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¥ THERE FOLLOWS A PRELIMINARY SUMMARY OF INFORMATION

. PROVIDED BY SPECIAL AGENT (SA) JAMES P, KEHOE TO STAFF
lf.} MEMBERS OF SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON AUGUST 12, -1975. COMPLETE
| DETAILS WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE BUREAU WHEN THEY ARE RE.CEIVED

 FROM SA KEHOE *S ATTORMNEY .

" IT WAS STATED

Hm TO THE OF HIS RE COLLECTION THIS BEGAN %
ABOUT 1959 AND WAS BELIEVED TERMINATED IN 1563. IT BEGAN AS A
SURVEY TO OBSERVE THE OUTSIDE OF THE ENVELOPS DESTINED TO VARIOUS
CITIES IN EUROPE , LOOKING FOR INDICATORS WHICH WOULD LEAD TO
LocaT 10N OF SOVIET ILLEGAL AGENTS. AT A LATER POINT IN TIME
C@'VERAGE WAS ALSO MAINTAINED OWN CERTA IN-ADDRESSES IN EUROPE

KON TO BE AIL DROPS ULILIZED BY THE SOVIET INTELLIGENCE %/ ,
=S | REQ.27 ™ . ‘3'

= VICE (SIS). THE ACTUAL SCRUTINY""O THE 1 I%WA/S//C@NDI?CTED N

-.‘-_&.-

¥

® AUG 21 1975

CuPY RETAINLI, ;‘g.

IN ZITVELODE G
t.‘ - ' (/ «
8 4 AUG2 b 1975 5
_— | | |
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. PAGE TWO 'NY 185-146601 r@-@
~“ KENNEDY AIRPORT IN A ROOM AT THE POSTAL AIR MAIL FACILITY.

'
¥
i
‘
{

|
|
J
|

CERTAIN CONSTANT CITIES WERE EXAMINED AND OTHER CITIES WERE
SELECTED ON A VAR IABLE BASIS. WHEN LETTERS WERE OBSERVED THAT
' WERE BELIEVED TO MEET THE CRITERIA THEY WERE BROUGHT BACK TO THE
;; NEW YORK OFFICE (NYO) WHERE THEY WERE OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED
i;BYvTHE AGENT CONDUCT ING THE Z COVERAGE » THE VOLUME WAS VERY
| SMALL , PROBABLY CONSISTING OF ABOUT TEN LETTERS IN A SIX MONTH
PERIOD . 4 DESCRIPTION OF THE MACHINE UTILIZED IN THE OPENING WAS
PROVIDED AND IT WAS EXPLAINED THAT WHEN A LETTER , BEL IEVED .
 TO HAVE BEEN SENT BY A SOVIET AGENT WAS OBSERVED , PHOTO COPIES
WERE PROVIDED TO HEAD QUARTERS IN WASHINGTON, AS WELL AS, AN
INVEST IGAT IVE FILE BEING OPENED IN MEW 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 PRESENI IN THE ROOM DURING THE SCREENING PROCESS.
IT WAS ALSO STATED THAT ANY MAIL REMOVED AND BROUGHT TO THE NYO
WAS REIE_URﬁED‘ TO THE AIRPORT FOR DISPATCH ON THE NEXT OUTGOING
FLIGHT , TO THE CITY OF DEST INATION.
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o WITH REGARD TO SUN SURVEY IT WAS STATED THAT THIS OPERATION
| | was Ruw BY THE SAME SQUAD BUT THAT IN THIS OPERATION THE OM.Y |
Ma IL SCREENw WAS MAIL ADDRESSED TO THE UNITED HNATIONS (UN) AT
' 2! A POST OFFICE BOX IN GRAND CENTRAL smnow. THE SCREENING TOOK
| PLACE IN A ROOM PROVIDED BY THE POST OFFICE AT GRAND CENTRAL
. STATION AMD THE PURPOSE WAS TO OBTAIN MAIL WHICH MIGHT BE
' ADDRESSED TO SOVIET YEMBERS OF THE UN AT THIS BOX NUMBER . THESE
 LETTERS WERE ALSO RETURNED TO THE NYO AD OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED
IN A SIMILAR WANNER. 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
i INTERCEPT WOULD BE REPORTED TO THE BUREAU AT THE NEXT REPORTING
/ SCHED ULE FOR THAT PART ICULAR 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 BEEWN PRESENT

IN THE ROOM, IN THE NYO, WHEN MAIL WAS OPENED . KO ESTIMATE COULD
BE GIVEN OF THE INCLUSIVE DATES OF COVERAGE OR THE VOLUME OF MAIL .
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PAGE FOUR  NY 105-144861 T O

\?,Bux IT WAS STATED THAT ALL MAIL TO THE SOVIET MISSION TO THE

UN (SMUN) WAS OPEMNED AND PHOTOGRAPHED IN THE NYO AND THAT THIS

MAIL WAS PROVIDED BY POSTAL OFFICIALS AMD ‘THAT AFTER PHOTOGRAPHING ,

THE INFORMATION WOULD BE PROVIDED TO THE INVESTIGATIVE CASE

FILES. ' '

| THE NAMES OF SOME INDIVIDUALS EMPLOYED IN THESE THREE

OPERAT IONS WERE PROVIDED AN 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 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

MEGAT IVELY , DEPEND ING UPON THE CIRCUMSTANCES, THE NAMES RECOG-

NIZED WERE POSTAL INSPECTORS, AND QUESTIONS SUCH AS WAS THERE

COOPERAT 10N BETWEEN THE CENTRAL INTELL IGENCE AGENCY (CIA) AND

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

HE READ IN THE PAPERS.

