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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

SECRET
(CONFIDENTIAL When Separated
From Accompanying Documents)

MEMORANDUM FOR LIEUTENANT GENERAL BRENT SCOWCROFT
THE WHITE HOUSE .

\ . |
Subjectr’{ge;;;; Select gpmmlttee Request ol
‘ “for Documents on the Cabimet ;ﬁ&
‘Commit*ee to. Combat Terro#fﬁﬁ o
\_/--—-"‘_‘ &

o

The Department of State has been asked by the
Senate Select Committee investigating intelligence to
provide information on the structure and functions.of
the Cabinet Committee to Combat Terroriesm and its

Working Group. Because all of the basic documents con- -

cerning the CCT are Presidential, we are forwarding them
to you for review for possible release to the Senate

Committee-
The relevant documents are:

-- Memorandum for the President from Secretary William
P. Rogers on September. 18, 1972 (the report referred to
in the President's Memorandum of September 25, 1972};

-~ Memorandum for the Secretary from President
Richard M. Nixon on September 25, 1972; and

7 -- 8ix reports to the Pre51dent from the Chairman
of the Cabinet Committee to Combat Terrcrism (the. geevetary

of State).

These documents set forth the basic scruc;ure

fimctions of the Cabinet Committee d lta orkxng Gro >
REC 3 fﬁ
There are many fggp;h@ns of the 1ne Comm*etee and
its Working Group di&cussed in the repores to the
President other than the inteliigence function being
investigated by the Senate Select Committee. We do not

se2 any need for the discussion of these otheBfuneiig:
to be withheld from the SSC. ‘%

A | - - . ® JUN 25 1975 -7

P - SECRET bt ———
{(.CNFIDENTIAL When Separated :
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For your convenience we have noted below the sections
of the reports to the President that relate to the intel-
ligence aspect of the Cabinet Committee and its Working
Group:

—-- September 18, 1972 memo = page 2: #2, 3; page 4:
#11.

-- November 2, 1972 memo - page l; page 2; paragraph 3.

== January 8, 1973 memo - page 1l: #3; page 2: #6,
7, 90 ) P C

-,

March 8, 1973 memo - page l: #6..

March 29, 1973 memo - page 1: paragraph 2; page 2:
paragraph l page 3: paragraph 1. ' “

-- June 27, 1973 memo -~ page l: #2, 3; page 2:
paragraph 6.

-- February 18, 1975 memo - Page 3: paragraph 3, 5;
page 6: paragraph 5, 6; Tab 2 (Guidelines) page 4: para-
graph 3; Tab 3 (Procedures) Enclosure #1 page. 5:. para-
graph 4.

In addition to the above documents, we would also plan
to provide the Senate Committee with the following nar- ]
rative statement on the CCT and intelligence: '

Begin Statement (CONFIDENTIAL) :

With the exception of a weekly publication by the
CIA on international terrorism, requested by the Cabinet
Committee on January 1, 1973, the intelligence functions
of the Cabinet Committee and its Working Group are handled
through established interagency channels. The agencies
most active in generation and coordination of terrorism
information for the Working Group -are the CIA, the FBI,
NSA, DOD, the Secret Service, the Department of Treasury .
and the State Department.

[

SECRET
(CONFIDENTIAL When Separated
‘From Accompanying Documents)
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1 - Mr. Wannall - enc.
1 - Mr. Cregar - enc.
1 - Mr. Mintz - enc.

‘ 1 - Mr. Hotis - enc.
\< The Deputy Attorney General June 30, 1975

r. Daly’'- enc.
oector, x5t (03 /16 395 DD )
REC- 107
SENATE S8ELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Reference is made to memorandum of K. Willlam O*Connor,
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination, to Mr. John Mintz, Legal
Counsel Division of this Fureau, dated June 28, 1975, captioned "DAG
Inquiry Re Communication by Former AAG Dcar to FRI Regarding
») Mississippl Freedom Democratic Party Delegation. "

AR W b SO 40 B

S

Regarding your request comtained in referenced communication
for the Bureau to locate and furnish certain documents, it is my under-
standing that you are in possession of the documents requested

C.

INFORMATION co

ALL
HEREIN

£ In response to your request that we turnish our observations

g concerning the making of the documents available to former Assistant
Attorney General John Doar, may I suggest that this raiscs an issue

| which has heen discussed in the past by the Bureau and the Department

| -and other Government agencies. This issue to my knowledge has not

| been resolved. That issue is whether a former employee should be

allowed access to documents in the Government's possession to refresh

his recollection for possible testimony before the Senate Select Committee.

It is this Purean's position that such docaments should not be made

available for the aforementioned purpose, and in those instances where

a former employee cannot respoad accurately to the question of the Senate

Select Committee or any other Congressional investigative body, the

Commitiee or Congressional body can be referred to the appropriate

bureau or agency which will, if appropriate, furnish the necessary

information. I am sure you will understand our concern in this regard

ofar as setting a precadent which might serve for future requests of

uture.

t
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Aasoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm.
Dep. AD Inv.

~ Comp. Syst, —_
Ext. Affairs ___{/|
Files & Com, __’

. Special Counsel for Inteliigence Coordix
Gen. Inv. R ¢ Y ia.i,t. T _ / ‘
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tassm—= PVD:ech _, s  SEE NOTE ON PAGE 2
Plan. & Eval. _ ) ' I , ' \'ﬁ}b
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Spec. Inv.
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Legal Coun.
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The Deputy Attorney deneral

NOTE: According to referenced communication, Mr. Doar requested
to review a communication he caused to be sent while in the Department
asking for information concerning the Mississippi Freedom Democratic
Party Delegation. The Deputy Attorney General had asked that the
documentation concerning the request and our response be located and
furnished to him. The Department also asked our views as to whether
he should be given access to or delivered the documents for the purpose
of refreshing Dodr's recollection.

-9~
i‘r@y 55Q29 DocId:32989611 Page 7
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

JUN 2 6 1975
TO: John Mintz
Legal Counsel Division
Federal Bureau of Investigation o>
/ K. William O'Connor e T

e,

Special Counsel for Intelligence . . v
Coordlnatlon \S}.ﬂ/\ :j o, #7 . %

to FBI Regard:m Mississippi Freedom Democratlc
Party Delegation

i mandinss

(1) The DAG has asked me to request that the Bureau make
a file check to determine what, if any, documents may be found
in FBT files relating to a request made by Mr. Doar in August
1964 for information and Bureau-action regarding members of the
subject delegation. It is our understanding that Mr. Doar
requested certain information from the FBI regarding this dele~
gation in mid-August 1964; and that some information was delivered
to the DOJ (either to Mr. Doar or then DAG Katzenbach) shortly
thereafter, in the latter part of August 1964.

(2) It is possible that Mr. Doar may be asked about these j
matters in connection with the Senate Select Committee inquiyy
(reference Appendix D, Item 7, 5/14/75 SSC request). The DAG e
has also asked that, after such documentation as may be developed
under (1) above has been located, the Bureau furnish to him its
view as to the access/delivery to Mr. Doar of such documentation
for the purpose of refreshing his recollection.

