff Mewber. Mr. Moore entered on duty with the FBI
on Harch 10, 1941, and served continuously in a vaviety of
assigrments until his retirvement on June 292, 1973.

On advance noiice from Mr. Johnoon, . ilbore tas
advised that &, Johnson desived to interview him at Ir. ibhozre's
convenience relative to his knovledge of the Huston Repovt.

r. ibbope vas advised that he was being released from any
anplicable employment agreement for nurposes of the SEC
interviev concerning the Huston Report., It was explained
to him that he had the rizht to coumsel; however, the ¥BI
vould be unable to provide private coumsel., IHe was also advised
that thero were certain nrivilepged areas concerning vhich he
A 1ould not be reguired to answer gquestions. These aveas
o concerned information vhich might divulge the identities of
" Adsoc. Dir. IBI sources; information relating io sensitive methods and
e o~ techniques; information vhich might adversely affect ongoing
Asst. Dic. FBI Investigations: and information originating with other
i agencies, including forsipn intellizence agencies, . loore

Comp. Syst. ...

B atiois a8 aGvised that if he desived an DI representative to be

o™~ gyailable for consultatiom at the time and place of the

. - Intervier, ome vmuld be supplied. Ir. MHoore commenieod that

el

ooy —— 1 - 67-  (Personmel File Former FBI Inspector Domald E. Moore) ,(,

ronm—— LFS:1hb lhlo Q{,‘/ )~ ..  SEE NOIE PAGE

e 15121)1, ROOM[ ]  TELETYPE UNIT[ﬁ | b / / é 7 é [?} b 951548

Director Sec'y ) P ~“/{ S
CLOSURE oL AR
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SEVATE SCLECT COMMITTER Ol INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (830)

RE: INTERVIGH OF FORMER FBI INSPECTOR BY SS5C

this would not be mnecessary but indicated that if necessary
he might contact a Bureau representative telephonically if

a matter requiring consultation should cone up during the
interviev, . Moore subsequently contacted lr, Johuson and
made arrangerents to be interviewed in My, loore's office on
July 28, 1973, )

On July 31, 1975, Mr. Moore voluntarily furnished

the attached memorandum which he prepared subsequent to his
interview with Mr., Johnson,

Enclosure
WOTR

Mr. Moore's memorandum concerning the interview was
voluntarily furnished to SA L. F. Schwartz. |

- MWW 88326 Docld:32983627 Page 16 . J




Interview of Donald E. Moore by
Mzr. Loch Johnson, Senate Select Committee
July 28, 1975

'

Mr. Johnson stated at the outset that this was an informal
- interview and he did not place me under oath. He asked about my
background which was provided him and included the fact that I
served in the FBI from March 10, 1941, until my retirement at
the end of June 1973.

The interview concerned the so-called Huston Committee
and he asked if I knew Tom Charles Huston before the Committee
was established. I said I recalled meeting Huston once, in Bill
Sullivan's office, but I didn't recall when this was, but it was before
the Committee was formed. In response to questions, Mr. Johnson
was informed as follows:

I was aware of the meeting at the White House attended by
Director Hoover, Mr. Helms, Admiral Gayler and Gen. Bennett.
I was probably aware the meeting was to take place before the
meeting date but I can't recall this. (He said the meeting was
held June 5, 1970.) I was not at a meeting held in Mr. Hoover's
office June 8 but I recall hearing about the meeting, probably
from Bill Sullivan. I don't recall a meeting held in the Domestic
Intelligence Division after this at which Sullivan, Bill Cregar,
George Moore, Fred Cassidy and I were present. I did attend the
initial meeting of the Working Group headed by Sullivan and was
present because Sullivan asked me to be there. I remember Sullivan
and Cregar were at the meeting and I thought one or more other FBI
representatives were present. He mentioned George Moore and
Fred Cassidy were at the meeting.

I recall Mr. Helms and Mr. Angleton from,CIA were present
but did not recall the names of others including the representatives
from NSA, DIA and the military services. 1 recall Sullivan chaired
the meeting and that Huston sat at the opposite end of the table.
Either Helms or Sullivan announced that Helms probably couldn't
stay for the entire meeting but I don't recall Helms leaving, althougu
he did not sit directly at the conference table.

#mORI6 .

e TR PTAN GOMTA LALD
9 v

10 Ll Llﬂf@}éé&. élﬂ/j{é . | ’
BOSUE, * (12, (23957~ 593
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I can't recall the conversation at the meeting'but think that
Sullivan outlined the request of the President to study means of
getting better .intelligence information on new left activities and
violent protest movements in the US, especially with regard to
possible foreign support. I think Sullivan probably outlined areas
of concern and asked representatives present to document where they
felt intelligence was lacking, how it could be obtained, who should
obtain it and what was needed to obtain it. I said I couldn't at this
date recall specific observations or proposals and rather believed
the purpose of the meeting was to outline the general problem and
ask the representatives to document these and come in with specific
recommendations at a subsequent meeting. I am certain Mr. Huston
spoke about the purpose of the meeting but I can't recall his comments.

This was the only meeting of the Working Group I attended.
I told Mr. Suilivan that if agreeable with him I would not attend
subsequent meetings and I thought the FBI had several representatives
present and that the thrust was on new left and related activities. As
I recall he said '"'suit yourself." Johnson pressed me on this and I
told him this was what I expressed to Sullivan but I also was somewhat
uneasy after the first meeting as I did not believe Mr. Hoover was
aware of collection efforts that were likely to be recommended. I
could not state what FBI members attended subsequent meetings but
I believe Charles Brennan and Bill Cregar, and of course, Bill
Sullivan, attended as well as somne other representatives.

I can't say who drafted the report but was sure it was under
Sullivan's direction. During the period of the meetings Deke DeLoach
had retired and Sullivan had been appointed Assistant to the Director
and moved from the 9th & D Building to the Justice Building., 1
don't recall when Mr. Hoover's objections to certain of the
recommendations were added.. I can't say whether I'saw the report
prior to the objections being in it but may have; I do recall seeing
the report after the objections were in it. I don't know whether
Mr. Hoover told Sullivan to put the objections in it but presume
Sullivan knew Mr. Hoover's views and put the objections in on this
basis. I could not answer the question as to whether Mr. Tolson
was the person responsible for having the objections made but felt
he would have objected to the initial recommendations.

NW 88326 Docld:32989627 Page 18 ' T
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I did see the letter from the White House saying the report
had been approved. I believe it was signed by Huston and stated
the President had approved the recommendations. I was aware
Mr. Hoover had either written or seen Attorney General Mitchell
expressing his reluctance and was aware the White House letter was
withdrawn. I din't know why it was withdrawn other than this
occurred after Mr. Hoover went to the Attorney General.

Mr. Johnson asked certain specific questions during or
after the above discussion. He asked what covert mail coverage
was involved since CIA in 1970 was engaged in covert mail inter-
ception. After checking with Mr. Leon F. Schwartz of the FBI,
Mr. Johnson was advised that while I had been released from my
pledge of confidentiality by the FBI in general with regard to the
Huston Committee this matter was under review by the Department

of Justice and I had not been released from my pledge on this
aspect. A similar answer was given to the question about what

was meant by the removal of restrictions on the use of surreptitious
eniry of embassies io obiain crypiographic maiterials.

Mr. Johnson asked if I thought the Huston Committee had
been instigated by Bill Sullivan to more or less force Mr. Hoover
to take a more aggressive stance in intelligence collection., I
answered that I would not like to speculate on this and I could not
make a definite statement yes or no.

v

He asked why the Working Group met at CIA as opposed to
the FBI and whether this had special meaning. I answered thatI
did not think so, that the US Intelligence Board was headed by the
Director of CIA, was concerned with intelligence collection and
met at CIA and also meeting arrangements could probably be better
arranged at CIA in view of parking, conference rooms, etc.

He said Admiral Gayler had stated that he and his predecessor,
Gen., Carter, had tried to get Mr. Hoover to provide more support to
NSA with regard to Communications Intelligence and asked if I was
aware of any such efforts, and if they were in person or in writing.
I said I was aware that Gen. Carter and Adm. Gayler had asked for
support and I believe they might have seen Mr. Hoover personally
and perhaps had written him. .

L Y
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' OTE: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
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TO: fntelligence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index -

FBE

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

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

' DOCUMENT I IBRIEFING I F I INTERVIEW l lTESTIMONY l IOTHER i ;?g
»h bt I S AL of

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

> The Attorney General with s copy for fmmardmg
e to the Chite House

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

Metiopandun reporting results of an interview by S8C
Staff Hewbers of former FBI Inspactor Banxld B, Hoore

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 6. CLASSIFICATION OF
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) INFORMATION (enter
u, ¢, 8, TS or
Codeword)

N u

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are

used underline for emphasis)
aﬁmbm b

u/oa 5pa m@f@:

Concerning the FBY ond the so-called Haston KuesefiTo

Intelligence Collection

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

62-116395

FiR: £l
{4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON 70 CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75
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INSTRUCTIONS-

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

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

e 1If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a
copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.

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

AUG 1271975

$

NR @12 NY CODE

I-w

\5308PM URGENT g-14-75 PLQ

DIREPIOR, FB1 (62~116395)

- FROM : ﬁ NEW YORK (165-146681)

/ T‘T%‘H‘E—T\

/ ATTH: }/éD » We 0. CREGAR ‘}w\

’}/SENSTUDY 753 IS-R g
TTTHERE FOLLOWS A PRELININARY SUMMARY OF INFORWAT ION

" PROVIDED BY SPECIAL AGEN (SA) JAMES P, KEHOE TO STAFF

| MEMBERS OF SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON AUGUST 12, 1975. COMPLETE

' DETAILS WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE BUREAU WHEN THEY ARE RECEIVED
FROM SA KEHOE'S ATTORNEY.
THRE

Aﬂ__SUR VEY ,\

P

IT WAS STATED

SUBJECTS WERE DISCUSSED BY SA KEHOE AM) THEY WERE

N St

HAT TO THE BEST OF HIS RECOLLECTION THIS BEGAN

ABOUT 1959 AND WAS BELIEVED TERMINATED IN 1963. IT BEGAN AS A

SURVEY TO OBSERVE THE OUISIDE OF THE ENVELOPS DESTINED TO VARIOUS
CITIES IN EUROPE, LOOKING FOR IND ICATORS WHICH WOULD LEAD TO
LOCATION OF SOVIET ILLEGAL AGENTS. AT A LATER POINT IN TIME

IO

C@E@ERAGE WAS ALSO MAINTAINED ON CERTAIN ADDRESSES IN EUROPE

W%% ) \
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:./Z COVERAGE WITH REGARD TO SAM SURVEY,
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PAGE Two °"NY 105-146601 T O P

"“I-KENNEDY AIRPORT IN A ROOM AT THE POSTAL AIR MAIL FACILITY.
CERTAIN CONSTAN CITIES WERE EXAMINED AN OTHER CITIES WERE
SELECIED ON A VARIABLE BASIS. WHEN LETTERS WERE OBSERVED THAT
WERE BELIEVED TO MEET THE CRITERIA THEY WERE BROUGHT BACK TO THE
NEY YORK OFFICE (NYO) WHERE THEY WERE OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED
BY THE AGENT CONDUCT ING THE Z COVERAGE . THE VOLUME WAS VERY
StALL , PROBABLY CONSISTING OF ABOUT TEN LETTERS IN A SIX MONTH
PERIOD. A DESCRIPTION OF THE MACHIME UTILIZED IN THE OPENING WAS
PROVIDED AMD IT WAS EXPLAINED THAT WHEN A LETTER , BEL IEVED

TO HaVE BEEN SENT BY A SOVIET AGENT WAS OBSERVED , PHOTO COPIES
WERE PROVIDED TO HEADQUARTERS IN WASHINGTON, AS WELL AS, AN
INVESTIGAT IVE FILE BEING OPENED IN NEW YORK CITY (NYC). THE SIZE
OF THE SQUAD HANDLING THIS TOTAL OPERATION WAS ESTIMATED TO BE
ABOUT TWENTY MEN. IT WAS INDICATED THAT THE POSTAL EMPLOYEES
WHOSE NAMES WERE NOT RECALLED MERELY PROVIDED THE MAIL POUCHES
AND WERE NOT PRESENT IN THE ROOM DURING THE SCREENING PROCESS.,
IT WAS ALSO STATED THAT ANY MAIL REMOVED AMD BROUGHT TO THE NYO
WAS RETURNED TO THE AIRPORT FOR DISPATCH ON THE NEXT OUTGOING
FLIGHT , TO THE CITY OF DEST INATION.