A DIRECT QUESTION WAS ASKED IF SA KEHOE WAS AWARE THAT A
PIECE OF CORRE SPOMDENCE HAD BEEN FOUN) IN THE MEDIA BREAK-IN
INDICATING THAT MAIL OPENINGS WENT ON AS LATE AS LS70.. THE
ANSWER WAS GIVEN THAT HE HAD READ THIS STATEMENT IN THE PAPERS,
AND IT WAS THEN ASKED HOW ME WOULD EXPLALN THIS. HE REPLIED THAT
HE HAD NO KNOWLEDGE OF THIS WHAT SOE \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 XEHOE WAS UNAWARE OF IT.

—

A QUESTION AS TO WHAT SPECIFIC 110 ICATORS WERE LOOKE'D FOR

| IN SAM SURVEY WAS NOT ANSWERED ON THE GROUMNDS THAT SUCH INFORMAT IO
‘,RE.PRE.S‘.:.NTI:.D A SENSITIVE TECKNIQUE THAT WAS STILL VIABLE.

AT %0 POINT IN THE PROCEEDINGS DID SA KEWOE EXCERCISE HIS
RIGHT TO CONSTITUTIONAL PRIVILEGE UIDER TE FIFTH AMENDIENT .

END .
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- 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.

| - Iadvised 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

That the Adm1n1strat1ve Division and Legal Counsel confer |
and prepare an apprOpnate reSponse to Mr. Callahan's. request.

1 - Mr. Wannall
1 - Mr. Walsh
1 - Mr. Daly

1 - Mr. Donahue
1 - Mr. Mintz
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Jbegal Counsel memorandum to you dated 7-8-75
captioned(¥Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
Activities, ™ Fécommended that the Admlnlstratlve Division
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 dlstlngulshed from a legislative hearlng.

Title 5, United States Code, Section 3106, states:

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

- counsel £ g&k conduét(s Lga
tion in which the Unlted States, |
-an agency, or an employee thereofpyg 1 1975
is a party, or is interested, or A
for the securing of evidence @3, P /
for, but shall refer the matter to = 7
the Department of Justice. . . .

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

l - Mr. Callahan 1 - Mr. Adams

1 - Mr. Jenkins 2 --Mr. Mintz 4\ (L
l - Mr, Donahue 1 - Mr. Walsh Sv’il _5N“TT
M oGDimbk l/
’ - (CONTINUE OVER) .
ﬁ%' el 3 1925 Buy U. S Sawngs Bonds Regular }y on the Payro]?[ $ avings Plan
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. AdamS'
Re: Authority of FBI and Department of Justice
“to Retaln Prlvate 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 Wthh would qualify as "otherwise authorized by
law, . . -under the above statute. The statutory |
authority for provision of private counsel is contained in
Title28, United States Code, Section 515, which gives the

§Attorney General the authority to appoint 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, 1nclud1ng grand jury pro-
ceedings and proceedings before committing magistrates,
which United States Attorneys are authorized by law to

pertains only to proceedings held within the judicial

%)COH&UCt . . " It is evident then that this authority

{{system, not to hearlngs held before a 1eglslat1ve body.

!1

NW 88460
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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 4033, which states°

(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- otherw1se
may be expended for purposes
necessary to carry out its

| .functlons, 1ncludlng’~- _

"(l) personal serv1ces, including
‘personal services without regard
~to limitations on types of
persons to be employed « o o

appaves I} would empha31ze; however, that the counsel
hlreddreor ents the CIA, not individual employees, and

j 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 1nd1v1dual and the
interests of the agency.

'CONCLUSION-_.

We. conclude that there is no authorlty for elther"

gthe FBI or the Department to pay for prlvate counsel
Selected by employeées._called to testify before the Senate

AP brwae o e
PRt St g

'-‘S’lect'éommlttee or any other leglslatlve body. If an
‘“employee called to testlfy in such a forum dé§ifes 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, ifmSO, re5ponsibility‘for'paYment'rests.with'him.

Furthermore, private counsel retained by an

o agency having authority to do so would be under the
- same disabilities as "in-house" or Departmental counsel
- 1in situations presenting a potential conflict of interest.

-3 - X/ \/

(CONTINUED - OVER)
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Memorandum to Mr J. B. Adams

Re: Authorlty of FBI and Department of Justice -
to Retaln Prlvate Counsel to Represent Employees

"The only authority for payment by the Department of
private counsel would be in a legal proceeding in the

Jjudicial system under Title 28, United States Code,,
Section 515. |

RECOMMENDATION;,

None. For information.
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Training

' Telephone Rm. __

agreement for interview of Axlanta Field Offlce (FO) SA,Edward A |
- Shea by Senate Select Commlttee (SSC) Staff Members at Atlanta,(‘m
7/22 23/75. S N | | - | A

3

|

SuperV1sor S F. Phllllps of the Senstudy 75 Progect

was in- Atlanta 7/22/75 in connection with the interviews there |
of six SAs (five from Atlanta FO; one who traveled to Atlanta
Qé from Knoxville FO) by SSC Staff Members Michael Epsteln and
%y,  Mary DeOreo. Interviews concerned the former FBI investigation
N of Martin Iuther King, Jr. At approx1mately 5:00 p.m., |
§9M 7/22/75, Epstein telephonically contacted Phillips and advised
§ e « that one of the interviews developed information resulting in
“ A .
i U N
%»% ~ Atlanta FO. 1In order to avoid another trip to Atlanta, T e

“tﬁéﬁﬁ{ Epstein asked if Ph1111ps could obtain FBI clearance for "the

.....

|
his desire to interview a seventh SA, Edward A. Shea of the  *.