(3) An expeditious response to this request will be

O palte 395338

N TS
{ Lj\‘“?"\hb} 14 JUL.10 1975

B é ‘ (‘!" ‘q‘ T §L ' )\.g‘: ‘:' \‘1’ o i %
‘l L . a” A - 3’,;7 k i -l . (g {A\‘

k Yy RO 5
AERY \b.ﬁ B (7 v ALL INFORMATION cc;zwrﬁéc*%
i

¥

G I TR HEREIN IS UNC i3
e ARy
BT L



- GS#GEN. REG, go 27

G B
"
o \
OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 : 5010-106 .
i MAY 1962 EDITIGN

(. | |

| UNITED STATES ERNMENT e AT
2 Dep. 4 4
s 4 l - Mro Jn Bc Adams Ass'_w
\* Memorandum s D s ]
k & (Mr. J. B. Hotis) Comp. Syst. —
%J‘ Nri W. R. Wann£ﬂLU DATE: 6/11/75 Fils & Con. —
' y i 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall Ideor.
, f 1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar s pection
FROM = W, bﬁ'@fegar 1 - Mr. R. L. Moore KLabow
LegulCoun!'E
/p Plan. & Eval. ___
SUBJECT: UNITED STATES SENATE_SELECIMMMMMITTEE Spec. Inv.

Training

| ON_INTELLIGENCE.ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Telephone Rm. __

. Diractor Sec’y —__
w‘@ o
By letter dated 5/14/75, with attached appendi sl ="
the SSC requested certain information and documents from Iz

the FBI.

Appendix C, Item number 10, requested all memoranda
and other materials relating to the elimination of the Liaison
Section of the FBI in 1970 and its reestablishment in late
1972.

Among the enclosures to our letter to the Attorney
General (AG), dated 6/13/75, being proposed for forwarding
to the Committee is E. S. Miller memorandum to Mr. Felt,
7/14/72. On page 2 there is information that "our close “

association with the Chief Postal Inspector and his top {-ﬁi =
officials has resulted in that agency providing support in g e
some of our most delicate intelligence operations looking ﬁ;?
to the identification of illegal hostile intelligence #
activities in this country."™ This could possibly be construed

| to include opening of mail. It is to be noted that opening

| of mail by FBI is the subject of a separate SSC request and
future correspondence with the SSC, through the AG, will
address itself to this subject. Former Chief Postal Inspector
Henry B. Montague, with whom we have had extensive dealings
in the past, is scheduled to appear before the full SSC on
6/12/75 and it is expected that he will be questioned about

possible FBI participation in mail openings. _23
i s e85 3]
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (S8SC)

Also included in this response is Daniel M. Armstrong
IIT memorandum to L. Patrick Gray III, dated 9/8/72, classified
Confidential. This memorandum states that the responsibilities
of Legats have increased in recent years to include the
collection of political intelligence information for dissemination
to Dr. Kissinger and others. This is the HILEV Program. The
SSC has requested committee staff access to all indices and
control files pertaining to all programs operated by the
Intelligence Division from 1960 to present and it is expected
that HILEV will:be included in the response to this request.

ACTION:

None. For information.




' { Comp. Syst. ‘
o FRUEL T L = INVESTIGATION 1 BExt, Af:g;u's o

COMEi T Lm} SECTION 4 Files & Com, ___ !

»
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, 74 A Assoc. Dir,
i, ’ Dep.-A.D.~Adm,
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! Asst, Dir.:
i { Admin. __ J"

Intel

q75
9319 PM NITEL 6/11/75 CJC 1
?’ T q - .%.. ? = g Laomatory K
{{o s DIRECTOR (62-116393) R S R ] gl«m & Eval, __
£ ! 5 l‘i‘)e?mf:;v _/’
\b FRuigs SAN FRANCISCO (02=-6887) 4 i A Coun, ‘
i hone Rm, __
{ Tirector Sec’y —_—

ASTENTIUN: OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL AND INTD,
ZC%£N5TUDY T5e
REBUTEL JUWNE 9, 1975, : Jq. {//””

UN JUNE 11, 1975, FORMER SA VAVID E. TODD ADVISED OF THE )
WAIVER UF EMPLOYEE SECRECY AGREEMENTS FOR THE PURPOSE OF A <”;%&J§
TODD REQUESTED AGENT BE AVAIL~

TODD INDICATED HE WOULD

STAFF INTEfRVIEW BY SSC WITH HIM.

Aol DURING INTERVIEW TO ASSIST HIM.
IMMEDIATELY ADVLSE THIS OFFICE IF IN RECEIPT OF INFORMATION RE

DATE OF INTERVIEW. ‘ /17’

SAC, SAN FRANCISCU, WILL CUNTACT LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION FOR

AODITIONAL INFORMATION CONCERNING HIS INTERVIEW.

LD
HULD PLS

By L*‘*:g
(6395 =330

@4 JuL 2 1975

L1, TTRORYTATION COT TAT .

Sl LS, Rcs L4~ /

PR, SRS | SR

9o JuL 17 1675
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106
MAY 19462 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO, 27 [
Assoc. Dir.

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Dep. AD Rdit:
De:. AD %v%

Memorandum o

Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affairs
TO H Mr. Jo B - Adams DATE: J'L‘lne 2 ’ 1975 Filos & Com. —

Gen. Inv.

tdont.

/ ’%‘/;"J Inspection

& Intell. .

egal CounSé%{/ g‘ ab}gr)atory%
dl 1434 °H —

‘ 0 Plon. & Eval. —.
SUBJRCT: SENSTUDY 75 ?wlm p
i A

On 5-30-75, John Elliff, Task Force Director of
captioned Committee's Task Force on Domesticc: Intelligence
Activities, and SA Paul V. Daly of this Division discussed ‘
the possibility of E11iff and members of his task force, -
conducting the inquiry into the FBI, having %pnch with the
Director. E11iff stated he felt that such I*Zrrangement
would be very beneficial and indicated that he and four or ]
five staff members would attend such a luncheon.

FROM

It would appear that such an arrangement might be
beneficial and consideration should be given to arranging a
luncheon if the Director's schedule permits.

RECOMMENDAT LON:

That the luncheon be arranged in line with the abowve
at a time convenient to the Director.

s
- Mr. Wannall %ﬁﬁv % fem / ff?“/

- Mr, W.0. Cregar

Mr. Hotis ’ w y
~ Mr. Daly EKEE

Mrs. Metcalf
PVD:eek”xL ;jjg;i/yai, éﬁ/’

\TLTION c*‘"T’.L“ b REG-2 ﬂé& //é'g ?f 335

. ALL TNFORIL AR 7 92%

DATE MY 7 JPN 251

(8) )(7””7 .
L E’%lJU‘if'?FS‘QE L j
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OPTIONAL FOMM NO. 10 - ‘ T
MAY 1962 EDITION ! . . ‘ ‘ k
- GSA FPAR (41 CFI) 101=11.6 ) . . ‘
UNITED STATE . “ ~ "™MENT el , Assoc. Dir. .‘
) y Dep. AD Affi. _
Dep. AD Inv,
emo ran um . Asst. Dir.:
Admin, ___
Comp. Syst,
Ex alr:
Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 6~19-75 ol oo
Gen. Inv.
Ident,
I on
FROM Legal Couns et
Laboratory
Legal Coun. ___
Plan. val,
suﬁpzcr SENSTUDY 75 S et

Training
Telephone Rm.

Director Sec'y ___

Reference is made to my memo dated 6-2-75, that a
luncheon with staff members of the Senate Select Committee
Task Force conducting the ingquiry into the FBI be held with
the Director.