-
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WITH REGARD TO SUN SURVEY IT WAS STATED THAT THIS OPERATION
WAS RUN BY THE SAME SQUAD BUT THAT IN THIS OPERATION THE ONLY
MAIL SCREENED WAS MAIL ADDRESSED TO THE UNITED NATIONS (UN) AT
A POST OFFICE BOX IN GRAMD CENTRAL STATION. THE SCREENING TOOK
PLACE IN A ROOM PROVIDED BY THE POST OFFICE AT GRAND CE NTRAL
STATION AMD THE PURPOSE WAS TO OBTAIN MAIL WHICH MIGHT BE.
ADDRESSED TO SOVIET MEMBERS OF THE UN AT THIS BOX NUMBER . THESE
LETTERS WERE ALSO RETURMNED TO THE NYO AND OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED
IN A SIMILAR MANNER, IN THIS INSTANCE , PHOTOGRAPHS WERE NOT
FORWARDED TO HEAD QUARTERS BUT WERE FORWARDED TO THE INDIVIDUAL
CASE FILE OF THE SOVIET NATIONAL AN THE RESULTS OF THE MAIL
INTERCEPT WOULD BE REPORTED TO THE BUREAU AT THE NEXT REPORTING
SCHED ULE FOR THAT PARTICULAR CASE. IT WAS ESTIMATED THAT SUCH
COVERAGE RESULTED IN THE OPENING OF ABOUT FIVE OR SIX LETTERS
A DAY. '

WITH REGARD TO Z COVERAGE IT WAS EXPLAINED THAT SA KEHOE
HAD NO DIRECT KNOWLEDGE OF THIS OPERATION BUT HAD BEEN PRESENT
IN THE ROOM, IN THE NYO, WHEN MAIL WAS OPENED . NO ESTIMATE COULD
BE GIVEN OF THE INCLUSIVE DATES OF COVERAGE OR THE VOLUME OF MAIL .
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PAGE FOUR NY 185-144861 T O S CRET

,BUT IT WAS STATED THAT ALL MAIL TO THE SOVIET MISSION 1?0 THE
UN (SMUN) WAS OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED IN THE NYO AND THAT THIS

MAIL WAS PROVIDED BY POSTAL OFFICIALS AN THAT AFIER PHOTOGRAPHING ’
THE INFORMATION WOULD BE PROVIDED TO THE INVESTIGATIVE CASE
FILES.

THE NAMES OF SOME IMDIVIDUALS EMPLOYED IN THESE THREE
ORPERAT IONS WERE PROVIDED AND THE THOUGHT EXPRESSED THAT ALL
THREE OPERATIONS MAY HAVE BEEN CONCLUDED AT THE SAME TIME AND THAT
THE DECISION TO CONCLUDE THE OPERATIONS CAME FROM WASHINGTON.

IT WAS STATED THAT SA KEHOE HAD NO KNOWLEDGE AS TO WHICH
OFFICIALS IN WASHINGTON APPROVED THE ORIGINAL PROGRAMS F)R
TERMINATED THEM, BUT IT wAS FELT THAT THE ONLY PERSON WHO COULD
GIVE APPROVAL TO COMMENCE AND TERMINATE WOULD -HAVE HAD TO HAVE
BEEN FORMER DIRECTOR HOOVER ., OTHER QUESTIONS, SUCH AS DID THE
AGENT KNOW SPECIFIC NAMES, WERE ANSWERED EITHER AFFIRMATIVELY OR
MGATIVELY, DEPEND ING UPON THE CIRCUMSTANCES, THE NAMES RECOG~
NIZED WERE POSTAL INSPECTORS, AND QUESTIONS SUCH AS WAS THERE
COOPERAT ION BETWEEN THE CENTRAL INTELL IGENCE AGENCY (CIA) AND )

THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) IN THESE OPERATIONS
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VERE ANSWERED NEGATIVELY. GQUESTIONS AS TO KNOWLEDGE OF THE CIA'S
MAIL SCREENING OPERATION WERE ANSWERED IN EFFECT THAT SA KEHOE
GENERALLY HAD NO KNOWLEDGE OF THESE OPERATIONS OTHER THAN WHAT

HE READ IN THE PAPERS.,

A DIRECT QUESTION WAS ASIED IF SA KEHOE WAS AWARE THAT &
PIECE OF CORRE SPOMDENCE HAD BEEN FOUN IN THE MEDIA BREAK-IN
INDICATING THAT MAIL OPENINGS WENT ON AS LATE AS L978.. THE
ANSWER WAS GIVEN THAT HE HAD READ THIS STATEMENT IN THE PAPERS,
AWD IT WAS THEN ASKED HOW HE WOULD EXPLAIN THIS. HE REPLIED THAT
HE HAD NO KNOWLEDGE OF THIS WHATSOE\ER., BUT THAT IF THE BUREAU
ISSUED A ‘STATMENT ADVISING THAT ALL MAIL OPENINGS CEASED IN L 966,
THEN THERE WAS AN EXPLANATION, BUT SA KEHOE WAS UNAWARE OF IT.

A QUEST ION AS TO WHAT SPECIFIC I ICATORS WERE LOOKED FOR
IN SAM SURVEY WAS NOT ANSVERED ON THE GROUNDS THAT SUCH INFORMATION
\REPRESENTED A SENSITIVE TECHNIQUE THAT WAS STILL VIABLE .

AT NO POINT IN THE PROCEEDINGS DID SA KEHOE EXCERCISE HIS
RIGHT TO CONSTITUTIONAL PRIVILEGE UMER TE FIFTH AMENDMENT .

CLA-SS LEIED—BY— kb WG-S5 HE—5— D EF ENEFE—

END .
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT A;:;c-:;ry
i A
Memorandum e
?slyst
Ext. Affairs
TO ¢ Mr. J. B. Adams DATE:® 7/8/'75 Files & Com. __

Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection
Inteil.

ff&f{m :  Legal Counge %MQJ,’";

S g F :
suBJecT: ~SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE — .:-" 01:5?*' L seello.

ONINTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES— . \0\\5 Tologhons Ao

Director Sec’y —__

Mr. Callahan requested that a research be conducted to
determine whether the FBI or the Department of Justice would be
authorized to pay for private counsel for employees called to testify
before the Senate Select Committee and who desired private counsel.

I advised Mr. Callahan that the position of the FBI and the
Department is that we could not provide counsdidirectly to the individuals
because of the potential conflict of interest between the rights of the
individual and the duties of our officers. However, I told him that to my
knowledge the question concerning whether the Government ceuld pay for
private counsel selected by the employee has not been researched.

Mr. Callahan therefore requested that the research be conducted.

RECOMMENDA TION: e e

That the Administrative Division and Legal Counsel confer
and prepare an appropriate response to Mr. Callahans request.

e Jsocld: 329859627

e \"]08
1 - Mr. Wannall EC-42 ‘. \W
1 - Mr. Walsh /2 //@é_ e
1 - Mr. Daly DA
1 - Mr. Donahue C Aue 11978
1 - Mr. Mintz LN
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

J. B.

Mr.
FROM : Tegal Counsd%%ah‘(’ g

Adams DATE: 7/23/75

:ﬁmoué

i Vo
hd vl V._‘l",

, £ S
SUBJEC;\\AUTHORI'EY _OF“FBI AND DEPARTMENT OF f 2 B [ffé
A JUSTICE TO RETAIN PRIVATE COUNSEL TO

REPRESENT EMPLOYEES

/'egal Counsel memorandum to you dated 7-8-75
captioned(JSenate Select Committee on Intelligence
Activities, " F&commended that the Administrative Division

Assoc, Dir,

Ext. Affates
Files & Com. .—

Gen. Inv,
Ident.
Inspection
Intell. — \_‘___.L‘ o
chnrafory‘i%L
Legal Counl 2!
Plan. & EVdIL . 7
Spec. Inv. _"

Training
Telephone Rm,
Director Sec’y

and Legal Counsel Division confer and prepare an appropriate

response to Mr. Callahan's request that research be con-
ducted to determine whether the FBI or the Department of
Justice would be authorized to pay for private counsel for
employees who are called to testify before the Senate
Select Committee and who desire private counsel. We have
also undertaken to present the statutory considerations
governing the provision of such representation in a legal
proceeding as distinguished from a legislative hearing.

Title 5, United States Code, Section 3106,

"Except as otherwise authorized
by law, the head of an Executive
department or military department
may not employ an

counsel £ ‘E@@ Ta.b t&cﬁé Mé -J/‘D
tion in which the Unlted States,

) N
/ ¥
. s
4;' l,’

states:

,530

-an agency, or an employee thexeefpyg 1 1975

is a party, or is interested, ox
for the securing of evidence
for, but shall refer the matter to
the Department of Justice. . . .

- -~

This statutory prohibition makes it clear that
only the Attorney General has the authority to make a
contract for special employment of an attorney. This
Bureau, as an agency of the Department of Justice, ob-
viously does not have authority to do that which is
denied to Executive departments which are otherwise of
coequal stature to the Department of Justice.

1 - Mr. Callahan 1l - Mr. Adams

1 - Mr. Jenkins 2 - Mr. Mintz

1 - Mr. Donahue 1 - Mr. Wal XV" C "
5
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| Memorandum to Mr. J. B, Adams
' Re: Authority of FBI and Department of Justice
to Retain Private Counsel to Represent Employees

An examination of our budgetary language by

representatives of the Administrative Division and this
Division does not disclose any explicit or implicit
authority which would qualify as "otherwise authorized by
law, . . - under the above statute. The statutory
authorlty for provision of private counsel is contained in
Title28, United States Code, Section 515, which gives the
Attorney General the authority to app01nt and pay special
attorneys. However, this authority is circumscribed by the
statement that these attorneys "may, when specifically
directed by the Attorney General, conduct any kind of legal
proceeding, civil or criminal, including grand jury pro-
ceedings and proceedings before committing magistrates,
which United States Attorneys are authorized by law to

| conduct. . . ." It is evident then that this authority

| pertains only to proceedings held within the judicial

| system, not to hearings held before a legislative body.
Such a hearing is not a "legal proceeding" and is not
one "which United States Attorneys are authorized by
law to conduct. . . ."

In the event that employees need representation
in a legal proceeding and the Department believes that a
potential conflict of interest would prevent it from
providing counsel, outside counsel could be appointed and
paid under the statute up to the monetary limits fixed.
Whether the Department would allow the individual employee
to designate or select the outside counsel would be a
matter of Departmental policy but we see no reason why
such an individual selection would not ordinarily be
approved.

We are aware that the Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) has recently engaged the law firm of Arnold
and Porter and that Mr. Mitchell Rogovin of that firm
has been designated as the individual attorney to represent
that agency. Inquiry with CIA has determined that the
authority relied on for this action is Title 50, United
States Code, Section 403j, which states:

ey

: (CONTINUED - OVER)
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Authority of FBI and Department of Justice
to Retain Private Counsel to Represent Employees

"(a) Notwithstanding any other
other provisions of law, sums
made available to the Agency
by appropriation or otherwise
may be expended for purposes
necessary to carry out its
functions, including --

"(1) personal services, including
personal services without regard
to limitations on types of
persons to be employed. . . ."

| appaves would emphasize, however, that the counsel

| hlredArepr ents the CIA, not individual employees, and

| that private counsel has the same problems as does their
"in-house" counsel. Therefore, no firm or individual
hired by that agency can provide counsel to the individual
employee in any situation which presents a potential
conflict between the interests of the individual and the
interests of the agency.

CONCLUSION:

We conclude that there is no authority for either
the FBI or the Department to pay for private counsel
selected by empLdees~galled to_testify before the Senate

elect Committee_or anz_other leglslatlve body. TIf an
employee called to testify in such a forum deSi¥es private
counsel, or where a potential conflict of interest makes
representation by "in-house" counsel or the Department
impossible, the employee must decide if the possible
consequences warrant the personal expense of such counsel

and, if so, responsibility for payment rests with him,

Furthermore, private counsel retained by an
agency having authority to do so would be under the
same disabilities as "in-house" or Departmental counsel
in situations presenting a potential conflict of interest.