9 interview which would concern: (1) any possible COINTELPRO
57@5%’ operations in Atlanta with respect to King or the Southern
%y  Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC); (2) Shea's assignment
- to a "file review or file retﬂieval"prOJect during past year
~ concerning COINTELPRO; and (3) concerning COINTELPRO ''generally."

¢ LN
* . PR
Pl o et

1 s ]
R
R IR
-

WP P,

AR M 2

= (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. D E : Sy

- 62-116395
1 - 67- (Personnel F11e SA,Edward A, Shea) | S | (
| s JUL 311975 | -
SFP:1hb Hf’ﬂb . CQNIETUEB“* OVER N
) | f//
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

On ba51s of foregoing request Phllllps;'

| telephonlcally 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 bulldlng,

Deputy AD T. Leavitt concurred with Mintz. At about 5:30 p. m., l

- 7/22/75, Epsteln was telephonically advised by Phillips as

indicated above--clearance for (1) and (2); not for (3) at

this time. Arrangements were then made for 1nterV1ew of

’Shea mornlng of 7/23/75

Subsequent interview of Shea (being reported

raseparately) apparently satisfied Epsteln and it does not

_appear there will be any further request as to item (3).

~AQTION:

NW 88460

Docld:32199796
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~ None. For information.
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made to re8pond to a request of the Senate Select Commltteev
(SSC) dated 6/27/75, pursuant to instructions of the

- Deputy Attorney General until such time as the Department |
can obtain clarification from the SSC regardlng the meanlng
of paragraph 2 in the SSC 's letter of 6/27/75

" Memorandum Wannall to Adams,dated 6/30/75 reV1ewed
a draft copy of the SSC's letter to the Department. This
draft copy is dated 6/25/75. It is 1dent1ca1 in content W1th
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. In this memorandum it was -
pointed out that the Deputy Attorney General found cOnsiderablekgf;
difficulty in understanding paragraph 2 of the SSC's draft Of s
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 1etter asking for clarlflcatlon
of the SSC has been sent, g 7Y

- REC"EU é M 0! Wz@ L w = ,

5 Ju 31 o5 Wf@

WOC: 1hb {17l \ENQ\.%“R“' e

Enclosure

62- 116395

(6) - CONT INUE‘;'ﬁ"“ﬂOVER

PN Oy AT
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
~ Re: Senstudy 75 | |
‘”“62 116395 o

The purpose of thlS memorandum is to note for the

- record that no effort is belng made to develop re3ponses 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 mornlng

~ of 7/15/75
o Enclosed hereW1th 1s a copy of the 6/27/75 request -
mentloned ahove. | , o

.7 AcTIoN;
For‘informetionhandhrecord purposes.h
-2 -
NW 88460
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e . . .. . RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

- Washington, D. C. &

'“Dear Mr. Attorney General

'belleve.would be helpful

“disclosure that underlies that agreement,

- ment
- the formulation
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Enclosed W1th this letter arewnotlflcatlons
concernlng certain matters currently unfer investigatiocn

by the Select Committee whlch relate to governn ilent enCltleS'”"

,under your Jurlsdlctlon.

'I‘hese notlflcat;ons are snbnlétted purouent to

“an agreement between the Committee, the various 1nte111—

gence entities, and the White House. Pursuant to that
agreement, the various entltles in the Executive Branch
have agreed not only to make available tne pertinent

- wWwitnesses, but also to submit in response all informat 1on

and material which they possess that is relevant to the

~areas and cases which the Committee wiskes to 1nvest1gate.'

The response should include all relevanf underlying docu-
mentation and other 1nPormatlon, 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 Execmtive Branch inguilry
into the matter. In addition, weawouldqwelcome a.current

tee and any other obse”vatlons on the swg ect that .,vou,‘ -
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| Succees in ful-
filling the iull disclosure pollcy contalned in theﬂev” S

is indispensible to the Committee's a ana- to

of our ultimate flndlﬁap,‘COWCluSLOﬁS,and
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Wlthln the Committee mandate,_contalned in

.S Res. 21 there are four broad subjects relating to'thet

intelllgence community which we are required to investi-

‘gate and study in order to determine the facts and ultl—»:
‘mately to decide whether to make recommendatlons for

B ~legislative or other changes. They are:

"fligence act1v1t1es. *

2. ;Whether certaln pollcies or practlces are e

 [ ‘ *»7t_m7;r; or are not 1llegal 'unethlcal or otherw1seg-

,improper

,3; ;Whether there has or has not been excessive
| duplication or inadequate coordination be-
tween and among intelligence agencies and,

more generally, the efflclency of 1ntelli- _t

- gence act1V1t1es.ﬁ;wv-

"Lu,'rWhether-there,has.or'has not‘been'adeQuatet

internal and external control and OVersight:;'”

~over the policies and practlces of 1nte111-,
- gence agencles._» RETI .