Mr. Relley approved the recommendation, and Mr. Elliff,
Domestic Task Head for the Committee, was asked whether he would
like to attend a luncheon with Mr. Kelley and he indicated he
would, but would have to check with the Committee. M¢. E11iff
was advised that the Director's schedule permitted a luncheon
be held on June 24, 1975, at 12:30 p.m..

Mr. E11iff stated on 6-18-75, he will attend the luncheon
along with the following staff members of the Committe: Lester B.
Seidel, John Smith, William Ricks, Michael Epstein, and Mark
Gitenstein.

In addition to the staff members, Section Chief
SA E fvae » AMilliam O..Cregar, Inspector John B. Hotis, and SA Paul V. Daly

;\'a v50vy, Will attend. Assistant Director John A. Mintz will also attend luncheon.

, ey N RECOMMENDATION :

B W IP L S%kf ,

r : ! YML'*Hv‘ or information. ‘
e T e 1, THTORIMATION CONTATIN

I
‘ 1 - Mr. Wannall
-~ ] - Mr. Cregar
1
1
1

- Mr. Mintz ,
- Mr. Hotis ﬂj 7
- Mr. Daly

PPN MY mgg.,mxu UNCLASuIEIF
4)£f;0 AT - Mrs. Metcalf DATE lplT200 B ;5229%&?%0
~ mb%

R e [ C375— 23

- ‘\ -
PVD:eek i & B8 JuM K 1075
B | %,

\Q¢>

S gmau:sw %_,,Jw

{ ) 1 il
- - L 8@/ o Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan J
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Memo to Mr. Adams from Legal Counsel
Re: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE REQUESTS

for denying GAO access to Bureau files. A response has
been prepared and furnished the Department.

Subcommittee on Civil Rights and Constitutional Rights
of the Judiciary (Edwards Committee) s -

e -

The Department has advised the Chief Counsel
Alan Parker and Minority Counsel Ken Klee that excised
appendices a through e of the Peterson Report on COINTELPRO
are available for their review in Department space.

Subcommittee on Government Information and Individual
Rights (Abzug's Committee) ;

By letter dated June 10, and June 16, 1975,
we have been requested to furnish complete information
concerning practices and procedures, etc., concerning
electronic surveillances. Information is being gathered
so that appropriate responses may be provided.

Hearings

We are scheduled to testify 7-9-75, before the
Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security of the Judiciary
on Terrorism. Testimony for this hearing has been prepared
by the Intelligence Division.

We anticipate having to testify before the Post
Office, Civil Service Subcommittee on Postal Fees, Mail
and Label Management. The necessary materials for the
testimony have been gathered and as soon as a redquest has
been received, the testimony will be prepared in final
form. The testimony will concern mail covers.

The following Committees have indicated Bureau
testimony in the near future:

The Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on Constitutional
Rights (Tunney's Committee); Topic: S. 1427 - S. 1428 (Criminal

Justice legislation); Briefing book has been prepared con-
cerning this legislation.

' RMATION CONTALNED
ALLINF%&UNCLASSHﬁEQ
S?A’%.'i“o_«_,a%n_ﬂ -

D

MW 5502% DocId:32989%511 Page 14




%

Memo to Mr. Adams from Legal Counsel
Re: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL: COMMITTEE REQUESTS

House Judiciary Committee on Civil and Con-
stitutional Rights; Topic: H. R. 61 and H. R. 62 (House
version of S. 1427 and S. 1428 (Criminal Justice Legislation).

Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities;
Topic: Bureau legal authority to conduct domestic and
counterintelligence activities. Tentative testimony is
scheduled for late June or early July. We will be furnished
additional details by the Committee as to the various topics
to be covered during this testimony.

The Director along with Kewvin’'Maroney, Deputy
Assistant Attorney General, %s’ schedul qito appear before
the Subcommittee on Courts, Civil L&a%&itttes; and the
Administration of Justice of the Judiciary Committee
éK32t$%m1er) to testify concerning electronic survéillances. on

Special Agents Bill D. Williams and Inspector's
Aide Edward D. Hagerty have been requested to appear before
the Committee on Government Operations, Permanent Subcommittee
on Investigations (Jackson's Committee) the topic of their
testimony is to be their inquiry into Drug Enforcement
Agency at the Departments request. The Department has advised
they will make the agents available for testimony on the
morning of 6~19-75.

RECOMMENDATTION:

For information.

PJV WX d({/ w% P

“ATY, INFORMATION CONTAING
HEREIN TOLASSIFED |
DATE.@%__D%MEER;

Nl
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Intélligence Community Staff

SUBJECT:

REFERENCE:

"© WASHINGTON, 'D. -C. 20505

A »l - X{ 17{
MEMORANDUM FOR: See Distribution / '

‘Update of Task ;F‘orce Assignments -

Memos dated 10 and 11 June on
Task Force Assignments

‘ SECRET ‘ |

THE DlRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

subiect of

1. Listed below are issues being addressed by-Task Forces under
the.direction of Mr. Wilderotter, with additional personnel as S1gnments
as noted. This list supersedes the referenced memoranda.

Subject

Assassinations

Drug Abuse

Political Abuses
(1964)

Domestic
Surveillance

o S W 524/65”’ SECRET

32989511 Page 16

Principal _ Principal
Agency Qfficer
‘White House Mr, Wilderotter

IDS 145-7094

CIA ' Sayre Stevens
h 'IDS 143-4303

Task Force
Assignments

James Gardne rfj

State Dept. % g P

IDS 101—2903%,-«/

Malcolm lIawrence

" State Dept.

RS, ) /B G5 10}'18%3&,

3 JUL 10 1975 3

FBI " Hunter Helgeson
- ' 324-4885
(Green 5303)

Justice - John Martin
IDS 187-4555

JFK«{%ct 6

Verne St. Mars
State Dept.
IDS 101-29448

(1) (B)

§ 52

cLassipep oy _006805 :
EXZMDPT FROM.GENERAL DECLASSIMIZATION
SCHEDULE @r £, 0. 11852, EXERPIION SATECDUY

) (3) or (4) {crcls sae or Mure)

Ay’ YG wATICALLY DECLASSIFIED DN

Undetermined

(unless mpossible, insert date or event) |

[



iuw 55029 DocId:32989611 . Page

pe—r =
‘ “\ Principal
Subject A Agency
.Domestic
Surveillance (Contd)
Electronic Justice
Surveillance
and Warrantless
" Wiretap
Use of National FBI
Organizations
Use of Proprietary CIA
-Organizations
Mail Cover and Justice,
Intercept
Watch List DoD
,
Army DoD
Surveillance "

17

Principal
Officer

George Calhoun
IDS 187-4401

E Joﬁn Thomas
324-4609

Phil White
IDS 187-4674

- -Benson Buffham

NSA
688-7222

& SERT @

. FBI

Dr. David Cooke

695-4436

TS ea LT . - RN LGB

Task Force

Assignments

J. G. Deegani
324-4646
William Jones

State Dept.
IDS 101-20370

'J. W. Dalseg

FBI
324-4713

«««««««««««««« UJFK Act 6 (1) (B)

,,,Lee'”"Peter s

State Dept.
IDS 101-29403

W. A. VBranigan
FBI
324-4550

J. P. Lee
FBI
324—4562

CIlA

- TFR-At 6 (1) (B)

R. L. Shackelford
FBI
324-4594 .




Ca— P
» L

o & seer @

2. -The following officers from the Department of State have been
named to ass1at in the CIA preparation of comprehensive papers on the
foilowing geoaraphlc and subject areas:

Grgecé ) . . .]'_airr.les Gardner
' ) IDS 101-29034

"Dominican Republic " - James Gardner
o IDS 101-29034

Laos S '+ James Henderson
. : ' - East Asia Bureau

The Congo - - 7 Bayard King
S IDS 101-21504

Indonesia S Patricia Barnett
IDS 101-22369

Katzenbach Report . Emerson Brown
) ‘ IDS 101-21504

Yoocitt Tzt =
- Harriett Mowitt

Executive Secretary
USIB Ad Hoc Coordinating Group

cc: Mr. Buchen .
' Mr. Hills

Distribution:

1 - Mr. Wilderotter

1 - Mr. Latimer ‘ .