SR

(CONTINUED - OVER)
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Authority of FBI and Department of Justice
to Retain Private Counsel to Represent Employees

The only authority for payment by the Department of
private counsel would be in a legal proceeding in the
judicial system under Title 28, United States Code,

Section 515,

RECOMMENDATION ::

None. For information.

%

a
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. This mémorandum records Bureau waiver from seqrecy
agreement for interview of Atlanta Field Office (FO) SA Edward A.
Shea by Senate Select Committee (SSC) Staff Members at Atlanta,

7/22-23/75, X

1}
]

- Mr, W. R. Wannall
Mr, W. O. Cregar
Mr. D. Ryan

Mr., S. F, Phillips

o

Ay
_SENSTUDY 751

s
R

el o
1

Supervisor S. F. Phillips of the Senstudy 75 Project
was in- Atlanta 7/22/75 in connection with the interviews there
of six SAs (five from Atlanta FO; one who traveled to Atlanta
from Knoxville FO) by SSC Staff MEmbers Michael Epstein and
Mary DeOreo. Interviews concerned the former FBI investigation
of Martin ILuther King, Jr. At approximately 5:00 p.m,,
7/22/75, Epstein telephonically contacted Phillips and advised
that one of the interviews developed information resulting in
his desire to interview a seventh SA, Edward A, Shea of the
Atlanta FO. 1In order to avoid another trip to Atlanta,

Epstein asked if Phillips could obtain FBI clearance for “the
interview which would concern: (1) any possible COINTELPRO
operations in Atlanta with respect to King or the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC); (2) Shea's assignment
to a '"file review or file retiieval" project during past year
concerning COINTELPRO; and (3) concerning COINIELPRO "'generally."
(It should be noted that earlier this year, Shea handled a
project relating to classifying documents in Atlanta files
regarding COINTELPRO. Shea alvised.Phillips of this and also
said that he does not recall seeing any documents regarding
COINTELPRO/SCLC - KING.) Epstein desired to interview Shea

the morning of 7/23/75. o,
REC 1T 6a-/espc-B 3

62-116395 ;
R 104 e

(Personnel File SA Edward A. Shea)
5 JUL 311975
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Memorandum to Mr., W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

On basis of foregoing request, Phillips
telephonically contacted Assistant Director (AD) Mintz
who granted clearance for (1) and (2) above and suggested
withholding clearance on (3) pending further request from
Epstein after interview on items (1) and (2). Mintz asked
that Phillips touch base with AD Wannall for his concurrence.,
In the absence of Wannall who was out of the building,
Deputy AD T. Leavitt concurred with Mintz. At about 5:30 p.m.,
7/22/75, Epstein was telephonically advised by Phillips as
indicateéed above--clearance for (1) and (2); not for (3) at
this time. Arrangements were then made for interview of
Shea morning of 7/23/75.

Subsequent interview of Shea (being reported
separately) apparently satisfied Epstein and it does not
appear there will be any further request as to item (3).

.};}' ??,»
QJ“ o
fm

ACTION ¢

None., For information.

LN
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Telephone Rm. ——

Pirector Sec'y ——
B
This memorandum records that no effort %4s being iﬁd%?‘”
made to respond to a request of the Senate Select Committee’
(SSC) dated 6/27/75, pursuant to insStructions of the

Deputy Attorney General, until such time as the Department

can obtain clarification from the SSC regarding the meaning

of parvagraph 2 in the SSC's letter of 6/27/75.

Memorandum Wannall to Adams, dated 6/30/75, reviewed
a draft copy of the SSC's letter to the Department. This
draft copy is dated 6/25/75. It is identical in content with
the final version dated 6/27/75.

Memorandum Cregar to Wannall, dated 7/2/75, reported
the results of a meeting in the office of the Deputy Attorney
General on the morning of 7/2/75. 1In this memorandum it was
pointed out that the Deputy Attorney General found consideraiiégii:
difficulty in understanding paragraph 2 of the SSC's draft of
a letter dated 6/25/75. He noted that in view of the
ambiguities found in the letter, as well as the lack of any
specific agreement entered into with the SSC by the Department.
and/or the FBI, the Department should prepare a letter over
the Attorney General's signature asking for clarification.

In the meantime, the Deputy Attorney General advised that we
should take no action responsive to the requests levied on

the FBI in this letter. To date, we have received no infor-
mation from the Department that a letter asking for clarification
of the SSC has been sent

N ak\ﬁ,. REC-10 421/ 163 cz( @3?

= 5 JuL g7 P
¢ 97
WOC:1hb | FN)\.GS\SR%; = 5 / \j)
(6) \\ CONTINUEB__.JOVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

The purpose of this memorandum is to note for the
record that no effort is being made to develop responses to
the SSC request of 6/27/75 until such time as the Department
obtains the clarification described above. This position
was noted during a conference that the Director and other
Bureau officials had with the Attorney General on the morning
of 7/15/75.

Enclosed herewith is a copy of the 6/27/75 request
mentioned above.

| ACTION:

For information and record purposes.

»
o P
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(PURSUANT TO S, RET.21, HTH CONGRESS)
. WASHINGTON.D.C. 20510 R

June 2%; 1975

The Honorable Edward H. Levi
Attorney General

U. S. Department of Justice :
Washington, D. C. 20530 ; - ‘

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

: Enclosed with this letter are notifications
concerning certain matters currently unfer investigation
by the Select Committee which relate to government entities

under your Jjurisdiction.

These notifications are submiffed pursuant to

‘an agreement between the Committee, the various intelli-
gence entities, and the White House. Pwrsuant to that
agreement, the various entities in the Executive Branch
have agreed not only to make available the pertinent
witnesses, but also to submit in response all information
and material which they possess that is relevant to the
areas and cases which the Committee wiskes tc investigate.
The response should include all relevan® underlying docu-
mentation and other information, including documents
which may not have come to the Committee's attention and
which the Committee has not specifically requested, and
all material relating to any prior Execitive Branch inguiry
into the matter. In addition, we would welcome a current
analysis of the particular questions raised by the Commit-
tee and any other observations on the &mgect that gob'\“JL,E £FAIR
believe«would be helpful. Iﬁ?vr OF LEGSH o
- BYRN_‘E;w

We welcome the promise of coo&x@fionFﬁna vd?Wm?fjﬂl
disclosure that underlies that agreement. Succ 2ss in ful-
filling the ifull disclosure policy conualned iin the Qﬂ”,frh
ment is indispensible to the Committee's analysls anéd-to
the formulation of our ultimate Tfindings, icoriclusions, and
recommendations. . -
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The anérable Edward H. Levi . -
‘Page Two ’ June 27, 1975

Within the Committee mandate, contained in
S. Res. 21, there are four broad subjects relating to the
intelligence community which we are required to investi-
gate and study in order to determine the facts and ulti-
mately to decide whether to make recommendations for
legislative or other changes. They are:

1. The structure, performance, and utility of
_government operations with respect to intel-~
ligence activities.

2. Whether certain policies or practices are
¢ or are not illegal, unethical, or otherwise
improper.

3. ‘Whether there has or has not been excessive
duplication or inadequate coordination be-
tween and among intelligence agencies and,
more generally, the efficiency of intelli-

~gence activities.

4. Whether there has or has not been adequate
internal and external control and oversight
over the policies and practices of intelli-

_gence agencies.

In attempting to find the answers to these funda-
mental questions, the Committee is proceeding in two ways.
First, we are examining intelligence functions broadly as
instruments of government policy, giving attention to the
authority for particular functions, the problems which
intelligence zactivities are designed to solve, the proce=
dures by which intelligence activities are and have been
proposed,, approved, executed, evaluated, and terminated,
the range and scope of the activities utilized to achieve
intelligence objectives, and the propriety and utility of
the activities undertaken. Second, we will examine in
depth certain subjects within the broad topics of inves-~
tigation. (We would, of course, welcome your suggesticn
of other cases that would give added insight into intelli-
gence matters under your jurisdiction,) These specific

- subjects for investigation are not intended to limit the
Scope contained in the more general questions.

%

rd
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The Honérable Edward H. Levi ‘ ‘
Page Three _ . dJune 27, 1975

- .
.
s

-

The annexed notifications spell these matters
out in greater detail. In addition, they ask certain
specific questions, set forth certain previously requested
documents not yet received, request additional documents,¥
‘ " and, in some cases, ask for the_names and present addresses
| of pergons who have held certalin positions. Where appro-
priate, the subject's description indicates that, pursuant
to the agreed Outline for Inquiry Procedures, the matter
primarily concerns allegations of abuse or other contro-
versial specific matters where there is reason to believe
improprieties may have occurred. PFinally, the notifications
indicate the name(s) of the staff member(s) who, in addition
t9 the Committee's senior staff, will be responsible for the
particular matters. - ’
' The Committee, in the course of the next few
months, will undertake other subjects for investigation
as its work proceeds and will notify you as appropriate.

We look forward to your cooperation in these

>4

;‘7”2 n-,'{ /{IWW‘Z
Prank Church
Chairman

matters.

7

s’
>

‘ ohn Tower
c/// _ Vice Chairman

et

®¥ These specific requests are not, of course, intended

to limit the agreement to come forward with all rele=
vant information and material, including documents, whether
or not they have been brought to the Committee's attention
or have been specifically requested by the Committee.
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I. Issues

The Committee's inquiry into the intelligence and
counterintelligence activitlies of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation 1s examining fundamental issues which
bear directly on the zdequacy of current legislation
and administrative organizatlion and procedure. The
Comnittee seecks to determine whether FBI intelligence
and counterintelligence activities achieve legitimate
objectives in conformity with the rule of law. Among
the basic issues to be addressed are the following:

"A., VWhat is the legal authority for FBI intelligence .
- and counterintelligence activities? Should the
FB1fs authority be clarified or revised or
e incorporated in a comprehensive statutory
charter?

B, vhat limitations are placed on FBI Intelligence
and counterintelligence activities by the
Constitution and laws of the United States?
Should these limitations be clarified or
revised?

C. What have been the purposes and aims of FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities?
Should these cbjéctives be modified? .

D. How have the intelligence and counterintelligence
activities of the FBI been organized and coordinated
with other agencies of government? Should these
procedures and practices be revised?

E. What have been the procedures for and technilques
of intelligence gathering and dissemination and
counterintelligence operations used by the FBI?
Under what conditions and through what procedures
should these methods and techniques be used in
the future?

F. What have been and should.be the mechanisms for
internal and external policy-making, control,
and supervision of FBI intelligence and counter-
Intelligence activities?

%

MWW 88376 Docld:32983627 Page 41




P

. T
LR -
. .
o )
) “"' ' .
“ -2
. .

—

4.
-

As a means of examining the above issues in the
eontext of actual FBI intelligence operations,

the Committee intends to study certain specific
topics, some of which are general in nature, and
others of which involve specific cases, programs

or techniques. Part II, below, contains descriptions
of the general areas into which the Committee: intends
to inquire. Part III contains descriptions-of the
specific cases mentioned above. The descriptions
specifically indicate whether the investigation may
concentrate on specific allegations of possible
abuses or other controversial matters where there

is. reason to believe improprieties may have occurred.

" In dddition to the topics described below, additional
- areas of inquiry may develop during the course of the

Committee's work.