In attemptlng to find the answers to these funda—

mental questions, the Committee 1s proceedlng 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

'”‘1nte111gence activities are designed to solve, the proce-

~dures by which 1nte111gence activities are and have been

"_jproposeq” approved, executed, ~evaluated, "and terminated,

the range and scope of the act1v1t1es utlllzed to achlevef
intelligence objectives, and the prOprlety and utility of
the activities undertaken. Second, we will examine in |

‘depth certain subjects within the broad topics of 1nvcs-7
tigation. (We would, of course, welcome your suggestion

1=-‘of other cases that would give added insight into intelli-

gence matters under your JUPlSdlCtlon ) These specific

. subjects for 1nvest1gat10n are not intended to 11m1t the
| wscope contalned 1n the more general questlons. '

NW 88460
Docld:32199796
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xlge;The structure, performance, and ut111ty of }'__
~ government operations W1th respect to 1ntel— o
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The annexed notlflcatlons spell these matters“ n  "

"out in greater detail. In addition, they ask certaln

specifiic questions, set forth certaln previously requested
documents not yet recelved 'request additional documents,_

~and, in some cases, ask for the names and present addresses
- of persons who have held certain positions. Where appro—;.'
- priate, the subject's description indicates that_ pursuant

}@wvc{

to the agreed Outline for Inquiry Procedures, the matter
primaridy concerns allegatlons of abuse or other contro-
versial specific matters where there is reason to believe
improprieties may have occurred. Finally, the notifications
indicate the name(s) of the staff member(s) who, in addition
tor the Committee's senlor staff will be respons1b1e for the
partlcular matters | T S

'« The Commlttee, in the course of the next few
months, will undertake other subjects for investigation
as 1ts work proceeds and Wlll notlfy you as approprlate

o : We look forward to your cooperatlon in these'
matters. - H///.V

Frank Church “
Chairman =

'*_ These specific requests are not, of course,_lntended

to 1limit the agreement to come forward with all rele-

?avant information and materlaf,‘lncludlng documents, whether

WMM1EHﬁﬁ@5
Page 18

or not they have been brought to the Committee's attentfon_ 
or have been spe01f1cally requested by the Commlttee |

Vice Chairman
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 §. Legal Authorlty for FBI Intelllgence and, f

 B.  Organ1zat1on and Operatlon of the FBI

Counterlntelllgence Act1v1t1es S f 1 nff3nféF:“

- Intelligence Division o S  :jnf”]fnfn“?3 n n;' '

1. FBI Internal Securlty Intelllgence" .H u
| | Operatlons ”,_ B R - f;_ - ,__,QL~M". ';u~'

2. The FBI and the u. s Intellldence e
. Community e e i R

' “n3..”FBI Forelgn Counterlntelllgenceff>n:_ 'f S
- Operations F N A 5

S 0 R

nH.Inspectlon DlViSlon Investlgatlons'
"--n5,°FBI Intelllgence Act1v1t1es and State '
'  1_,   | n1 “ l - or Local Law Enforcement Agen01es N
III. Case Studies : ‘ | ‘
o General Questions

Y

~ A. Electronic Surveillance

v WV NN o

A nl,a Warrant1ess-EiéctPOniC'SUrVéillance':f

‘”] ~;2,N Warrantless Electronic Survelllance B |
| -».and "Leaks"*”~7fj.‘,'- ;»;_g>,..,1;._-C;Q11.
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I.
I,

Surreptltlous Entry

f.3QIIE1ectronic Qurvelllance of

';‘TDr; Martin Luther Klng

~ Q;'_Electronie Survelllance and the

- Democratic National tonventlon,_
*'.Atlantlc Clty, 196H o |

Mall Covers and Ma11 Openlngs‘

Other Spe01flc Technlques '

COINTELPRO and Dlsruptlve Act1V1t1es

Clandestlne Informant Act1V1t1es:fn7M

N "Notlonal" Organlzatlons'”

J01nt FBI Pollce Operatlons

"fl,f'Whlte Fnlghts of the Ku Klux Klan,vntfr,

-M1331331pp1

,2{-'B1ack Panther Party, Chlcago

_ Th r"Huston Plan"--"”“I'

Alleged Polltlcal Mlsuse of the FBI

'Department of Justlce‘

_._Ac

B'.'-

The Attorney General

The Internal Securlty Sectlon (formerly
- BlVlSlon) | - S - |

":Ils B
f27‘:
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FEDLRAL LURLAU OF INVL TiGQTION
(INCLUDING DhPARTthT OF JUSTICB)

I, ‘Issues

NW 88460

A.

;;'-intelligence activities°

Docld:32199796

Page 21

The Committee s 1nquiry into the 1nte111vence and
counterintelligence activitles of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation 1s examining fundamental issues which
bear directly on the zdequacy of current leg*slation
 and administrative organizatlon and procedure. ‘The
Committee secks to determine whether FBI intelligence
-~ and counterintelligence activities achieve legitimate
obaectives in conformity with the rule of law. Among
the basic issues to be addressed are the following |

,What is the 1egal authority for FBI intelligence'_”'ﬁl

and counterintelligence activities? Should the

 FBI's authority be clarified or revised or
- incorporated in a comprehen51ve statutory
'*_charter° | -

what limitations are placed on bBI intelligence

and counterintelligence activities by the
Constitution and laws of the United States?
Should these 1imitations be clarified or |

»revised°

What have been the purposes and aims of FBI

'.intelligence and counterintelligence activities°
Should these cbjectives be modif1ed° - R

‘How have the intelligence and counterintelligence--
~activities of the FBIL been organized and coordinated
with other agencies of government? - Should these
| procedures and practices be revised?

- What have been the procedures for and techniques -
- 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? | , o .