1 - Mr. Hyland : : o cot
- Mr. Morell : :
- Mr. O'Connor

- Mr. Cregar £

- Mr. Knoche

- Mr. Clarke

S S W W W

| .3

| e - - OECRET
NW 55029 DocId: 32989611 ‘Page 18
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“OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106

MAY 1962 EDITION

GSA GEN. REG. NO, 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT . Assoe. Dir. ——

Dop. AD AY2,

K 3 - M, J. A. Mintz Dop- S0 1Y
\\. - Memorandum o T e

N (1 - Mr. P. V. Daly) S —

TO . Mr, W. R. Wannall DATE: 7/2/75 Files & Com. —

Gen. Inv.

Ident.

- Mr, W. R. Wannall | e %é%%?
Mf. Wo Oo Cregar bﬂl&{}i}miory "ii

- Mr . S . F . Phill ips Legal Cou & y }R‘

Plan.& Evali¢

FROM : W. O. Creé%%%%i{,ﬁ

SUméCT'S SENSTUDY 75 :\

g ? Trainin
— e TNTORMATION COXTAINED / V Triiny —
m‘bk\ : E;}U wugzmv/ﬁlf W Diroctor Sec’y ——

el
1

Spec. Inv.

DATE

This morning (7/2/75) Michael Epstein, Senate
Select Committee (SSC) Staff Member, advised SA Paul V. Daly,
Legal Counsel Division, that he, Epstein, is to interview
SA John R. Borys and former Assistant Director Ivan Conrad
at 9:00 a.m, and 10:00 a.m,, respectively, Mbnday, 777775,
Borys is assigned to WFO and Conrad resides 1307 Capu1e€
Court, McLean, Virginia 22101, unlisted telephone number
356-7590. Interviews are to concern the former FBI
investigation of Martin Luther King, Jr.

These are the latest in a series of interviews
regarding the King case being conducted by the SSC Staff of #gw
present and former SAs. It is believed that Borys and i
Conrad should be released from their secrecy agreements to
enable them to be interviewed which is the same procedure
which we have been taking with the others who have been
interviewed, The release from the agreement which we'are
recommending will, of course, be conditional that the 1nterV1ew
relate only to the King matt%f{ﬁ%&

RECOMMENDAT TONS : é@ _ / / é 3 ?5 ? /

1. Borys and Conrad be released from their
secrecy agreement in order to be interviewed, but only
relating to the King case. On approval, Legal Counsel Division
will advise them of the rélease and invite them to consult
with the Legal Counsel Division early a.m. 7/7/75 in
preparation for the interviews.,

62-116395 3 JUL 101975 .ﬂ
& = 6w (Persomnel File i'-w = SA John R, Bowys)=r=s mumpm
1 - 37- (Personnel File Former Assistant Director Ivan Conrad)
sFP:1hb thlo
€D . CONTINUED - OVER
1975
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Memorandum to Mr, W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

2. Borys and Conrad, when contacted by the Legal
Counsel Division, should be offered the services of a Bureau
representative who, if they desire, will accompany them to
the interview, This'representative, although not actually
present during the interview, will be available nearby for
consultation purposes should the interview touch upon sensitive,
privileged information, such as relating to identities of
sources, sensitive techniques and methods, etc, INTD wil

designate the representative for this purpose. é;;zzgl,

ADDENDUM: SFP:mjg 7/2/75

Pursuant to request of SA Daly of Legal Counsel
Division, SA Borys and former Assistant DirectorLConrad were
telephonically alerted to the planned interviews ‘of then.
They were both told that they would be further contacted
by the Legal Counsel Division, Conrad specifically requested
that his unlisted telephone number not be furnished to the SSC,

N
<
i

art 'l AT
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Telephone Rm.
Director Sec'y —__

This memorandum records the receipt of the
latest request from the Senate Select Committee (SSC).

On the evening of 6/27/75, Mr. K. William O'Connor
of the Department of Justice furnished to Mr. Paul Daly of the
Legal Counsel Division the attached copy of a draft letter to
the Attorney General (AG) from Senators Church and Tower along
with notifications concerning certain matters currently under
investigation by the SSC which relate to the FBI as well as to
the Department of Justice.

The latest request which is identified as a draft
is broken down into three sections identified as: I. Issues,

II. Areas of General Inquiry, and III. Case Studies. )
. i :
I. Issues—- gﬁg
; ,e»';'::*

The SSC's inquiry into the intelligence and counter-éﬁﬁ
intelligence activities of the FBI is designed to examine
fundamental issues which bear directly on the adequacy of
current legislation and administrative organization and procedure.
As a means of examining the issues in the context 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. The
specific issues are set out in the attachment under section

I . A‘-F .
RELTA
11, Areas of General Inquiry, =

bR-1/637%5 =37
\ The following contains descriptiIons of the gereral

areas of inquiry into which the Committee intends to engage:

W R SRS

Enclosures o K W 8 JUL 10 1975 §
WOC:ehc . e \ O k
(18) Q o4 WYy CONTINUED - OVER
1 0SURE h
|ENGLOSE: 5
// Le \)\

Ea JUL 1 71975
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Memorandum for Mr. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75

(A) Legal Authority for FBI Intelligence and
Counterintelligence Activities

(B) Organization and Operation of the FBI
Intelligence Division (INTD)

(C) FBI Internal Security Intelligence Operations
(D) FBI and the U. S. Intelligence Community

(E) FBI Foreign Counterintelligence Operations
(F) Inspection Division Investigations

(@) FBI Intelligence Activities and State or Local
Law Enforcement Agencies

I1I. Case Studies~"""""
Ecania ~

This section contains descriptions of specific cases
in which the SSC is interested. The descriptions indicate
whether the investigations may concentrate on specific allega-
tions of possible abuses or other controversial matters where
there is reason to believe in the words of the Committee
improprieties may have occurred.

In this portion of the enclosed request the Committee
lists 19 general questions., In addition, under each case study
the letter requests additional information and documents.

The case studies in which the Committee is interested
are identified as follows:

(A). Electronic Surveillance
1., Warrantless Electronic Surveillance

2. Warrantless Electronic Surveillance
- and Leaks

3. Surveillance of Martin Luther King, Jr.

4, Surveillance at the Democratic National
Convention, Atlantic City, 1964

(B). Surreptitious Entry

CONTINUED - OVER
-9 -
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( Memorandum for Mr., Adanms
RE: SENSTUDY 75

(C). Mail Covers and Mail Openings

(D). Other Specific Techniques

(E) . COINTELPRO and Disruptive Activities
(F). Clandestine Informant Activities
(G). Notional Organizations

(H). Joint FBI - Police Operations

1. The White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan,
Mississippi
2. The Black Panther Party, Chicago

(I). The Huston Plan
(J). Alleged Political Misuse of the FBI

The remaining portions of the enclosed letter are
directed to the Department of Justice and are not being
addressed in this memorandum.