FLN
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IT. Areas of General Inquiry

o

A. .Legal Authority. for FBI Intelligence and Counter—
intelligence Activities

The Committee is examining the legal basis for FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities.
There may be serious gquestion as to the adeguacy
of the present legislative framework for the FBI's
functions in these fields. Current statutes

+ authorize the FBI to perform investigative and law
enforcement functions, but they do not specifically
authorize intelligence or counterintelligence
‘activities. Therefore, the Committee seeks to
determine whether the FBI's authority should be
clarified, revised, or incorporated in a compre-
hensive statutory charter.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
r - Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

B. Organization and Operation of the FBI Intelli-
gence Division .

The Committee is investigating the structure and:
operating practices of the FBI Intelligence Divi-
sion. Proposals have been made that the national
security intelligence and counterintelligence
functions of the FBI should be lodged in a separate
agency or otherwise separated from the FBIl's

criminal investigative activities. Further recom-
mendations have been advanced for improved coordina-’
tion between the FBI and other intelligence agencies,
‘for strengthened supervision of FBI intelligence and
counterintelligence activities by the Attorney
Genergl or an independent board, and for clearer
standards and procedures for FBI activities in this
grea. Therefore, the Committee desires complete
information on the operating practices and proce-
dures of the FBI Intelligence Division and of the
field office activities supervised by the Intelll—
gence Division.

v
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A .
 The Committee's inquiry focuses on the following
specific areas:

i. FBI Inﬁernal Security Intelligence Operations

The Committee seeks to determine the nature

and purpose of FBI intelligence operations

"directed at foreign intelligence activities

and subversive or extremist activities within

the United States. It has been alleged that

the scope of FBI intelligence investigations

is too broad and has extended to legitimate .
. political activities.. Consequently, the Com-
.o mittee must examine how the FBI's responsibili-
ties have been defined.

\ <" Responsible staff: Senior staff
: ’ Task Force leader
‘ Mark Gitenstein

2. The FBI and the U. S. Intelligence Community

The Committee seeks to determine what have
been the policies and procedures for coordina-
tion between the FBI and other agencies in the

—H: S. intelligence community. There have been
occasions in the past where friction between
the FBI and other agencies has produced serious
dissatisfaction.within the U. S. intelligence
community. The purpose of this inquiry is to
evaluate the adequacy of past and present cc-
.ordinating mechanisms.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

2 Y
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FBI Foreign Counterintelligsnce Opérations

The Committee seeks to determine the nature of

FBI counterintelligence operations directed at
foreign intelligence activities within the

United States or at any other hostile foreign-
related activities within the United States.

Since FBI operations to "counter" these activi-
ties go beyond intelligence collection, the
Committee must consider whether sucéh practices
require statutory authorization. The impact .
of counterintelligence operations on United

' States foreign relations will also be considered..

Responsible staff: Senior staff
- Task Force leader
Loch Johnson
Barbara Banoff

Inspection Division Investigations

The Committee is examining the relationship

of the FBI Inspection Division to FBI intelli-
gence and counterintelligence activities. This
includes both regular Inspection.Division
reviews of Intelligence Division and field
office functions and specific investigations

of allegations of improper conduct in connec-

tion. with FBI intelligence activities.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task PForce leader
Mark Gitenstein

F1°Y
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5. FBI Intelligence Activities and State or Local
Law Enforcement Agencies

The Committee seeks to determine the nature of
the relationships between FBI intelligence
.activities and state ahd local law enforcement
agencies. This subject involves the delicate
balance between the necessary ccntralization
of certain law enforcement activities and the
Constitutionally-mandated decentralization of
general law enforcement responsibility. It 1is

P necessary for the Committee to evaluate the
centralizing influence of the FBI, as well as
the FBI's role as a check on local law enforce-
ment abuses.
Responsible staff: Senior staff

* Task Force leader

- i Mark Gitenstein
: ' Walter Ricks

F1Y ) ' -
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Geheral Questions

The descriptions which follow of the specific cases the
Committee intends to study are.intended to serve the
dual purpose of notifying the FBI of the issues the
Committee will explore in connection with cach case
and eliciting from the FBI all information and material
in+its possession relating to the questions the Committee
wishes to explore in each case. In order to avoid
unnecessary repetition of certain questions which will
be basic to the Committee's investigations of each

- case, certain fundamental questions are set forth T
below. As .to each case described, the .Committee

intends to explore these fundamental.questions, and

« expects that the FBI will, as to each case, provide

all information and material it has relating to these
basic questions even though they are not repeated in

4 the discussion of each particular area.

1.

6.

7.

8.

10.

11.

,

What is or has been the legal authority for the
activity? ' ) ’

What have been the purposes of the activity?
What techniques have been employed in the activity?

What kinds of information have been” gathered in
the activity?

How have specific uses of the activity been initiated
and approved?

How have the targets for the activity been selected?.
What have been the criteria for target selection?

fiow has the intelligence which is collected been
used?

To whom has the intelligence collected been dis-
seminated?

What has been the basis for any dissemination with

respect to.each recipient?

How has the activity been coordinated with other
intelligence agencies?

,
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12. What have been the effects of this coordination?

l%. ‘To what extent has each of the foregoing been com-
patlble with the legal authority.for and the purposes
of the activity?

-,

14. By what means has the activity been monitored,
controlled and administered?

15.‘ What are the potentiai abuses to which the activity
. may lead?

16. To what abuses has the activity led?
17. What steps have been ﬁaken to investigafte such
' abuses?

«*18. What steps have been taken to avoid such abuses?

> 19. Jhat have been the costs and utlllty of the
. activity? ;

In some instances, the specific questions set forth
below may appear to .repeat some of the general questions.
The purpose in such cases is simply to clarify the appli-
cation of. the general question to the specific case.
Except where inapplicable by their terms, all general
questions relate to each specific case.

F2 S
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A. Electronic Surveillance

The Committee is examining all forms of electronic
interception of communications including wiretap-
ping, electronic eavesdropping, consensual elec-
tronic surveillance interception of video and data
communications, local monitoring devices, and all
other forms of electronic or technical monitoring.
The Committee's general questions apply to each of
e the techniques listed above, as well as to the

matters set forth in the following specific cases.

"1. Warrantless Electronicrsurveillance

The Committee seeks to determine whether the
. Attorney General should have- -the authority
to authorize electronic surveillance for cer-
. tain purposes without a prior judicial warrant.
! This power has been exercised by succeeding
Attorneys General since 1940, upon the explicit
directive of the President. The Supreme Court
has ruled that this power does not extend to
purely domestic matters, but the remaining scope
of the Attorney General's authority remains un-
defined by the Supreme Court.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the following specific
- questions:

a. What is the scope and basis of the claim
of Executive authority to conduct warrant-
less electronic surveillance?

» b. What have been the procedures for considera-
tion and approval of requests for warrantless
electronic surveillanece authorized by the
Attorney General?

. ¢. What are the specific disadvantages of the
Judicial warrant requirement for those

electronic surveillances which have been
authorized by the Attorney General?

FL Y ) -

NW 88326 Docld:32989627 Page 49




N .
7 ) B ’ . ’ .-
1 - -

- 10 -

."\

e s d. Does the Fourth Amendment permit the
. issuance of judicial warrants for elec-
tronic surveillance on grounds other than
ordinary probable cause where national
security intelligence purposes are advanced
to justify the surveillance?

e. To what extent are the specific procedures
of Title III of the Omnibus Crime Control
Act of 1968 inappropriate for electronic
surveillance conducted for national secu-
rity intelligence purposes9

. Documents

The Committee reques%s the following additional
< documents bearing on the questions stated above:

L ¢ @& All written justifications for the specific

- . authorizations by the Attorney General for
warrantless electronic surveillance from
January 1, 1960, until the present.

b. All documents reflecting the denial by the
Attorney General of specific requests for
warrantless electronic surveillance from
January 1, 1960, until the present.

¢c. Committee staff access toinformation con-
tained in the impounded documents, deposi-
tions, and other materials in all pending
civil suits which involve warrantless
s ‘electronic surveillance and in which the
Committee has received the consent of the
plaintiffs for such access.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mlke Epstein

F1 Y
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Warrantless Electronic Surveillance and
"T,eaks"

“The Committee is examining several instances of
the use of warrantless electronic surveillance
and other investigative“techniques in connection
with "leaks" of classified information. These
"cases may involve specific allegations of abuse
or other controversial matters where there 1is
reason to believe Improprieties may have
occurred. These instances include:

a. The investigation of alleged "leaks" by or
to 17 Executive officials and newsmen :
- between May 1969 and February 1971.

b. The investigation of alleged "leazaks" from
a military staff member assigned to the
National Security Council in 1971-72.

¢. The reported investigation of columnist
Joseph Kraft in 1969.

d. The reported investigation of the activities
of Mrs. Anna Chennault and Vice Presidential
candidate Spiro Agnew in 1968.

e. Any other instances of warrantless electronic
surveillance in connection with the investi-
gation of "leaks" to the press.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the

Justice Department address the following specific

questions: ‘

a. Through what procedures and by whom were
each of these electronic surveillances auth-
orized and approved, continued, and terminated?

b. As to each person to whom information was
disseminated, please state:

(1) The nature of the information.

(2) The basis for the dissemination.

1N
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(3) The date of each dissemination.

(4) The use which was in fact made of the
information by the recipilent.

What evaluations were made of the original
grounds for the surveillance as it progressed?

What were the results of the evaluations?
Who made them?

What are the reasons fér use of electronic
surveillance without Jjudicial warrant to
investigate "leaks" of classified information

to the press?

How does each of the above instances relate
to these reasons? .

To what extent would requirement of a
warrant interfere with the ability to
detect such leaks?

onsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
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-, 3. Surveillance of Dr. Martin Luther King

" This investigation examines the authorization for,
conduct and termination of, and deliberations
regarding the surveillance of Dr. King. This case
may involve specific allegations of abuses and other:
controversial matters where there is reason to be-
lieve improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the -
Justice Department address the following specific
° questions:

a. Through what procedures and by whom were
. wiretaps and electronic bugs of Dr. King
initiated, approved, continued, and termina-
a ted? '

b. What were the locations, extent, and
’ duration of the electonic surveillances
of Dr. King?

.¢c. What were the grounds of national security,
if any; for the introduction of the electronic
surveillances of Dr. King?

d. - What was the relationship tetween the information
collected and each of the purposes of the
surveillance?

e. What evaluations weré made of the original
grounds for the surveillanee as it progressed?

f. What were the results of those evaluations?

g. Who made them? .

o hs m e o e

h. What periodic evaluations were made of the
relationship between the information being
collected and the original objectives of the
surveillance? .

i. What were the results of the evaluations?

-

j. Who made them?

1
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k. To whom were any results of the
surveillance disseminated?

1. As to each person to whom information was
disseminated, please state

(1)
(2)
(3)
(%)

The
The

The

The
the

nature of the information.
basis for the dissemination.
date of each dissemination.

use which was in fact made of
information -

Responsible staff: Senior staff

Task Force Leader
Mike Epstein
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Surveillance at the Democratic National— - -
Convention, Atlantic City, 1964 ;

The Committee is examining the use of
surveillance and other intelligence operations

in Atlantic City, New Jersey, on or about the
time of the Democratic Mational Convention in
'1964. This case may involve specific allegaticns
of abuses and other controversial matters where
there is reason to believe improprieties may
have occurred.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

a. Did the FBI conduct electronic surveillance
and other intelligence operations at this
time and place?

b. Who were the targets?'

¢. Through what procedures and by whom were the
decisions made to engage in electronic
surveillance and intelligence operations
at this time and place?

d. What were the nature, extent, and duration
of the electronic surveillance and other
intelligence operations at this time and
place?

e. What was the relationship between each target
selected and the purpose of the surveillance?

f. Waé the FBI requested to conduct such
surveillance by any person or organizatlon
outside the FBI?

g. If so, by whom, when, and for what stated
reason?

h. To whom were the results of the surveillance
disseminated?

i. As to each person whom information was
disseminated, please state
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nature of the information.

basis for the dissemination.

date of each dissemination.

use which was in fact made of
information. }

Responsible staff: Senior Staff

1Y
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Surreptitious Entfy

.The purpose of this inquiry is to determine the

+

__NW 88326 Docld:32989627

extent to which the FBI has used surreptitious
entry as an intelligence technique, either through
its own operations or through operations by other
agencies and individuals. This case may involve
allegations of abuse and controversial mattiers
where there is reason to believe improprieties

may have occurred.

Questions .
The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice.
Department address the following specific questions:

1. What are the scope and basis of the claim of
Executive authority to conduct warrantless

' surreptitious entry as asserted by the
Department of Justice in United States v.
Ehrlichman?

2. What surreptitious entries have been carried
out by the FBI or by another government agency
with the knowledge of the FBI from January 1,
1960, to the present? Please list by date,
place,and target.

3. As to any instance in which the FBI has refused
. to comply with another agency's request for
surreptitious entry, what was .

a. The basis for the refusal?
b. The reason given for the request?

L. VWhat procedures were employed to authorize any
surreptitious entry identified under 2, and who
authorized each such entry?