What have been and should be the mechanisms for-
jnternal and external policy-making, control, .
and supervision of FBI intelligence and counter—
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SO . . -

's'As a neans of examlning the above issues in the

eontext of actual FBI intelligence operations,

~the Committee intends to study certain specifics~"'

topics, some of which are general in nature, and

~others of which involve specific cases, programs - R
or techniques. Part II, below, contains descrlptions ,Q  4_ .
- of the general areas into which the Committee: 1ntends  o

to inquire. Part IIT contains dbscriotjons of the
specific cases mentioned above. The descrlptlons

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, addltional7 _
- areas of 1nqu1ry may develop durlng the course of the
 Committee s work. | o R T ST L,

. ) : . : M N - . : . . - ’ ' .. & : " - R : - . ~ . . " . " . - :
. . A o .
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A,

Areas'of'General‘Inqairy'*

,Legal Authorlty for FBI Intelllpence and Counter—’
1nte111gence Activities N o | o

”'The Committee is examlnlng the 1ega1-basis»for'FBI '

intelligence and counterintelligence activities.

-There may be serious question as to the adeguacy

of the present legislative framework for the FBI'
functions in these fields. Current statutes

, authorize the FBI to perform investigative and law )
enforcement functions, but they do not Sp601flca11ya.-*

.' .authorlze 1nte111gence or counterintelligence

eactivities. Therefore, the Committee seeks to

__;_w determine whether the FBI's authorlty should be )
_gg5,clar1f1ed " revised, or 1ncorporated in a compre—;, 
o fhen31ve statutory charter - S o

' Respons1b1e staff Senlor staff
L ~~ Task Force leader

Mark Gitenstein

Organlzatlon and Operatlon of the FBI Inte111— R

gence D1v181on

"The-Commlttee is investigating‘the-struCture and

~ operating practices of the FBI Intelligence Divi-

sion. Proposals have been made that the national
security 1nte111gence and counterintelligence

 functions of the FBI should be lodged in a separate

agency or otherwise separated from the FBl's

eriminal 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
General or an independent board, and for clearer

,f'standards and procedures for FBI activities in thls'

grea. Therefore, the Committee desires complete
information on the operating practices and proce-

‘ ~dures of the FBI Intelligence Division and of the

"‘field office act1V1t1es superv1sed by the Intelll—

gence D1v151on.
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The Commlttee s 1nqu1ry Tocuses on the fOllOWlng
spec1flc areas: ' | | | . . |

. 10.

~ The Commlttee seeks to determlne the nature 1d'
‘and purpose of FBI intelligence operations

FBI Internal Securlty Intelllgence Operatlons

~directed at foreign intelligence activities
-~ and subversive or extremist act1v1t1es W1th1n

the United States. It has been alleged that

the scope of FBI intelligence*investigationsh

is too broad and has extended to legitimate
political activities. Consequently, the Com-

¥
eain o aoiit s BB e

SPNIIPR F SHVERH O SRR TP REQUSRIPISUR N PRIEY 0N

mittee must examine how the FBI's respon51b111—»g

 : e'ties have been deflned

. ,Respons1ble staff Senior staff

" Task Force leader ;;h~
lg,Mark thensteln o

_:-The FBI and the U. S. Intelligence Communlty‘ -'

“jThe Commlttee seeks to determlne what have -
been the policies and_procedures,for_coordlna—'a

tion between the FBI and other agencies in the

 occasions in the past where friction between =
the FBI and other agencies has produced serwousp-

dissatlsfactlon within the U. S. intelligence
community. The purpose of this inquiry is to
evaluate the adequacy of past and present cc—f

"ordlnatlng mechanlsms.,

: Respons1b1e_staff: \Senior staff

- Task Force leader
~ Mark Gitenstein

-8B S. intelligence community. There have been o
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' 7FBI Forelgn Counterlntelllgence Operatlons

~ The Commlttee seeks to determlne the nature of
- FBI counterintelligence operations directed at -
- foreign intelligence activities within the '“'1__<
~ United States or at any other hostile forelgn— SO

- related activities within the Unlted States.

Since FBI operations to "counter" these act1v1—'
ties 80 beyond 1nte111gence collectlon, the |

- require statutory authorlzatlon. - The 1mpact

b

~ of counterintelligence operations on United o
jStates forelcn relatlons w1ll also be con81dered,»”e~

- Respons1ble staff -QSenlor staff

~_Task Force leader
- 3;,Loch Johnson
”WYauBarbara Banoff

-Inspection D1v151on Investlgatlons

"~ The Commlttee is examlnlng the relatienship o
of the FBI Inspection Division to FBI intelli-

gence and counterintelligence activities. This

- includes both regular Inspection Division

 “rev1ews of Intelligence Division and field
- office functions and specific investigations .

of allegations of improper conduct in connec-

 --7ft1on w1th FBL 1nte111gence act1V1t1es.'gq,

" ,Respons;b1e staff:s SenlOr'Staff

- Task Force leader
-~ Mark Gitenstein

RTINS AR A SN O B I e TN (e YIped s we o nee o .o
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l*ftThe Commlttee seeks to determlne the nature of,’

y”fthe relationships between FBI 1ntelllgence R

.activities and state and local law enforcement[,"

jn ”agenc1es ~This subject involves the delicate
~balance bethen the necessary CLHLP&Il?&thn:

of certain law enforccment activities and the

'°7;Const1tut10nally mandated decentralization of

~ general law enforcement respon81blllty It 1is
'~ _necessary for the Committee to evaluate the
- centralizing influence of the FBI, well as -
~the FBI's role as a check on local law enlorce—v- ~'*m

- ment abuses.