In connection with another Senstudy matter, Section

Chief William O, Cregar had a meeting with Mr. John Elliff who
is Chief of the¥Task Force for the SSC on the morning of 6/30/75.
E1liff apologized for the submission of the 6/25/75 draft letter,
saying it was forced upon the Committee by the White House.
ccording to Elliff, the SSC has been aware that much of the
information requested from the Intelligence Community was being
eld up by the White House until such time as the SSC identified
specific abuses it was interested in investigating. As a result,
the attached draft was put together by the SSC to break the
logjam., Elliff admitted that much of the information requested
in the 6/25/75 draft letter was embodied in the request of 5/14/75.
For this reason, E11liff advised he contacted Mr. K. William
O'Connor, Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination, Depart-
ment of Justice, on the morning of 6/30/75 to request a meeting
between himself, O'Connor, and Messrs Wannall, Mintz and Cregar.

. The purpose of the meeting would be to allow Elliff to clarify
the draft letter of 6/25/75.

*FBL CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum for Mr. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75

ACTION:

We feel that a meeting with E11liff would be
beneficial and plan to meet with him as soon as possible
to obtain clarification of this latest SSC request.

MW 55029 DocId:3238%611 Page 24
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WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIACCTOR

BFREDERICK A 0 SCHWARZ, JH,, CHILF COUNSTL,

«URTIS R, SMOTHERS, MINOKITY COUNSEL ’ SELECT COMMITTLE TQ
N STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OFERATIONS WITH
s + RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, JATH CONGRESS)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

June 25, 1975
The Honorable-Edward H. Levi ’
The 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 under invecstigation by- the Select
Committee which relate to government entities under your N

"jurisdiction.

These notifications are submitted pursuant to an
agreement between the Committee, the various intelligence
entities, and the Whiteé House. Pursuant to that agreement,
Lhe varicuf antities in the Rxecutive Branch have agrzed not
only to make available the pertinent witnesses, but alsoc to
submit in response all information and material which they
possess that is relevant to the areas and cases which the
Committee wishes to investigate. The response should inclucde
all relevant underlying dccumentation and other informatcion,
including documents which may not have come to the Committee's
.attention and which the Committee has not specifically request
and all material relating to any prior Executive Branch inquin
into the matter. In addition, we would welcome a current
analysis of.the particular guestions ralsed by the Committee
and any other observations on the subject 1 that you believe
would bpe helpful.

2
7

- .
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closure thqt underliev that agreemnnt - Success in fulfilling
the full disclosure policy contained in the agreement is
indispensible to the Committee's analysis and to the formulation
of our ultimate findings, conclusions, and recomﬂeﬁdauﬂons.

Within the Commititee mandate, contained in S. Res. 21,
there are four broad subjects relating to the intelligence
community which we are required to investigate and study in
order to determine the facts and ultimately to decide whether
f£o make recommendations for leolulatAVC or other changes.

They are:

T it &:L"//ﬁéﬁ%’ , 3&7
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1. The structure, performance, and utility of
+ government operations with respect to
. intelligence activities;

2. VWhether cerﬁain policies or practices are or
are not illegal, unethical, or otherwise
~improper; o

3. Vhether there has or has not been excessive
" duplication or inadequate coordination.between
and among intelligence agencies and, more
.generally, the efficiency of infelligence
activities; and

. 4., Vhether there has or has not been adequate

- internal and external control and oversight

over the policies and practices of intelli-
'gence agencles,. :

In attempting to find the answers to these fundamental
questlons, the Committee is proceeding in two ways. First, we
are examining intelligence functions broadly as instruments
of government policy, giving attention to the autnocity for
particular Functlons, *he problems which intelligence activi-
ties are designed to solve, the procedures by which intelli-

~ gence actiVi%ies 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 speciflc subjects
within the broad topics of investigation. (We would, of
course, welcome your suggestlon of other cases that would
give added insight into intelligence matters under your
Jurisdiction.) These specific subjects for investigation
are not intended to limit the scope contained in the more

NAAaAT™ 1 -! ns
u”\,\a nncc? o .

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 perscns who have held certailn

* These specific requests are not, of course, intended to

limit the agreement to come forward with all relevant

information and material, including-documents, whether or
~not they have been brougnt to the Commitiee's attention or
- have been specifically reguested by the Committee.

i ¢
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positions. Where appropriate, the subject's description
indicates, pursuant to the agreed Outline for Inquiry
Procedures, the matter primarily concerns allegations of abuse
or other controversial specific matters where there 1s reason
to believe improprieties may have occurred. Finally, the
notifications indicate the name(s) of the staff members(s)
who, in addition to 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
matters.

Sincerely youfs,

Prank Church
Chairman

J John Tower
Vice Chairman
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o ‘ .I‘LDERAL BUREAU OF TnvESlaTion
e - (INCLUDING DEPARTHENT OF JUSTICE)
~.. . i . . . !

+I. Issues

. ” The Committee's inquiry into the intelligence and

' counterintelligeace activities.of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation is .examining fundamental issues which
bear directly on the zadequacy of current legislation
and administrative organization and procedure. The
Committee seeks fo 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
wr e wava s 2 FBITS authority be clarifled or revised or . s
incorporated in a comprehensive statutory :
- charter? '

B. VWhat limitations are placed on FBI inéélligence ’
and counterintelligence activities by the

ceres -en e o Conghlitutdon and laws of fhe United States?
' Should these limltations be clarified or
revised?

. C. VWhat have been the purposes and aims of FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities?
@~ ree-n e s Should these objéctives be ‘modified? -

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

E. VWhat have been the procedures for and technigues
' ©of intelligence gathering and dissemination and .
© ecounterintelligence operations used by ithe rBiT
Under what conditions and through what procedures’
- should these methods and techniques be used in

+
2 -

-the’ future° “ S , £ s e

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?

-

& m.; mozmwzon cmmm::n : - ‘ - P .
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As a means of examining the above issues in the
.+ . "context of actual FBI intelligence operations,
. - the Committee intends to study certain specific
fireis - o w-toples, 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 addition to the topics described below, additional
areas of inquiry may develop during the course of the

.. Committee's work. . .
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EI.. 'Areas of General Inguiry

o A. "Legal Authority for FBI Intelllgence and Counter-—
S TR PRI intelligence Activities

The Committee is examining the legal basis for FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities.
There may be serious question as to the adequacy
of the present legislative framework for the FBI's

oo 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

e -+ c¢larified, revised, or incorporated in a compre-

hensive statutory charter.

'Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

B, "Organizavion and Operatlion of tlie
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 othérwise separated from the FBI's

ceriminal investigative activities. Further recom-
mendations have been advanced for improved coordina-

" $ioh between the FBI and other intelligence agencies,
for strengthened supervision of FBI intelligence and,

oon mEAmtInEATI S rAarmAaA A+ dArt S A htr Fkn Ai-‘f-r\vvnov
“ u.,uu\—a. el d VN e e b py N L AN N Gl Ve ¥ e Wb g ~J

General or an independent board, and tor clearer
standards and procedures for FBI activities in this
+ area. Therefore, the Committee desires complete
"*  inforniation on the operating practices and proce- -
dures of the FBI Intelligence Division and of the
field office activities superv1sed by the Intelli-
gence D1v1sion.