5. To the extent applicable by their terms, each of
the above questions and the General Questions
wlll be explored specifically with reference to
any entry or proposed entry at an embassy in
May 1972.

Responsible Staff: Senior Staff

Task Force Leader

Mike. Epstein

e . Paul Wallach
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¢+ Maill Covers and Mail Openings

.The Committee 1s examining the conduct of mail covers

and mall openings by or on behalf of the FBI and any
Iinstances of mail openings or intercepts which may
have been conducted by or on behalf of the FBI. This
inquiry may involve allegations of abuse or other
controversial matters where there is reason to
belleve improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice .
Department address the following specific. questions:

1. The specific purposes of all mail covers conducted
in connection with FBI intelligence and counter-
intelligence activities. Thils includes all

t documents pertaining to FBI decisions to request
Postal Service mail covers and lists of all
subjects upon whom mail covers have been placed
as a result of FBI requests since January 1, 1960.

2. The procedures and practices Tor the dissemination
of information from mail covers requested by the
FBI. This includes a list of all entities to whom
maill cover information has been disseminated since
January 1, 1960.

3. VWhether or not FBI personnel may have conducted
mail covers in violation of existing Postal Service
‘regulations. For any mail covers which may have
been .conducted by FBI personnel or for the FBI by
persons other than Postal Service employees, from
January 1, 1960, to the present: identify the
physical location where the mail cover was
conducted, the names of all persons who participated

s in and authorized the mail cover, and a brief-
explanation of the purpose of the mail cover and
why 1t was initiated.

4, Whether or not the FBI has opened mail or caused
mall to be opened, either with or without the
permission of the Postal Service. For all
incidents of mail opening which may have been
conducted by FBI employees or by other persons
in cooperation with the FBI, from January 1,

1960, until the present: identify the physical
Lecation where the mail was opened or intercepted,
the names of the individuals who participated in
the opening or intercept, and the purpose of the

W 88326 Docld:32989627 Page®Bening or intercept.
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Documents

The Committee requests the following additional
documents bearing on the questions stated above:
1. All documents which“discuss, refer to, or
- relate to the origins, authorizations,
conduct, and termination of and procedures
for the mail covers, intercepts, and openings
- 1dentified in 3 and 4 above.

Responsible Staff: Senior Staff
Task Force Leader
Paul Wallach

F1 Y
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ir-As to the following technlques, the Committee's

T Inquiry will Tinitially be confined to the General
-Questions. As the inquiry procecds, areas of
potential abuse and thus-of specific inquiry beyond
the General Questions may develop:

P

- Y. Incommunicado detention and interrogation.
s 2. Photographic and television surveillance.

. 3. Polygraphs.

Y., The obtaining of bank, credit, school, and
other personal records and information,
including the obtaining of information under

¢ ~ false pretext.

N
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'COINTELPRO and Disruptive Activities

The Committee is investigating the circumstances
surrounding the origins of, authorization for, and
implementation of the FBI program known as COINTEL-
PRO and any similar programs. This Inquiry may
involve allegations of abuse and controversial matters

wherée there is rcason to believe improprieties may

have occurred. The scope of this investigation

covers:

’ -

1.. COINTELPRO ~- Communist Party USAj;

2. COINTELPRO -- Socialist VWorkers Party;

3. COINTELPRO -- White Hate Groups;

4., COINTELPRO ~-- Black Extremists;

5t. COINTELPRO -- New Left;

6. COINTELPRO -- Special Operations (except as
targeted against hostile foreign intelligence
services); .

7°~“COINTELPRO -— Puerto Rican Independence Groups;

8. COINTELPRO -~ Operation Hoodwink

9. Any other activities of the FBI which have or
have had the purpose and effect of disrupting
domestic groups or discrediting U.S. citizens,
whether or not carried out under a COINTELPRO
program.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

10

Under what circumstances, through what proce-
dures, and by whom were these programs initiated,
authorized, and terminated? .

Under what circumstances and through what pro-
cedures did the FBI discover and report to the
Attorney General the existence of items 7 and 8
identified above and similar disruptive activities
not included in the original review of COINTELPRO
asativities conducted by the Department of Justice
in 19742 ’

t
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~ 3. What were the purposes of each program?

-4, In each case, by what means was it intended the
purpose would be accomplished?

5. What internal FBI procedures were adopted for
the consideration and approval of specific dis-
"ruptive activities and for determining the
results of such activities? ‘
s+ 6. As to each operation listed above, and any
others of a fundamentally similar kind, identify
by type the sources of the information used
- against individuals and groups for disruptive
purposes. : :

. 7. As to each instance in which such information
s was obtained through electronic surveillance

* e (a) .What or who was the target of the sur-
veillance?

(b) Was the surveillance legal?

(¢) Was the surveillance cdnducted pursuant to
- warrant?

(a) .What were the dates of the surveillance?

-

(e) What were the precise means of surveillance?

. (f) Who authorized the surveillance (both
within and without the FBI)?

(g) What was the purpose of the surveillance?

8. As to each case listed above and all fundamen-
tally similar cases, what was the legality and
o propriety of the distruptive activities? Should
any of the activities referred to in the above
sentence be forbidden by statute, considered
for future use, or otherwise subject to statu-
tory or administrative regulation?

%

&
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e 9. In what activities has.the FBI engaged since
= April 28, 1971, the purpose or .effeé¢t of which

has been to disrupt domestic groups or discredit
U.S. citizens or which bear any other similarity
to the purposes or effects of COINTELPRO.
activities?

10. What restrictions, directives, or other measures
have been adopted by the FBI and the Justice
Department to 1limit or regulate the use of

' such disruptive techniques? -

-The fommittee will investigate all COINTELPRO and

- disruptive activities identified above. On the basis )
of a review of the summaries of COINTELPRO cases prepared
for the so-called Petersen Committee, as well as other

+» sources of information, the Committee will develop
further requests for information and documents.

Respdnsible Staff: Senior Staff
Task Force Leader
Les Seidel
Mike Epstein
Walter Ricks
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Clandestine Infcrmént Activities

The Committee 1Is examining all aspects of the
FBI's use of informants, sources, and undercover
personnel and the techniques employed by such per-
sons. ~Although informants are the single most
productive source of intelligence information, the
difficulties of controlling their activities may
increase the possibility of improper conduct. The
use of informants to infiltrate organizations also
may pose dangers to the right of associational pri-
vacy. Consequently, proposals have been made for
,the imposition of a judicial warrant requirement
‘'or other safeguards for the use of informants.

The Committee seeks to evaluate such proposals as
well as the contributions of informants to the
accomplishment of legitimate objectives.

In addition, the Commitfee is examining informant
Yctivities with respect to several particular situa-
tions and cases. This investigation may involve
‘specific allegations of abuse or controversial
matters where there 1is reason to believe improprie-
ties may have occurred. The Committee's inquiry
covers the general circumstances surrounding the
following incidents or cases:

a. Wounded XKnee;
b. Kent State;

‘e. - New York v. Stroble (Attica);

d. United States v. Buckalew (Gainesville);

e. United States v. Briggs (Camden);

f. New York v. Dillon (Hobart College);

g. United States v. Marshall (Seattle).

Additional cases may also be examined.

In addition to the above cases, the Committee is
.examining the role of FBI informants in providing
information to the FBI concerning members of the
following organizations:

F1 Y
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« . a. Ku Klux Klanj;
b. Students fopr a Democratic Society;
¢c. Weathermen;
d. .Black Panther Party;
e. Communist Party USAj P
‘f. W.E.B. DuBois Clubs.
Additional studies of informant activities with
. respect to members of other organizations may be
formulated.
e Questions .
s The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
. ) ﬂepartment address the following specific questions:
| .
! 1. With respect to both categories of cases listed
| above, what allegations, whether unfounded or
} not, of improper, illegal, unethical, or provoca-
‘ tive conduct by FBI informants have been made in
i} '"bOnnegﬁion with these situations or groups?
| 2. What measures has the FBI taken to investigate
j such allegations of misconduct and to prevent
! such alleged misconduct from taking place in the
‘ future? .
f 3. What. instructions has the FBI given to its in-
} . formants with respect to possible improper,
r illegal, unethical, or provocative conduct?
, 4. What has been the largest number of informants;
s - Sources, and undercover personnel in use at any
~one time during each year from 1960 until the
present in connection with security, intelli-
} gence, and counterintelligence matters, cases,
| and programs?
What has been the annual total amount of funds

(including reimbursement for expenses) paid to
informants and sources for each year from 1960
until the present?

F2 Y
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' 6. What limits, if any, have been placed on the
type of information which informants have been
intrusted to report back to the FBI?

7. What have been the annual percentage of
potential informants who became paid infor-
mants in connection with security, intelli-
gence, and counterintelligence matters, cases,

! and programs from 1960 until the present?

Documents C (

' . Please provide a summary of ten cases (for each
- . of the following categories) where the FBI's use
, of informants, sources, or undercover personnel
resulted in:

¥. the conviction of an espionage agent of a
foreign government. -

2. the prevention of the theft of national secu-
rity information. .

3. the prevention of sabotage.

r——

I, the prevention of an act of violence.

5. the prevention of the carrying out of a con-
spiracy to overthrow the government.

6. _any other successful preventive actions in
furtherance of the FBI's national security
responsibilities.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
o Mike Epstein
C Jack Smith
Walter Ricks
Pat Shea
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‘e . "Notional" Organizations

" The Committee is examining the FBI's alleged
creation of the support for "notional” organizations
for intelligence or counterintelligence purposes.
Although it may rely upon informants and other
clandestine operatives, this alleged practice is
sufficiently novel to require separate attention.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice

s Department address the following specific questions:
‘ : : 1. What groups, organizations, movements, or other
- : ’ associations has the FBI caused directly or
v indirectly to be formed or created for intel-
ligence or counterintelligence purposes? Please
provide a complete list from January 1, 1960,
. to the present. e

-

f 2. What groups, organizations, movements, or
’ other associations has the FBI supported finan-
| ) cially or materially? Please provide a complete
| list from January 1, 1960, to the present.
3. In which cases has the FBI supported or created
such organizations in coordination or coopera-
tion with other agencies?

: i, How have the presence of ‘such '"notional" organi-
. zations affected the public's perception of the
movements of which they form a part?

5. How have any FBI programs for the creation and”
j support of such groups been coordinated with
[ any similar programs undertaken by the CIA or
' other U.S. intelligence agencies?
Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
‘Mike Epstein

»
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H. Joint FBI-Police Operations

The purpose of this inquiry is to examine certain
allegations that joint FBI-police operations re-
sulted in misconduct or abuse. These cases are
complex and involve a variefy of techniques.-
Nevertheless, they may indicate some of the most
serious problems which may arise in attempting to
deal with potentially violent situations.

y 1. The White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan,
Mississippi

° T The Committee is inquiring into the relation-
' ships between the FBI and other law enforcement
"agencies and private organizations in Mississippi
in connection with the White Knights of the
N Ku Klux Klan. The purpose of the inquiry is to
determine what effect, if any, FBI activities
¢ had on the actions of other law énforcement
. . agencies and private individuals with respect
. to the White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan in
Mississippi. This investigation may involve
allegations of abuses or other controversial
matters where there is reason to believe impro-
prieties may have occurred.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the following -
specific questions: .

a. Was this organization a target of FBI
. . COINTELPRO operations?

b. If so, how and by whom was it selected as
a target?

»

¢. What were the purposes of aﬂy-diSruptive
operations directed at it?
d. To what extent were the purposes achieved?

e. What disruptive techniques, if any, were’
©  employed?

1
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Over what period of time did the disrup-
tive activities occur?

What evaluations were made of their effects?
By whom were they made?

What were the results of the evaluations?

_ Were FBI informants used to infiltrate the

organization?

if so, what kindsrof information did the
informants gather? -

. What activities did the informants engage

in other than information gathering?

Identify by date and names the persons
involved in all contacts the FBI had with
other law enforcement agencies and private
groups and individuals with respect to
alleged Klan bombings of. Jewish synagogues
and the homes of Jewish leaders in Meridian,
Mississippi, during May - August 1968.

Responsible staff: Senior staff

1Y
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The Committee
ships between
ment agencies
tion with the

.Panther Party.