'? lRespons1ble staff “Senlor staff

,,,,;;Task Force leader
v.wj]}y;]Mark Gitenstein
-iﬁta Walter Ricks-"

o e i S et m i b s e B e e it S o i e i e L

+ FBI Intelllgence ACthlblGS and State or Local°lc”’t '
Law Enforcement Agenc1es | | —



Lase Studies

| General Questions

 ,*The descrlptlons which follow of the spe01f1c cases the

. case

10.

- wishes to explore in each case.

1.

Committee intends to study are.intended to serve the
dual purpose cof notifying the IFBI of the issues the
- Committee will explore 1n connection with each case
and eliciting from the FBI all information and material =
~in+its possession relating to the questions the. Commlttee'*'
" In order to avoid
‘unnecessary repetition of certain questlons which w1ll
be basic to the Committee's investigations of each
, certain fundamental questions are set forth
‘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’materlal it has relating to these
"basixc questions even though they are not repeated in
the dlscu531on of each partlcular area.

ITPF.
What is or has been the legal authorlty for the
.f~}act1V1ty° R . v o
2. What have beenithe purpoSeS'of the activity?n
-34 .What technlques have been employed 1n the act1v1ty° -
4. What klnds of 1nformatlon have been gathered 1n
~ the act1v1ty9 o .
:5, - How have spec1flc uses of the act1v1ty been 1n1t1ated
--and approved”‘ | - . »
t56, How have the targets for the act1v1ty been selected° -
h7?' What have been the c 1ter1a for target selectlon°
8. flow has the 1nte111gence ‘which is collected been
~ _used? - R -
9. To whom has the 1nte111gence collected been dls—?-
sem1nated° - |
,,What has been the basls for any dlssenlnatlon w1th
v_respect to.each rec1p1ent° o - -
- 11._aHow has the act1v1ty been coordlnated with other
NW 88460
Docld:32199796
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_1nte111gence agencies?

&
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N 712 What have been the effects of thls coordlnatlonvifgdq.“'

L
D

-~ 13. To uhat extent has each of the foregOln? ‘been com—

| patlble with the legal authorlty for and the purposes
of the . act1v1ty9 R | N BER

711M;t By what means has the act1V1ty been monltored   b T**‘"'"'

controlled and aom1n1stered°
15. What are the potentlal abuses to Wthh the act1v1ty f fl-
-, may lead° . SRR S

- 16. To what abuses has the actiV1ty led9-h

SR e

17. What steps have been taken to 1nvest1gate Such e S e

abuses°
?:¢'18 What steps have been taken to av01d such abuses° -

tt-p»t 'v.p t19. Mhat have been the costs and utlllty of the_-l:--
- .act1v1ty9 | o | R

In some 1nstances, the spec1f1c questlons set forth
below may appear to .repeat some of the general questlons :
The purpose in such cases is simply to clarify the appli-
cation of the general question to the specific case. o
| Except where inapplicable by their terms, all general
-(__questlons relate to each spec1f1c case |

NW 88460 T L
Docld:32199796 - o
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"Electronlc Survelllance

The Commlttee is examining all forms of eleCtronlc

‘interception of communications including wiretap-
- ping, electronic eavesdropping, consensual elec—

tronic surveillance interception of video and data

~ communications, lecal monitoring devices, and all

- other forms of electronic or technical monltorlng |

~ The Committce's general questions apply to each ofh’
* the techniques listed above, as well as to the .
~matters set forth in the following spec1llc caoes

e The Commlttee seeks to determlne whether the
Attorney General should have the authority
"to authorize electronic surveillance for cer- |
tain purposes. without a prior judicial warrant.

4 Tpis power has been exercised by succeeding

~Attorneys General since 1940, upon the exp1r01t-'

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 authorlty remalns un-
deflnedby the Supreme Court | |

QuestlonS'“

The Commlttee requests that the FBI and the
| Justice Department address the folIOW1ng specrflc
e questlons | o

a. What is the scope and basis'of'the claim
 of Executive authority to conduct warrant-
'11ess electronlc surve111ance°-“ o

"« b. What have,been\the procedunes for considera-

NW: 88460

Docld:3219979%6
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“ tion and approval of requests for warrantless
~electronic survelllance authorlzed by the
Attorney General9 | - - .

. C. “What are the spe01flc dlsadvantages of the
- judicial warrant requirement for those
~ electronic surveillances which have been |
: authorlzed by tThe Attorney Genera1°

e

v{hfolg;-Warrantless Electronlc Survelllance ,-‘“7"1-'“““
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Does the Fourth Amendment permit the
- issuance of judicial warrants for elec-— L
~tronic surveillance on grounds other than |

- ordinary probable cause where national

"fto Jjustify the surve111ance°

’TO What'CXtent'are the Speclflc prCedUPeS7c'°
- of Title III of the Omnibus Crime Control

Act of 1968 inappropriate for electronic

.,_rlty 1nte111gence purposes9

a.

_Documents-_d S

" The Committee requests the following additional
| documents bearing on the questlons stated above:

All wrltten Justlflcatlons for the spec1flc

authorizations by the Attorney General for
warrantless electronic surveillance from

fstanuary 1, 1960 until the present

Attorney General of specific requests for

- warrantless electronic surveillance from_“
| January l 1960,:unt11 the present

| Commlttee staff accesstx>1nformatlon con—.
- tained in the impounded documents, deposi-

tions, and other materials in all pending
civil suits which involve warrantless

‘electronic surveillance and in which the
- Committee has received the consent of the
lealntlffS for such access - |

Respon51b1e staff Senlor staff»

~Task Force leader‘
Mike Epsteln B

~security intelligence purposes are advancedx.“'

surveillance conducted for nat10na1 secu—-f [

.All documents reflectlng the den1a1 by thef.;
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. - "Leaks"

. - . . ) : - T . -
»
M
.