T
|
|
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Committee's inquiry focuses on the following

specific areas:

FBI Internal 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

1s too broad and has extended to legitimate
political activities.. Consequently, the Com-~
mittee must examine how the FBI's responsibili-
ties have been defined.

Responsible staff: Senior staff

32989611

Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

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
U. 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 co-
ordinating mechanisms. .

~Responsible staff: ' Senior staff

Task Force leader

Monlr B34+onatain
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3. FBI Foreign Counterintelligence Operations

.

- e " The Committee seeks to determine the nature of
R I . FBI counterintelligence operations directed at
| foreign intelligence activities within the
United States or at any ofther 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 such 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

i, ‘Inspection Division Investigations

[}
'
L

- The Committee is examining the relativisshiip
of the FBI Inspection Division to ¥BI intelli-

. ‘gence and counterintelligence activities. This

-includes both regular Inspection Division

.reviews of Intelligence Division and field
. office functions and specific investigations
TR e ot . =+ ~of allegations of improper conduct in connec-

’ ' tion with FBI intelligence activities.

Responsibie staff: Senior staff

Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

[
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¥FBI Intelligence Activities and State or Local

Page 35

Law Enforcement Agencies 1 1

R '
The Committee seeks to determine the nature of
the relationships between FBI intelligence
activities and state and local law enforcenent

"agencies. This subject involves the delicate

balance between the necessary centralization

of certain law enforcement activities and the
Constitutionally-mandated decentraligzation of
general law enforcement responsibility. It is
necessary for the Committee to evaluate the
centralizing influence of the FBI, as well as
the ¥FBIfs role as a’ check on local law enforce-

ment abuses.

Responsible staff Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
Walter Ricks

ORI
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FII. ’ Case Studies

General 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 each 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
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
the discussion of each particular area.

1. What is or has been the 1ega1 authority for the

acliviiy? 7
2. What have been the purposes of The activity?
3.-'WhE€_éechniques havg been employed in the activity?

§, What kinds of information have been gathered in
the activity?

’

5. How have specific uses of the activity been 1n1t1ated
and approved? ,

6. How have the targets for the activity been selected?

Tl AT vt ey Posien b diesinint aeedTrnsed T @
Ll Cad dvilaa 408 LVud 5\.v L LCTU VLU
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8. How has the intelligence whlch is collected been
' used? : .

.. To whom has the intelligence collected been dis-
! ‘sem1nated°'

IQ;,'What has been’ the basis for any dissemination w1th
- " ‘respect to each recipient?

ll. How has the activity been coordinated with other
: intelligence agenciles? S .
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’ X2, What have been the effects of this coordination?

13. ‘' To what extent has each of the foreg01ng been com-
" patible with the legal authcrity for and the purposes
_of the activity? .

14. By what means has the activity been monitored,
controlled and adminis@ered? )

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

16. To what abuses has the activity led?

~17. What steps have been taken to 1nvest1gate such
) abuses?

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

19, What have been the costs and utility of the
- aectivity?

In some instandes, the specific gucsticong sei forth
below may appear to repeat some of the general guestion
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.

.
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! - " Ay Electronie Surveilllance

_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
i other forms of electronic or Lecnnical monito“1ng.
The Committce's general questions apply to each of
" the technigues listed above, as well as to the
"matters set forth in the following specific cases.

l. Warrantless Electronic Surveillance

The Committee seeks to detérmine 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 domeslic matters, vul the remaiiiing 3cups
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
Qquestions: : '

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

AT o adammn -m =
less clectronic surveillance?

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

‘ ¢c. What are the specific disadvantages of the
: 7 - Judicial warrant requirement for those

electronic surveillances which have been
authorized by the Attorney General?

NTATH
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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?

To what extent are the specific procedures
of Title III of the Omnibus Crime Control
Act of 1968 inappropriate for electronic
survelllance conducted for national secu-
rity intelligence purposes?

Documents

The Committee requests the folloﬁing additional
documents bearing on the questions stated above:

a.

A1l written justifications for the specific
authorizations by the Attorney General for
warrantless electronic surveillance from

-January 1, 1960, until the present.

A1l documents reflecting the denial by the
Attorney General of specific requests for
warrantless electronic surveillance from

" January 1, 1960, until the present.

Committee staff access toinformation 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

plaintiffs for such access.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
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. - 2. VWarrantless 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 matfers where there is

on reason to velleve.improoprieties 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 "leaks" 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
. ~——= tandidate Spiro Agnew in 1968.

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

I3

Questions

-- The Committee requests that the FBI and the

Justice Department address the following specirfic
qnnct%nngf °

e W Laa D

a. Tﬁrough what procedures.and by whom were
) : -+ each of these electronic surveillances auth-
J ‘ R S - - orized and approved, continued, and terminated?

/ - b. As to each person to whom information was
’ dlsseminated, please state:

y- . . U (1) The nature of the information.

(2) The basis for the dissemination.

1

; ¢
i : . ‘ ,

4
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(3) The date of each disstikation.
o

.(4) The use which was in Tact made of the

-+ information by the recipient.

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

What were the results qf'the evaluations?

Who made them?._,

"What are the reasons for use of electronic

surveillance without Jjudicial warrant to
investigate "leaks" of classified information

to the press? a

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

To what extent would requirement of a
warrant Iinterfere with f£he ablllity to
detect such leaks?

Responsible 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 1s reason to be-

‘ lieve -improprieties may have occurred.

' Questions . -

The Cémmittee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the follow1ng specific
questlons.

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

b. What were the locations, extent, and

- duration of the electonic surveillances

oI Dr. RKing?

¢c. What were thn grounds of national security,
if any, for the introduction of the electronlc

surveillances of Dr. King?

d. What was the relationship between the information
collected av” each of the purposes of the
surveillanc

e. - What evaluvations were made of the original
+---. ...~grounds. for the surveillance as . it progressed?

hrnoo ool
e eva.l

g. Who made them?

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

‘ survelllance? '

- = o=

_i. VWhat were the results of the ¢va1uations?

'J. Who made them?

an A
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To whom were any- results of the
surveillance disseminated?

" As' to each person to whom information was

disseminated, please state

(1). The naturg of the infor%ation.

(2) The basis for the dissemination.

(3) The date of each dissemination.

'(H) The use which was in fact made of
the information .

I N cm L rten P
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S, JRéSponsible staff:

Senior staff
Task Force Leader
Mike Epstein
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Survelllance at the Democratic Nat1Lnal——~—“~*z
Convention, Atlantic City, 19604 . o

“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 National Convention in
196%. This case may involve specific allegations
of abuses and other controversial matters where
there is reason to be¢1eve impropriefties may
have occurred.

Questlons

The Committee reGuests that the FBI and the Justice
"Department address the following spec1lic questlons.

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?

v
selecgtaed and the purpese of the survcill

""é. " "What ‘was the relationship'betweeﬁw“ggh target
anna?

oo AT LTe (AR

f..,Was the FBI requested to conduct such
surveillance by any person or organization
outside the FBIL? , !

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
disseminatea, please state

4
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(2) The basis for the dissemination.

& L0 . . )

I} ~ €1) The nature of the information.
‘ !

i

! (3) The date of each dissemination.