The Black Panther Party, Chicago

is inquiring into the relation-
the FBLI and other law enforce-
in the Chicago area in connec-
Chicago chapter of the Black
The purpose of the inquiry is

to determine what effect, if any, FBI activities
had on the actions of other law enforcement and
intelligence agencies with respect to the Black
Panther Party in the Chicago area. This inves-
tigation may involve allegations of abuses or g
s other controversial matters where there is rea-
. ' son to believe improprieties may have occurred.

Questions -

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the following
specific questlons.

Was the Chicago chapter of the Black
Panther Party a target of ¥FBI COINTELPRO
operations? .

Qo

If so, how and by whom was it selected -as
a target°

What were the purposes of any dieruptive
operations directed at it?

To what extent were the purposes achieved?
What disruptive techniques, if any, were employed?

Over what period of time did the disruptive
activities occur?

What evaluations were made of their effects?
By whom were they made?
If FBI informants were used to infiltrate

the organization, what kinds of information
did the informants gather?

F2-Y
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What techniques did the informants employ

to gather the information?

Were the techniques used by the informants
all approved and monitored by the FBI? If
not, which were not so approved?

What activities did the informants engage
in other than information gathering?

' What other methods and sources did the FBI

use to gather intelligence on the organiza-
tion? '

If electronic surveillance was used, how
each of the general questions?

To what extent was information on persons
and groups not members of or affiliated
with the Black Panther Party gathered,
stored, or disseminated by the FBI as a
result of its investigations of the organi-
zation? ’ :

___Responsible staff: Senior staff
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I.. The "Huston Plan"

The Committee is examining the FBI's role in the
"disposition of .the report of the Interagency Com-
mittee on Intelligence (Ad Hoc) in 1970. This
report as submitted to the President included cer-
" tain options which were specifically identified as
"jllegal". It purported to represent the joint
recommendations of all members of the U. S. intel-
ligence community, but FBI Director J. Edgar
Hoover disagreed in a series of footnotes.
The serious consideration given to such al- .
_ legedly illegal proposals gives this case
.7 othe utmost significance for the Committee's under-.
standing of the risks of uncontrolled intelligence
activity. This case may involve specific allega-
tions of abuse and controversial matters where
s there is reason to believe improprieties may have
' occurred.

°

$ o
Questions

'The Committee requesfs that the FBI and the Justice
Depgrtment address the following specific questions:

1. _What contacts occurred between Tom Charles
Huston and personnel of the FBI and the Depart-
ment of Justice during 1969 and 1970? Identify
by date and names of persons involved.

2. What was the purpose of each such contact?

3. With reépect to any assistance provided to the
Interdepartmental Committee on Intelligence
(Ad Hoc) by personnel of the FBI:

a. VWho were the FBI participants?
b. What kind of assistance was provided?
" C. What was the role of the FBI in preparing

the various drafts of the special report
of the Committee? '

1y
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What were the specific arguments advanced
for the inclusion of the allegedly illegal
options in the special report submitted for
the President's consideration? Were other
allegedly 1llegal optlons considered and
rejected?

)

‘Were any measures takén by the FBI to imple—

ment specific elements of the Huston Plan?
This includes both the allegedly "illegal
aspects and other provisions such as the
expanded recruitment of 18-21 year old infor-

.mants.

~

What are the present-views of the FBI and
the. Department of Justice as to the legality
and propriety of the various cptions included
in the special report?

Responsible staff: Senior staff

Task Force Jeader
Barbara Banoff
Loch Johnson
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Alleged Political Misuse of the FBI

The Committee is investigating allegations that

the intelligence and investigative resources of
the FBI have been misused by various Presidents,
Attorneys General, Members of Congress, and FBI
executives themselves. This subject may involve
speclfic allegations of abuse and other contro-
versial matters where there is reason to believe
s improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

—~—

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice

Department address the following specific questions:

1. Have.persons outside the FBI sought the FBI's
assistance for partisan political purposes or

¢t Dpersonal advantage? Please identify each
instance by the name of the person seeking to
so use the FBI, the date, and the nature of the
assistance sought.

2. In each such case, what has been the response
of the FBI? -

3. Have persons inside or outside the FBI sought
to employ the resources of the FBI for purposes
outside the FBI's authority? Please identify
each instance by the name of the person seeking
to so use the FBI, the date, and the purpose
"for which the person sought to use the FBI.

k., 1In eaéh such case, what has been the response
of the FBI?

5. What measures has the FBI employed to
a. Respond to critics.

b. Affect the reputation or credibility of or
otherwlse discredit critics. .

6. What were the nature, purpose, duration, and
results of Project INLET involving preparation
of an intelligence letter for the President
and other Executive officials?

1
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With respect to any so-called "secret files”
maintained within the FBI, including the
"official and confidential" and"personal and
confidential files maintained by the executilve
assistant to the FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover
on his behalf until the time of his death, the
Comniittee secks to establish the contents of
such files, the circumstances surrounding the
transfer of a portion of such files within the
Bureau at the time of Director Hoover's death,

~the transfer of a portion of such files to

Mr. Hoover's residence, the destruction of any
such files, the transfer of any such files from
Mr. Hoover's residence, the use of information
within such files, and their relationship to
the official investigative files of the FBI.
The Committee desires all information bearing
on these matters, including the results of

any inquiries conducted within the FBI and

the Department of Justice.

What measures have been taken to ensufe that the

intelligence and investigative resources of the
FBI are not misused for political purposes or
personal advantage.

What additional measures should be taken?

Responsible Staff: Senior Staff

Task Force Leader
Mark Gitenstein
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The Committee is examining activities of divisions o

the Justice Department other than the FBI which perform
internal security and intelligence functilons.

pose of these inquiries is to determine whether these
functions have been carried out in conformity with the
rule of* law.

A. The Attorney General

Y

The Committee is studying the functions of the
Attorney General with respect to the supervision

¢ of and policy-making for internal security and
intelligence activities. The Committee seeks to
determine whether his duties are properly defined
and his office properly organized to perform
these functions effectively.

Questions

- The Committee requests that the Justice Department
address the following specific questions:

1.

To what extent has the Attorney General been
involved in the consideration or approval of

T "the policies and activities of U. S. foreign

20

and military intelligence agencies?

Has the Justice Department made any agree-
ments with the CIA or any other U. S. intelli-
gence agency with regard to the investigation
or prosecution of agency personnel?

Under what circumstances and for what purposes
has the Office of Legal Counsel provided legal
advice to the Attorney General on matters per-
taining to foreign and domestic intelligence
activities?

To what extent has the Attorney General
authorized cooperation, including the exchange
of information and the conduct of joint opera-

tions, between the Drug Enforcement Administra-

tion or its predecessors and the CIA or other

-

LN
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intelligence agencies with- respect to narcotics
L intelligence? ‘ -
'=5. What standérds and procedures has the Attorney
) General adopted for:.
a. The collection, analysis, use, and dis-
°  semination of narcotics intelligence.
- b.- The collection, analysis, use, and dis-

3 semination of organized crime intelligence.

¢. The use of intelligence information by the
¢ Immigration and Naturalization Service.
R

d. Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
grants for the support of state or local
< ‘ police intelligence activities and intel-
ligence data systems.

6. To what extent have communications between the
White House and the FBI or other agencies
under the jurisdiction of the Attorney General
bypassed the Attorney General? To what extent
should such communications be channeled through

-the Attorney General?

‘T. What have been the policies and procedures of

' ‘the Justice Department for evaluating the
‘budget requests of the FBI for intelligence
and counterintelligence activities?

Responsible staff: Senior staff
‘ Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
Barbara Banoff
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¥ B. The Internal Security Section-(formerly Division)
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< . The Committee 1is examining the activities of the
-Internal Security Section of the Justice Depart-
ment and its predecessor, the Internal Security
Division. These entities have supervised the
Department's internal security law enforcement
activities, coordinated certain interdepartmental
intérnal security policies, and engaged in the
collection, analysis, and dissemination of intelli-
gence. D

Questions

‘The Committee réquests that the Justice Department
address.-the following specific questions:

Under what circumstances, if .any, has the
Justice Department seriously considered prose-
cutions under the Smith Act and laws pertain-
ing to seditious conspiracy, rebellion, or
insurrection, or "subversive activities™,
since January 1, 19602

To what extent has FBI intelligence activity
provided valuable evidence for use in the
prosecution of specific federal crimes?

What have been the practices and procedures:
for coordination of policy through the Inter-
departmental Committee on Internal Security?

What have been the practices and procedures
for the interdepartmental and interagency
evaluation of domestic intelligence and
domestic collection of foreign intelligence
through the Intelligence Evaluation Committee
and its predecessors?

With respect to the Interdivisional Intelli-
gence Unit and the Analysis and Evaluation
Section of the Internal Security Division,

a. What have been the practices and proce-
dures of the Unit and Section for the
gathering of intelligence?

-
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¥ : b. What type of information has been stored
in readily retrievable form by the Unit
e ) and Section? |
e. To whom and for what reasons has intelli-
gence information been disseminated by
the Unit and Section?
.d. What were the reasons for the submission
.of IDIU computer printouts to the CIA, as
reportedly occurred in 1969?
. ‘ :
€. To what extent did the Unit and Section
' g make specific requests to other agencies
° within and outside the Justice Department
-.for intelligence information?
6. "With respect to the use of grand juries by
o the Special Litigation Section of the Internal

Security Division,

. a.° Have any allegations of misuse of the grand
| jury process in cases handled by Special
Litigation Section attorneys come to the
attention of the Department? If so,
briefly describe each such allegation and
what, if any, action was taken by the
Department in response to such allegation.

b. To what extent, if any, did the use of
grand juries in cases handled by the Special
Litigation Section attorneys differ from the
.use of grand juries in cases handled by
other sections of the Justice Department?

¢c. To what extent, if any, was information
obtained through the use of grand juries
included in the intelligence files of the
Interdivisional Intelligence, Unit or the
Analysis and Evaluation Section?

1Y ",
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7. What have been the practices and procedures
v . of the Internal Security Division and the
i Departmental Security Office for advising the

Attorney General and other executive agencies
with regard to the Federal Employee Security
Program? .

Senior staff

Task Force leader

Barbara Banoff

Responsible staff:
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RE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ATLANTA, AUGUST 14, 1975.

FORMER SA EDWARD F. GAMBER, HOﬂg ADDRESS 2861 GANT
QUARTERS DRIVE, MARIETTA, GEORGIA, 3bb62, WAS CONTACTED BY

ASAC THIS DATE AND ADVISED CONCERNING CAPTIONED MATTER
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL jﬂj

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530
]

. August 14, 1975

TO: John A. Mintz, Assistant Director
Legal Gounsel Division
Federgl Bureau of Investigation

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

SUBJECT:OSenate Select Committee Request for Documents e {¢

=

—

Attached is a request from the Senate Select Committee dated
Avgust 13, 1975, for underlying materials logically related to
Department of Justice file #82-U6-5. Please arrange for compliance
with this request as soon as possible. *
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FR225¢ CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN

.} Js" N & WER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN . -
PHILIP A, HAR™, MICH. JIOWARD H. BAKER, JR,, TENN,
WALTER ¥, MONDALE, MINN, DARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ,
WALTER D, HUDDLESTON, KY. CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, JR., MD.
ROUERT MORCAN, N.C. RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA, "Q * ’
GARY AT, €OLO. Ainifed Slafes Henale

WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR
1)

SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
> . RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES -

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

®

_August 13, 1975

Michael E. Shahaen, Jdr., Esq.
Special Counsel for

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

Dear Mike:

On July 17, 1975, the Committee received from
the Department of Justlce a summaxy of the material in
departmental file oY '§2-46-5. Thfs was "in addition to

- - materials received bv the Committee-on June 25. 1975.

The Committee now wishes staff access to all
underlying materials logically related to the above and
maintained in the files of the Justice Department and the
FBI. Please expedite this request since it is of immedi-
ate importance to the Committee.

Sincerely yours,

) 7
) W&W/\

John T. E11liff
Director
Domestic Intelligence Task Force




brucnat sorcAU OF INVESTIGATION

COMMUNIGATIONS SECTION
" AUB 131975

TELETYPE ~,

NR 224 NY CODE
7¢35 PoMs NITEL.

3}#5%
; bFRON: /.