Warrantless Elcctronic Surveillance and

7'3The

~ fthe

- and

- with
- case

Committee is examining several instances of
use of warrantless electronic surveillance

other lnvestigative techniques in connection-ip;

"Joaks" of classified information. These

s may involve specific allegations of abuse

or oO

ther controversial matters where there is

~ reas

on to believe improprieties may have

';occu

rreo.- ihese instances include. o

jThe investigation of alleged'"leaks" by or

B disseminated please state°

(1) The nature of the information

(2) The basis for the dissemination o

.)_.

%0 17 Executive officials and newsmen |
- --between May 1969 and February l97l.-,,a:”
b. The investigation of alleged "1eaks"'from
. a military staff member assigned to the_
- __National Security Councwl in 1971 72-‘3
. Ce. The reported 1nvestigation of columnist |
| -_Joseph Kraft in 1969 - |
4. hThe reported investigation of the actiV1ties
- of Mrs. Anna Chennault and Vice Presidential
‘_f _,candidate Spiro Agnew in 1968
e. Any other instances of warrantless electronic ,.'
~ survelllance in connection with the investi—~
o gation of "leaks" to the press., - -
Questions ] |
-~ The Committee requests that the FBI and the
- Justilce Department address the following spe01fic
lquestions._ o . | | _
»'a;‘ Through what procedures and by whom were
" each of these electronic surveillances auth- |
. o “orized and approved continued and terminated? “
f»b,i:As to each person ‘to whom information was
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"ifid; "What were the results of the evaluations9 e°t‘

th‘e,Q,Who made them”
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(3) _The date of each dissemination. r

(4) The use which was in fact made of the .;:~
_information by the recipient R

»_ ¢;“‘wh t evaluations were made of the original

giounds for the surveillence as it progrcssed‘7 .

f. What are the reasons for use of electronic .
~ surveillance without judicial warrant to
- investigate "leaks" of classified 1nformation
~'to the press° | R L |

'g;_-HOW uoes each of the above instances relate |

¢« to these reasons?

'-*'"-.ho To wnat extent would requirement Of a

warrant interfere with the ability to_- n"'
detectzsucn leaks" - - |
' Responsible staff: Senior staff
S Task Force leader
- Mark Gitenstein
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_aSurveiliancp oder='NartinnLuther”Kinghd

 This 1nVest1gatlon examines the authorlzatlon for,'—’w

"~ conduct and termination of, and dellberatlons

- regarding the surveillance of Dr. King. This case
- may involve specific allegations of abuses and other-
~controeversial matters where there is reason to be-

——— ——

lleve Jmproprletles may have occurred

o Questlons

d'?The Commlttee requests that the FBI and the |
. ,Justice Department address the folIOW1ng spe01flc»,:
'_;questlons » RCRIEI SO R |

- a}i“Through what procedures and by whom were

- wiretaps and electronic bugs of Dr. Klng | |
-&c~in1t1ated approved continued, and termina-
- ted? T o R

,,‘b@” What'were the locations;fextentd;and .

- duration of the electonlc survelllances
 'of Dr.fK:Lng9 S -

e. What were the grounds of natlonal securlty,

if any, for the 1ntroduct1©n of the electronlc_uh*

'1dn_surve111ances of Dr. King?

d. What was the relatlonshlp hetween the 1nformatlon

- collected and each of the purposes of the
.survelllance° - R

.vfe.v'What evaluatlons were made of the orlglnal

o grounds for the survelllance as. 1t progressedOV»

- f;m»What were the results of tbose evaluatlons‘7

8° _Who'made them?

j¢ mWho made them°

: h. What périodio eva1uations'were madetof'thef'

relationship between the information being -
- collected and the’ orlglnal obJectlves of the o
surve111ance° e B - e -

| i,JVWhat were the results of the evaluations°
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:"e k_ To whom werezmn; reeults of the ef "'

survelllance dlabemlnated°

51¢' As to each person to whom information wasafe'
dissemlnated pleaue state o - o

“f'(1)3eThe nature of the information |
| '(2)*-The basis for the dlssemination
(?) The.date of each diosemination

(u) The use which was in fact made of 'ee;
the information e .

"Responsible staff sentor staff .
o | Task Force Leader ED T

g e e e i
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"~ The Committée is examining the use of

e ;. e

b Surveillance at the Democratic National— - B
Convention, Atlantic City,'l964», ;

surveillance and other intelligence_operationsP '
in Atlantic City, New Jersey, on or about the

- time of the Democratic MNaticnal Convention 1n L

1964. This case may involve spccific_allegations'

of abuses and other controversial matters where
there is rcason to believe improprieties may

have occurred.

. Questions

'The\COmmittee;rédueststhattheFBI'and the“Justiée '
o Departmentaddressthefollowingspecificquestions:

a.DidthéFBIconductelecﬁronic surveillance

and other intelligence operations at this
time-and'place?* SRR » D

| b,Jhowerethetargets?'

‘¢. Through what procedures and by'Whom wére-the'

" decisions made to engage in electronic
- surveillance and intelligence operations.
at this time and place?

’d.  What were 6he‘nature, extent,’and.duration- 

of the electronic surveillance and other
intelligence operations at this time and
place? - . R

e. What was the relationship between:each\targét -

selected and the purpose-of‘the.surveillance?

f. Was the FBI requested to conduct such |
surveillance by any-person'or_organization
outside the FBI? | S e T b

8. If 80»3 by Whom,when, an‘d for‘ what Stated . :

‘reason?