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

Responsible staff: Senior Staff
~Task Force Leader
Mike Epstein

¥
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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

its own operations or through operations by other
agencles and individuals. This case may involve
allegdtions of abuse and controversial matfers

“where there is reason Lo 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?
b, What 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 Questilons
will be explored specifically with reference to
any entry or proposed enfry at an embassy in
May 1972. .

Task Force Leader
Mike Epstein
Paul Wallach

Responsible Staff: Senior Staff
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C. Mail Covers and Maill Openings ‘
. !
The Committee 1s examining the conduct of mail covers
cw = - @and mail corenings 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
inquiry may involve allegations of abuse or ot}
controversial matters where there is reasca to
believe improprieties may have occurred,

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific auest*ons.

.-~1...The specific purpcses.of all mail covers conducted
. in connection with FBI intelligence and counter-
intelligence activities. This includes all

documents pertaining to ¥BI decisions to reguest
Postal Service malil covers and lists of all
subjects upon whom mail covers have been placed

cor e oo . a8 a result of FBI reogucsis singe JFanuery 1, 1060,

2. The procedures and practices for the disseminatioc

of information from mail covers requested by the

FBI. This includes a lis% of all entities to whom

A mail cover information has been disseminated since
R 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 ¥3I by
i s.-oee maro2s c-pepysons other than Postal Service employees, Irom
: ’ January 1, 19 60 to the present: 1dentify the

- .
frheae AT Y AmTToET IS
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conducted, the names of alil persons who participat

o
i

. in and authorized the mail cover, and a brierfl
T' explanation of the purpose of the mail cover and
cEe T e why it -was initiated.

4. Whether or not the FBI has opened mall or caused
mall to be opened, elther with or without the
permission of the Postal Service. For all
incidents of mail opening which may have been

m e s e ~oonducted by FBI employees or by other persons
in cooperation with the FBI from January 1,
1960, until the present identify the physical
location unere the 1a*l w2es opened or inscreonued
the names of the individmals who participated in
the opening or intercept, and the purpose of the
) opening or intercept.

.
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Documents

The Committee requests the following additional
documents bearing on the cuestlions 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, intarcepts, and openings
...1dentified in 3 and 4 above.

Responsible Staff: Senilor Staff

Task Force Leader
Paul VWallach
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Dw; Other SpecifictTechniques'

As to the following techniques, the Committee's
~ + -1 dnquiry will initially be confined to the General
' I Questions. As the inguiry proceeds, areas of
© potential abuse and thus of specific inquiry beyond
i the General Questilons may develop:

o1

S 2,

3,
l“

|
|
|
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Incommunicado detention and interrogation.
Photographic and television surveillance.
Polygraphs.

The obtaining of bank, credit, school, and

-other - personal records and information,

including the obtaining of information under
false pretext. '




S -E. ;COINTELPRO and Disruptive Activ1t1es '
"The Committee is inveutigat*ng th\ circumstances

P J-.‘Surrounaing the origins of, autho%ization for, and
) implementatiun of the FBI programiknown as COINTEL—

PRO and any similar programs. This induiry may

involve allegations of abuse and confroversial matters
i where there is reason to believe improprieties may
have occurred. The scope of this investigation
covers: .

t

1. COINTELPRO -~_Communist Party USA;
« COINTELPRC -- Socialist Workers Party; .

.  COINTELPRO -~ White Hate Groups;

2

3

4, COINTELPRO -- Black Extremists;

5. COINTELPRO -~ New Left;

6.- COINTELPRO —~--Special Operations (except as
vargeled against hostile forcign 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, :

Q. mde X mn
o ALLLD

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

‘1. 'Uhder what circumstances, through what proce-
dures, and by whom were these programs initiated
! authorized and terminated?

-2, Under what circumstances and through what pro-
R - - 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 incliuded in the orisinal review of COINTZLIRO
activities conductea by the Department of Justice
in 19742 o .

¢
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What were the purposes of each program?

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

What internal FBI procedures were adopted for
the consideration and approval of specific dis-
ruptive activities.and for determining the
results of such activities?

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.

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

(a) .What or who was the target of the sur-
veillanc¢e?

(b) Was the surveillance legal?

~(e) Was the surveillance conducted pursuant to
: warrant? '
-

(a) 'What were the dates of the surveillance?
(e) VWhat were the precise means of surveillance?

(f) Vho authorized the surveillance (both -
iy within and without the FBI)?

(g) What was the purpose of the surveillance?

As to each case listed above and all fundamen-
tally similar cases, what was the legality and
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?

Page 51
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In what activities has the FBI edgaged since
April 28, 1971, the purposec or:effect 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

10.

activities?®

What restrictions, directives, or obher measures
have been adopted hy the FBI and the Justice
Department to limii{ or regulate the use of

such disruptive techniques?

The Committee will investigate all COINTELPRO and
disruptive activities iddentified 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
Turther

of information, the Committee will develop
requests for information and documents.

Responsible Staff: Senior Staffl

Task Force Leader
Les Seidel

Mike BEpstelin
‘Walter Ricks

e i o
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r, Cléndestine Informant Activities

"The Committee is 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 iniiltrate 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 Committee is examining informant
activities with respect to several particular situe-
tions and cases. This investigation may involve
specific allegations oi abuse or cunt#oversial
matters where there is reason to believe improprie-
ties may have occurred. The Committee's inquiry
covers the general circumstances surrounding the
"following incidentsg or cases:

R . a. Wounded Knee;
b. Xent State; ’ R

¢.- New York v. Stroble (Attica);-

.d. United States v. Buckalew {(Gainesville);

e. United States v. Briggs {(Camden);

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

g. United States v. Marshall (Seattle).

" Additiohal cases may also be examined.

- In addition to the above cases, the Committee is

. . .examining the role of FBI informants in providing
TR - information to the FBI concerning members of uhe
3 ; following organizations:

umw 55029 BDGI«:'EL\:ES.?SB%Ell Page 53




a. Ku Klux Klan;

b. Students for a Democratic Socier;
¢. Weathernen; |
d. Black Panther Party;
e. Communist.Party USA;
f. W.E.B. DuBois Clubs.

Additional'studies of informant activities with
respect to members of other organizations may be
formulated. . '

Questions

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

1. With respect to both categories of cases listed
above, what allegations, whether untounded or
not, of improper, illegal, unethical, or provoca-
tive conduct by ¥FBI informants have been made in

__connection with these situations or groups?

- L3

2. What measures has the FBI taken to investigate
such allegations of misconduct and to prevent
such alleged misconduct from taking place in the

- ) future? :

3. "What instructions has the FBI given to its in-
formants with respect to possible improper,
illegal, unethical, or provocative conduct?

4. What has been the largest number of informants,
sources, and undercover persocnnel 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 progranms?
i
I

5. 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?

7
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What limits, if any, have been pléced on the
type of information which informants have been
intrusted to report back to |the FBI?

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 pregrams Irom 1560 until the present?

Documents

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:

1.

Responsible staff:

~—HW--55029 _DocId:32989611 FPage &5

the conviction of

foreign government. -

the prevention of
rity inf‘()?"mation .

the prevention of
the prevention of

L3

the prevention of

spiracy to overthr

any other successful preventive acticas in
Turtherance of the FBI's national security

responsibilities.