7 5ACh NEW YORK (185~
F CO N EI

|

V .
72/—75 PLQ
.f Ry

FBI

IO

14660

Assoe. Dir. %
Dep-AD-Adm. ..
Dep-A.D.- 10V
Asst. Dir.: E;
Admin.

Comp. Syst. _...,?
Ext. Affairs ee— #
Files & Com e
Gen. InV, e
Ident. -
Inspectio
Inul.ub”é‘%
Laboratory
Plan. & BEval. —
Spec. InVe ——cee
Training e
Legal Coull wm o
Telephone Rit. e

B#\ NT IAL
ATTW
{

SENSTWDY, 1975,
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Director SeC’Y e

INID

(;);AMﬂf"ﬁﬁfk_BET]:iA TELEPHONICALLY CONTACTED SPECIAL AGENT
JOSEPH J. PALGUTA ON AUGUST
INFORMAT ION ¢

13,

ON AUGUST 11, 19754 MR+ PATRICK A. SHE&, A MEMBER OF THE
SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELL IGENCE OPERATIONS (SSCIO0),

TELEPHONICALLY CONTACTED@ YORK 681 l-iﬁ;{AND THEY MADE AN
APPOINTMENT TO MEET IN NYC AT 2:00 PM ON AUGUST 13, 1975. SOURC
MET WITH SHEY AS ARRANéED ON AUGUST 13, 1975, SHEY TOLD SOURCE
THAT SAM JAFFE (FORMER NEW YORK 2524-S) VISITED A FRIEND OF HIS,

A M. MILLER , WHO IS ALSO A MEMBER OF THE SSCIO. WHILE IN .ﬂ

MILLER®S OFFICE 4 JAFFE WAS RELATING TO MILLER THAT HE HAD A
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PAGE TWO NY 165-14660 CONFIDENTIAL
PLEASANT RELAT IONSHIP WITH FORMER SPECEAL AGENTS (SAS) JOHN G. Car

LTI
L.

WILLIS AND EDWARD F. GAMBER WITH REGARD TO(BOVIET INTELL IGENCE
MATTERS_; Cs> S

DURING THE TIME THAT JAFFE WAS RELATING ABOVE DATA TO MILLER ,
SENATOR CHURCH, THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SSCIQ ENTERED MILLER'S OFFICE
| AND BECAME VERY MUCH INTERESTED IN JAFFE'S STATEMENTS. JAFFE
RELATED TO MILLER THAT AS 4 REPORTER FOR THE COLUMBIA BROADCASTING
COMPANY, HE COVERED THE STORY INVOLVING THE RELEASE OF FRANCIS G .
POWERS BY THE SOVIETS (POWERS WAS THE FORMER U-2 PILOT WHO WAS
SHOT DOWN IN THE USSR IN 1968). JAFFE RELATED TO MILLER THAT
THEREAFTER HE WENT TO HONG KONG. JAFFE ALSO TOLD MILLER THAT
WHEN HE RETURNED FROM HONG KONG f(¢SOURCE BELIEVES THIS TO BE IN
1966~ 1968) ;$>HE LEARNED THAT HE WAS "FINGERED™ BY (B SOVIET
DEFECTOR BY THE NAME OF PENKOVSKIY. THIS DEFECIOR ALLEGEDLY
REPORTED THAT HE SAW JAFFE'S NAME ON A PIECE OF PAPER ON THE
DESK OF A SOVIET INTELLIGENCE OFFICGER -f JAFFE TOLD WILLER THAT
THE FBI, UPON LEARNING THAT INFORMATION FELT THAT JAFFE WAS A
“DOUBLE AGENI™ BECAUSE OF THE COOLNESS OF BUREAU PERSONNEL TOWARD
HIM WHEN HE RETURMNED TO THE UNITED STATES FROM HONG KONG « JAFFE




" PAGE THREE NY 1g5-14668 €0 N %L
TOLD MILLER THAT EVER SINCE HIS RETURN FRON HONG KONG , HE CANNOT
HOLD A JOB, AND BELIEVES THE FBI IS THE CAUSE OF KIS PRED ICAMENT .
JAFFE IS OF THE OPINION THAT THE FBI IS BEING VINDICTIVE TOWARD
HIM IN PURSUING THIS MATTER AND DEPRIVING HIM OF MAKING A

L IVELIHOOD .

\R. SHEY TOLD THE SOURCE THAT THE SSCIO IS LOOKING INTO THE
ABOVE MATTER TO DETERMINE IF JAFFE'S STATEMENTS ARE TRUE, AND TO
DETERMINE IF SOME CONTROLS COULD BE CREATED SO THAT THE FBI COULD
NOT BE VINDICTIVE IN SIMILAR SITUATIONS.

SOURCE ADVISED THAT HE TOLD SHEY THAT [fE KNEW NOTHING ABOUT
THE FBI'S ATT ITUDE romgo JAFFE AFTER 1964, SINCE HE RETIRED FROM
THE BUREAU THAT YEAi}j{SOURCE ADVISED THAT SHEY TOLD KIM THAT AS
YET HE HAS NOT TALKED TO FORMER SA EDWARD F. GAMBER , BUT MAY
INTERVIEW HIM IN THE FUTURE . |

SOURCE ADVISED THAT SHEY TOLD HIM THAT JAFFE IS CURRENILY
EMPLOYED AS A FREE-LANCE REPORTER WORKING IN WASHINGTON, DC.
SQURCE STATED THE HE INFORMED SHEY OF FORMER SA GAMBER'S CURRE NT

EMPLOYMENT &
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PAGE FOUR NY 105- 14668 CO NFI né/u TIAL
SOURCE ADVISED THAT HE MET WITH SHEY ON AUGUST 13, 1975 FROM
2100 PM UNTIL 3330 PM.
THE ABOVE INFORMATION WAS OBTAIMED FROM THE SOURCE IN A
GUARDED MANNER, AND ONLY THE PERTIMENT FACTS WERE OBTAINED .
THE NYO WILL PERSONALLY REINTERVIEW THE SOURCE REGARDING THE
ABOVE AND OBTAIN COMPLETE DETAILS CONCERNING THE MATTER .
CErASSEFIER—B Y 2609 —XaD-E—2 NS5~ HBERINITE .
END .
LRF FBIHQ CLR

L NW 88326 Docld:32989627 Page 87




jkw\Counselor to the Attorney General

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
JULY 1973 EDSTION .
Gj,'\ FPMR (41 CFR} 101- 11 ]

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ) ) | j
Memorandum Fb

W. Raymond Wannall .

Assistant Director, Intelllgence Division DATE: August 13, 1975 -
Federal Bureau of Investigation

/ - - N wm...,,m «'FmeE)Q

Douglag’ R. Marvin i ERE

Senate Select Committee Request for Information
on Warrantless Electronic Surveillances

/

In accord with our telephone conversation of August 1l2th,
I am forwarding to you a letter from the Senate Select
Commlttee reguestlng answers to questlons relatlng to

ment in the interests of national security. The Committee -

has been told that we would try to respond to their

request by August 20th. That date is fast approaching

and may not be a reasonable period of time in which to

compile the information reguested and respond to their

. questions. .That date is.a.useful .target. however. .since. ..
any issues to be presented to the Attorney General with

;b5pe0+ to complying to this request must be considered /44)

prior to August_1l9th, the date the Attorney General is 3

scheduled to leave Washington. . e

Would your office please prepare responses to the following
questions that involve areas with which, I believe, you

are familiar: questions 2-10, 11i(b)-(d), 12, 14, 15, 17,
21 and 24. :

Thank you.

M Le WW -//é £ 375530

b ome
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. CrumsuanT To S, RES. 2, 1Y SONGRESS )
' WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 .
. 'd'
. ) _ , .
. July 7, 1975
~ -
The Honorable Edward H. Levi .
" Attornsy Cenexal
U. S. Deparciient of Justice .
Washington, D. C. 2053¢0 . 5 .

e - A —

Thank you for vour letters of .June 24 and June
© 28, V975, _xelating to elactronic surveillance conductad by 5
tHe federal government in tnz interests of national secu-~
rity and Ioreig 3 ce. The Sslect Commiitiee =zlsc
appreciate the information of a seansitive
nalule in ter oF Juna 24, 1975.°
Your letters, and the recent testimony of Xevin
T. Maroney and Clar=ancs M. Xelley before the House Sui- -
committee on Courts, Civil Libertises, and the Adwinistration
of Justice, have raised several additional quessticns which
the Comnmitise wishes &6 pursua. Furtuer quest*ozs are
raised bv the July 1,. 1875, ¥hite House news brieiing by
the Press Secretary relating to the effcc: of the recent
t Zveibon decizion. Some of these questicns relate to general
- \policy censidcrations in the electronic surveillance aresa;
others zddress cur need for a more complilzbte Zactual base
from which we can draw our conciusions. A list of thsse
. questions is attacha2d tc this lctiter. These guestions, of :
course, do not supersade tricr reguests for material .
relating to electronic 94;V°"13RC€, wnich are itcmxized in .
the document _gscu§§ts 0f Mav I#,—Juie 16, and June 27,
Rather, thiy should be considercd as SUppLonentary o
The prior ToqussTss - - -
PN - B .
A Al ’T‘JT SIET Lt e D

ENCLOSURE,
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The Honorable LEdwaxrd H. Lev1 _
Page two o . ~ July 7, 1975

. . - -
- o .

&Y

. : I believe that the answers to these questions’™
are e sentlnl to a CO“GICLG understanding of the policies
and 71 -ocedures followed by the Jusitice Department in elec-
tron ¢ surveillance cases. Full-information on these mat-
ters is necessary for the Committee to fulfill its mandate
"to -ecommend the enactment of any new legislation . . .

‘nece isary or desirable .to strengthen or clarify +%he national
security, intelligence, or surveillance activities of the
United States and to protect the rights of United States
citizens with regard to these activities." With the con-
tinued cooperation of the Justice Dcpartment I am conv1nced
that the Committee. will be able to discharge this respon-
sibility in the critical area of national security electronic
surveillance. . * ,

- ———— P

. - Sincerely,

rank Churdl,
ransn ol
<

7
Chairman
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Warrantless Electronic Surveillance for ‘Mational Sccur ity Purbo es v

-, o .., c e
1 - . .

.. 4 -
- . . v - 2

@D 1. With respect to the "Special Revicw Group" which vou
have establishaed within the office of the X‘iorncy
General for the purpose of examining reguests for non-
consensual clectronic surveillance w1ulout a judicial

. warrant, the following gucstions are asked:

a. What have been the names and titles of the persons
" serxrving on tihe Spec:al Review Group? -

b. If the ASSlSLaDt Attorney Genreral ‘0f the Criminal
) .Division is not a mcmber of the Special Review
Group, does heé 'normally have the opportunity.to
review requests for warrantless electronicisur-—
velllagqe? . o : . %
c. Have any individudls other than those serving on
the Special Review Group or the. Assistant Attorney
General of the Criminal Divislon had the opportunity
Lo review raguests for ,aLrantlcss clcctronlc Sur-—
veillancg? ITE <o, whom? )
d@. Does the Spccial Review Croup have the authority
to deny requests for warrantless electronic sur-
veillance? . ’

. e. Does the Spécial Reviey Group revicw rnquosts for
. ’ reauthorizations of warrantless eleccihronic surveil-

~. ~ lance?

Mﬁ 2. Do Justice Departwﬁnt standards and procedures for the
authorization and reauthorization of warrantless elec-
tronic surveillance require the concurrxence of the
State Department in the request for such ‘surveillance?
If .-so, in what types of casecs is such concurrcnce re-—
qguired? - , -
4, ; » :

?6 3. what procedures, if any, have been followed to obtain

the concurrence of the State Department in the request -

for warrant]esa clechonlc surveillance? : )
. . [
MWLEE3 26 Docld: 32089621 _Bage 91
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4. wWhat have been the identities of the agencies and the
J Presidential appointees’ who have initiated requasis
| for. warrantless clectronic surveillance Irom 1966 to .
* . the present? . .o e
5. low many such rcquests have been initiated by each -
agency and cach Presidontial appointce?

-~ 6. How many of the 1equcsts initiated by each agcncy and
b Prcvndentzal appoiniee navc been approved by the '
Attornecy Ceneral? .