‘h. TowhOm_Were'the resultsof the Surveiliance.

disseminated?

i.  As,to.ea¢h pérson‘whom 1nformat10anas

disseminated, please state

e .
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”(1)_,Theenature of the infopmafion -,_
 "- fe(2) ;The¥basis for the disueninatlon
(3),'The date of each dissemination

.(4) The use whlch was in fact made of f.“'f
o _the 1nformation.a | B RN

| Respon51ble staff Senior Staff |
AR R . . Task Force Leader B N A TR
| SRR . Mike Epsteln o  5,ffﬂf?7_”*
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.;#l-Bsy Surreptitious Entry

The purpose of this inquiry is to determine the

‘extent to which the FBI has used surreptitious

entry as an intelligence technique, either through
~ 1ts own operations or through operations by other
- agencies and individuals. This case may involve

allegations of abuse and controversial matters

where there is reason to believe improprietles :
_ﬁmay have occurred | .

Questions

P

'l’Responsible Staff " Senior Staff
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The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice )
T; Departnent address the following specific questions'i

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° o - o

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,,

fplace and target

As to any 1nstance in which the FBI has refused

to comply with another agency's request for
.surreptitious entry, what vwas |

a. The basis for the'refusal? -‘” 

b. The‘reaSOn given for'the request?,

~ What procedures were employed to authorize any

surreptitious entry identified under 2, and who_ -

| authorized each such entry?

To the extent applicable by their terms, each of

the above questions and the General Questions
will be explored specifically with reference to
any entry or proposed entry at an embassy in
May 1972. - o |

- Task Force Leader'
~ Mike Epstein
. Paul Wallach
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1f"tC%"Mail Covers and Mail Openings

The Committee is examininp the conduct of mail covers
and mail openings by or on behalf of the FBI and. any
instances of mail openings or intercepts which may -
have been conducted by or on behalf of the FBI. .-This o
inquiry may involve aile;gtigns_of sbuse or other

- controversial matters where there is reason to
| believe_improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

.The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice.f'
fDepartment address the following spe01fic questions '

1o The specific purposes of all mail covers conducted )
- in connection with FBI intelligence and counter-
jntelligence activities. Thils includes all N
¢+ 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 for the dissemination-
" of information from mail covers requested by the
FBI. This includes a 1list of all entities to whom
‘mail cover information has been disseminated since
January l 1960 -

3. Whether or not FBI personnel may have conducted N
| mail covers in violation of existing Postal Service
‘regulations. For any mall 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
~econducted, 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 it was initiated - o

b, Whether or not the FBI has Opened mail or caused f“
~ mail to be opened, either with or ‘without the
permission of the Postal Service. For all E
“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
o S Lecation where the mail was opened or intercepted,
NW 88460 | ~ the names of the individuals who participated in
ocld:32199796 the opening or intercept, and the purpose of the
age 38 S ' opening or intercept. | | .
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*rDocuments B

o ”The Committee requests the following additionax o
'-,  _documents bearlng on the questions stated above.,jf

”*,l;e'All documents which discuss, refer to, 'r e"'

. relate to the origins, authorizations, .
conduct, and termination of and procedures.

-~ for the mail covers, intercepts, and openlngs;
=fidentificd in 3 and M above. I

Responsible Staff._ Senio” Staff
Ll e Task Force Leader =
»,,.Paul Wallach -~ -
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ﬁ7r?'D Other Spec1fic Technioueb

ttﬁ;:g*-As to the following techniques, tne Committee s]: t
- 1ipquiry will "initially be confined to the. General

-Questions. As the inquiry prcceeds, areas of

| : " le
A . _ § 2 O'.: .
. o " ‘ 30'-

- -

o

"'potential abuse and thus-of specific 1nquiry beyond
the General Questions may deVe]oo . R

Incomnunlcado detention and 1nterrogation.h_i'° 
Photographic;and television Surveillance.‘
,Polygraphs.

The obtaining of bank credit 'sohOOi" 'dfnt‘”*ﬁ

... other personal records and information, o
- including the obtaining of 1nformation under

5n_false pretext.
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The Committee isvinvestigating the circumstances }”

surrounding the origins of, authorization for, and

implementation of the FBI program known as COINQEL-dTJ'

"PRO and any similar programs. This inquiry may

involve allegations of abuse and controversial matters

ey

where therc is rcason to believe impreprieties may

“have occurred - The scope_of thisvinvestigation o

- COVGI‘S .

oy

R 10- CQINTELPRos-— Communist Party USA

w ;hvvfési.COINTELPROI-~ Sociallst Workers Party,.th7'w
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.-3.'COINTELPROh-- White Hate Groups, u e

4., COINTELPRO -- Black Extremists,;_JE m ;3_

5. COINTELPRO —- New Left;

6. COINTELPRO -- Special Operations (exceot-as |
targeted against hostile foreign intelligence
services),—- o - S e

7; COINTELPRO - Puerto Rican Independence Groups,_

v‘8. COINTELPRO‘—- Operation Hoodw1nk

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. R v . : - S R '

Questions='

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice' “

Department address the following specific questions..

‘1. Under what circumstances, through what proce—'
| dures, and by whom were these programs initiated
'authorized, and terminated9 | , o

2;.:Under what circumstances and through what Lro- ,i
" 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
" agtivities conducted by the Dcpa tment of Justice_

'ifin 197u9- B B R
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