L]
How nanj requests have been made by each ugcncy and
éach Presidential appointee for the uontlnuatnon of
previously approved suxvellluncc?‘

. -
i

How many of the recuegts for the continuation of pre-
viously apprcved surveillance made by cach agency and
each Prcswﬂcnuzal appointee have been approvcd by the
Artorney,. General? \

P R

What procedures have becen followed for the review of
all such surveillance on a reguldr basis to ensure
that. the criteria forxr the surveillance are satisf 1ed?
With respect to non~consensual clectironic surveiltance
instituted ouitside ithe United States by agencies cf
thé United States government, the following guestions
axre asked: ’

-a. What have been the standards and procedures, if
any, cstablished for LhC authorization and levi
of such surveillance

b. What has been the total number of such survo:l—
lances by year and by month for cach year £rom
1966 to the present?

v

c..-What have been the identities of the agencies and
the Presidential appointees who have initiated ‘such
requests from 1966 to the present?

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

How many of the .requests initiated by each agency
" and cach Presidential appointec have been- approv 2d
by the Attornoy Gcnpral7 )
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£. How many chuc<Lo ‘have bc@lmade by each agency and
each Presidential appodintee for the contlnuatnon of
such prcv1oualy approved surveillance? .

g. How many of the requcsts forx the continuation of
‘such previously approved surveillance have. beon
approved by the AL»OLPCY General?

h. Foxr ecach yecar fron 1966 to the present, hocw many
- such surveillances have been institut ed in (1)

> "North Awmerica, other than. the United Siafos, (2)
South America; (3) Woestern Europe; (4) Fastern
Europe; (5) Africa; (6) the Middle East; (7) South-
east Asia; (8) the rest of Asia? s

| i. For each year from 1266 to the present, how manv
such surveillances have been directed aL subjects
who are United States citizens? .

. With resbec% to the reguirement that the Attorney

General wmust be satisfied that the subject of the sur-
"veillance "plans unlawiul activity directed against-a
féxrcign power or & foreign-based yolltlcal group",

- the following uuesiions are asked: . .

. h‘y
. }-‘!‘5‘

recent decision in

the United States Court
rict of Columbia limit or
tandard?

a. To what extent dces

© Zweibon v. Mitchell by

| . of Appeals for the Dist
i ‘ otherwise afifect this s

What has been the total nu“bel of subjects under
surveillance and installations for telephone and
) microphone surveillance requested and approved
e : - undexr the standard "nlbns uﬁlawful activity ozrec?cd
. against a foreign ¢ er’ and under the standard
"plans unlawful “Cgldi Ly dJrccted against a
foreign-based political group" for each year

from 1966 to the present? - ~

c. How many of~the subjccts in cach catecory and for
each year identified in "b" above have been United
Stales citizens?

d. What have been the ide wtitiec of all "foreign-
T ‘based polltlpal groups™ elatcd ‘to the survelllanccsm
r.".v :]Lovef) I ‘-_ -,q: -..,.‘, NN

Rt e S L PRI

““§@enkificd in ™
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With respect to the requirement that the Attorney

Gencral wmust bhe
surveillance is
bascd political

satisficd that the

subject of the

"assisting a foreign power or fOJCJJn*

group”, the follo

ving questions

are

askcq:

a. What has been the total numbexr of subjects under
surveillance and installations for telsphone and
microphone surveillance requested and approved

.under the standard sisting a foreign power”
~and under the standard "assisting a foreign-based
political group" ior each year from 1966 until the

. present’ ) P :

W
an

b. How many of the subjects in each category and for
each ycar identified in "a" above have been United
StatéS'citizens? . : ) o

-

séén thé” lamntlulﬁs of all "iorelqn~
related to the surveil-
a" above?

- ——

2.7 what have !
based political groups
lances identified in "

-
-

w1Ln respectc tO the reguirement tnat the Attorney |
General must be satisfisd that the rgﬂuu'tod surveil-
lance is. "necessary .for national security or Forelgn
intelligence purposes important to national securlty
| the following questicns arc asked:
f . a. Is this standard intended to supplant the standard
for national security electronic surveillance’
undex former Attorney General Elliot Richardson
(i.e., that the propocsed surveillance must be
neccssary to protect the Naticn against actual or
potential attack or any other hostile action of a
foreign power, that it be nccessary Lo obtain
foreign intelligence information deemed essential
. 'to the seccurity of the United States, or that it
be necessary to protect national security informa-
tlon agalnst forc:gn intelligence agtlv1tzcb)°

b. 1Is ths standard intended to modify the standard
for national sccurity clectronic surveillance:under
foxmer Attorney General Elliot Richardson?

Foeoems ST e e e - P . - . -, e . .
3 PRI . N . ke . - w.es Lo S T .~ © e -

LM L i S . L T mareae NI el oL Ty f i
. ‘ % . RS S E R LA
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"d. If the answer o

: - ' @A
\Y i 1 Ll

. -5 - . N s T

1N sl

: SAZ LN LN

¢. If the answer to "a" or "b" above is yes, what is
the reason(s) for such change? A
“a" or "b" above is yes, what is
the precise legal authority supperting suchk<change
in the formmmlatinn of the standaxd? '

s -

1 1

e. If the answer to "a' ox "b" above is yes, what is
the reason(s) for the deletion of the word "esden-
tial" from the Fformulation of the standard undex
former Attorney General Elliot Richaxrdson?

£, If the answer to “a" or "b" above is yes, plcase

. give examples of hypothetical situations where :
national security electronic surveillance would be
permitted: (1) under the current standard but not-
under the former standard, and (2) under the formaer
standard but not under the current stazndard,.. :

.. "y

What have been the stendards and procedures, if any,

that have been established for determining that "the
minimum physical intrusion necessary to obtain the
information will ke uscd"? »

. - .
X

- -

WAL Lubpuiu LU wa.l_.!_.c.u;_.-!.c;ao clu\,;.;vu;.\, OLL_-L Vet on a2 gt
in cases of "leaks” of information dcemed either "es-—

.sential” or "important" to the security of the United

States, the follcwing guestions are asked:
a. Has there been a Justice Depaxtment policy specifi-
cally addressed to such cases? )

L

. b, Have there bcen Justice Department standards or

procedures specifically addressed to such casas?

¢. Have surveillanges in such cases been approved by
the Attoyxney CGeneral under the standard "assisting
~.. a foreign power or a foreign-based political group"?.

8. If the anmswer to "c" above is.no, under what stan-
daxd have surveillances in such cases been approved?

e. What has been the total number of subjects uhnder
surveillance and installations for telephone and -
-microphone surveillance requested and approved for
such cases for each yeoar from 1966 to the present? '
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f. What have been the identities of the lqznc1ud and
the Presidential appointees who have iniliated .
) rcquests for warrnantless electronic surveillance
in such cases £rom 3965 to the pL“SPﬂ{O

-

-+
4

g. How many such requests have benn initiaked by each
agency and each P"esicmntnal appointea?
‘ ) . ]
h. How many of such reguests initjated by each agenc
- - L ‘{ - -
and cach Presidential appointec have been approved
by the Attorney General?

~ i. Of the total number of subjects undex surveillance
in such cases for each year from 1966 Lo the
present, how many were (1) emplovees of news media .
oxganizations; (2) current employces of the federal .
government; (3) former employces of the federal ;
government; (4) other? .

16. With respecct to the dissemination of information obtain-
ed from’ nai:onal security electronic aUlVPllla e, the
- -w—foldewing guesticonc oye: achkeds o~ . e aa me

119

WY

- disscmination OI such 1n;oxmat10n?

Whodi hawvn heron Fhe ainandordn and nraccdnreaas for the

b. What have been the identitics of the agencies and
Presidential appointces who hiive receivoed informa-— |

. tion cbtained from national sccurity clectronic
suxveillance for cach year from 1966 to the prosent?

c. What have becen the standards and procoduvoo for the
"~ ' dissemination of such information to agencies ‘and
Presidential appointees who did not initiate the
request for the surveillance?

17. Can addit 1ona} montnly data on warrantless electronic
survelllances prior to November 1972 be made available
in vicw of the fact -that the FBI was able to preciscly
state the number of warrantless electronic surveillances
in operation on nvnetcan separate days, ranging from
March 4, 1965, to March 31, 1972, in response to a re-
quest by the Select Committee? (By letter of June 9,
1975, the FBI's Office of the Director informed the
Committee of the number of warrantless electronic -
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survcm]lunccs in ovcratlon on, thlrcy dajs bcfore,
and thirty days after testimony by the Director be-—
fore the llocuse Approprlatlbns Conumnittee from 1965, to
the present.) -

In his testirony before the House Subcasmiittce on
Courts, Civil Libertics, and the Administration of
Justice, Kevin T. ‘iaf:onevr Deputy Assistant Attorney

- General for the Crimiral Division, stated in reference

to a threc-man Executive Branch commission used in
Great Britain to review applications for national
oecurlty electronic surveillance, "Whether such a com—
missjion would be feasgible under cur system . . I :
think it might well be.”™ Is it the official position
of the Justice Department that a similar commission -
composed of- Ereculive Branch officials would be an
acceptable alternative to the prescnt system for .
authorlzlng natiocnal seburlby electronic surveillance?

i

In the testimony referred to ab ove, Mr. Maroney also
stated, "I think the Separtment "has previously com-
mitted itself . . . to cemplete disclosure to an over—
sight committee."” "#With respect to this statement, the
:--._-ﬁ_--.'.-.__ _....-.\,.x..‘,-w..e-. e mmlem T . .
DY S Tets N s

*

a. When and in whait context has the Justice Dopart-
: ment ccmmitted itself to complete disclosure to an
oversight ccmmittee? ’

b. What material or information, if any, that Le1ates
to the authorxization for, identities of the sub-
jects of, conduct of, znd disscmination of infor-
mation flom particular clectronic surveillances
would the Justice Department be unwilling to dis-
close to an oversight committee?

What is the basis for Justice Deparitment opmosstlon to
the concept of a peqzally-acs;gnaucd court, composed
of one or threg federal judges, which would review
applicatiocns for warrants in cases of national sccu-
rity electronic surveillance?

N .

v

In his testimeny before the louse Subcommittee on -
Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Administration of

TAJUStice;4Cla£ence@&L-Keiicy=3t3£ed,thaﬁ,hc‘wouldAaccept

R

‘J'

a requireiment of judicial warrants for national security

L &
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. electronic surveillance if the standard for issuance
. of the warrant was "léss than probable cause”.

When
what the appropriate standard’

"1 think reasonable grounds,
that as a result of-the pursuit of an investigation

(it is), gousible Lo balicve that there has been, or
will be, or there is a nced for the gaithering of intel-
ligence." CTLoes this statement reflect the official
position of the FBI in regard to (1) a warrant require-
ment for naticnal seccurity elecltronic . surveillance, and
(2) the appropriate étgndala for Lhe issuance of a

s sked by Mr. Badillo
should be, he answered,

3. )N(-\

warrant?- . o
22. What have “con the standards and ozoccduros followed
by the Justice Departient for the authorization and
conduct of national sccurity elegtronic surveillance
where gne (but not all) of the parties to the conver-
sation consents” to the mo;**hrlng° -
23, ﬂltn respect to the July 1 Whl ¢ House news briefing
by Ron UNessen lelatlng to the cffect of the Zweibon
* decision, the foll wing qguestions are asked:
=, Whnat 1x 'I'h'rn natnre At the dlIrecTtive Yrom e
President to the Attorney General, refexred to by
Mr. Nessen, relating to Justice Depariment policy
~and procedures for 01CLLLonlc survellj ince of
] United States citizens? . .
|
‘ .
J b. Bow docs this dircctive affect Justice Deparitment
policy and procecd:xes for electronic surveillance
" . of United States citizens?
c. Will the Justice Department support legislative )
proposals that would require a court oxder for.any
electronic surveillance, as was indicated by .
‘Mr. Nessen's statement?
d. If the answer to "c" above is yes, which of the
’ pending hills in Congress, if any, would the-
Justice Department be willing to support?
= ili:, €, . IE the answer to "¢" above is yes, what would the -
"Justice Department conqldur to be the appropriate
judicial standard for the isstiance of & warrant? ...
f. 1If the answer to "c" above is yes, what would the

Justice Depactmernt consider to be the appropriate
bmax_courts to issue such warrant?
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