Senior staff ' .
Tnsk Torce leader
Mike Epstein
Jack Smith
) Walter Ricks oo e
- Pat Shea '

L
.

an espionage agent of a
the theft of national secu-

sabotage.
an act of violence.

the carrying out of a con-
ow the government.
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"Notional" Organizations

. The Committee 1is examining the IFBI'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

Department address the following specific questions:’

1. What groups, organizations, movements, or other
associations has the FBI caused directly or
indirectly. to be formed or created for intel-
ligence or counterintelligence purposes? Please
provide a complete list from January 1, -1960,
to the present.

2. What groups, corganizations, movements., or
other associations has the FBIL supported {inan-
cially or materially? Please provide a complete
list from January 1, 1960, to the present.
. A3

3. In which cases Bas the FBI supported or created
such organizations in coordination or coopera-
tion with other agencies? )

. 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
Ql)l')l')l')f ;* (,):\ Qil("(| 2UOHINS eSSt CGOdeT]ated 'inth
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 @xakine certain
.allegations that joint FBI-police operations re-
sulted in misconduct or abuse. These cases are -
complex and involve a variety of techniques.
Nevertheless, they may indicate some of the most
serious problems which may arise in attempting to
deal with potentially violent situations.
. !
1. The Vhite Xnights of the Ku Klux Klan,
Mississippi .

The Committee is inguiring 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 »
Ku Klux Klan. The purpose of the inquiry is to
determine what effect, if any, FBI activities
had on the actions of other law enforcement
agencies and private individuals with respect

to the White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan in
"Mississippi. This investipgation may invelve
allegations of abuses or other controversial
matters where there is reason to believe impro-
prieties may have occurred.

-

Questions

The Committee requests thatrthe 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?

.. : -C.- What were the purposes of "any disruptive
operations directed at it?

To what extent were the purposes achieved?

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

ST
Qs

7
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f. Over what beriod of time did the disrup-
tive activities occur? |

f-! g. 'Whaﬁ evaluations were mage of their effects?
! h. By whom were they made?
| i.. What were the results of the evaluations?

| J. Were FBI informants used to infiltrate the”’
organization?

k. .If so, what kinds of information did the
~informants gather? ‘

. . 1. What activities did the informants engage
: ~in other than information gathering?

m. Identify by date and names the persons
‘ involved in all contacts the FBI had with
b other law enforcement agencles and private
R . 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 stafl: Senior staff
. . Task Force leader
) Jack Smith
’ _ Les Seidel
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The Black Panther Party, Chicago

The Committee is inquiring into the relation-
ships between the FBI and other law enforce-
ment agencies in the Chicago area in connec-
tion with the Chicago chapter of the Black
Panther Party. The purpose of the inquiry is

to determine what effect, if any, FBI activities

had on the actiocns 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

other controversial matters where there is rea-

son to believe improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI énd the
Justice Department address the follow1ng
specific questions

a.

h.
i.

Was the Chicago chapter of the Black

Panther Party a targes of FBI EOINTELPRO
operations?

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

-

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

To what extent were the purposes achieved?

What disruptive techniques, if any, were emplozsZ

Over what nmﬂnd of time 4id the disruptive
dbblVLb¢€b oceur?

- 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?

Page 59 ’
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i
What techniques did the 1nformants employ
to gather the informatio

rby the informants
If

Were the techniques used
all approved and monitoréd by the FBI?
not, which were not so approved?

S5

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

What other metﬁods and sources did the FBI
use to gather intelligence on the organiza-
tion?

If electronic surveillance was used, how
did the use of such surveillance relate to
each of the general questions?

was information on persons
members of or affiliated

To what extent
and groups not

with the Black Panther Party gathered,
skorved ; nr Adisseminated by the ¥FBI as a-
result of its investigations or thp organi-
zation?’
ﬂwRespon51b1e staff: Senior staff
. Task Force leader
- Walter Ricks

Chris Pyle
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The "Huston Plan"

The Committee is examining the HBI's role in the
..+ -.disposition of the report of the Interagency Com-
mittee on Intelligence (A& Hoc) Yn 1970. This
report as submitted to the-President included cer-
tain eptions which were specifically identified as
"illegal". 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
the 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
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 contacts occurred between Tom Charles
Huston and personnel of the FBI and the Depart-
.ment of Justice during 1969 and 1970? Identifly
by date and names of persons involved.

2. VWhat was the purpose of each such contact?
3. With respect to any assistancé provided to the
Interdepartmental Committee on Intelligence
(Ad Hoc) by personnel of the FBI: :
a. Who were the FBI participants?
(. ' S L “b. What kind of assistance was provided?
¢. What was the role of thé FBI in preparing

the various drafts of the special report
of the Committee?

|

‘ - .
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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 illegal OleOHS considered and
reaected°

. !
Were any measures taken 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 1nfor—
mants. -

What are the present- -views of the FBI and

the Department of Justice as to the legality
and propriety of the various options included
in the special report? '

Responsible staff: Senior staff

}._EW 55022 DooId:;32989611

Task Torce leader
Barbara Banoff
I.och Johnson
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. .Alleged Political Misuse of the FBI} \
Py
The Committee is investigating allegations that
the intellizence and investigative resources of
the FBI have been misused by various Presidents,
Attorneys General, liembers of Congress, and FBI
executives Lb0ﬁ°c3vns . This subject may involve
specific allemations of abuse and other contro-
versial matiters where there is reason to believe
improprieties may have occurred.

" Questions

The Commlttee requests that the FBI and the Jﬁstice
Department address the following specific questions:

l. Have.persons outside the FBI sought the FBI's
assistance for pariisan political purposes or
personal advantage? Please identify each
instance by the name of the person seeking to

..so use the ¥RT, the date., and the nature of the
assistance sourht ' RN

2. In each such case, what has been Lhe response
-~of -the FBI1?

- .3...Have persons inside or outside the FBI sought
to employ the resources of the FBI for purposes
outside the FBI's authority? Please identifly
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.

. In each such case, what has been the response
of the FBIT

5. VWhat measures has the FBI employed to
a. Resbond to critics.

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

6. Vhat were the nature, purpose, duration, and
' results of Project INLET involving preparation
of an intelligence letter for the President

and other Executive officials? .
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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 executive
assistant to the FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover

‘on his behalf until the"time of his death, the

Committee seeks 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.

Uhat measures have veefi tlken ¢ chsurz thet the
intelligence and investigative resources of the
FBI are not misuszd ‘for polltical purposes or
bersonal advantage.

What additional~measﬁres should be taken?

Responsible Staff: Senior Staff

Task Force Leader
Mark Gitenstein
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Department of Justice

The Committee is examining activities of divisions of
the Justice Department other than the FBI which perform
internal security and intelligence functions. The pur-

. pose of these inquiries is to determine whether these

functions have been carried out in conformlty w1tn the
rule of law.

‘A, The Attorney General

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 Commitiee 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
“the policies and, activities of U. S. foreign
and military intelligence agencies?

2. 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?

3. Under what circumstances and for what purposes

DPDI o~ -
hao the Office of ln—vd.' Connasel nrovided ileunl

advice to the Attorney General on matters per-
taining to foreign and domestic 1ntelllgence
act1v1t1es°

}, To what extent has the Attorney General
authorized cocoperation, 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

»
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Antelligence agencies with reopect to narcotics
‘ intelligence?

5. What standards and procedures has the Attorney
General adopted for:_

a. The collection, analysis, usé, and dis-
semination of narcotics intelligence.

b. The collection, analysis, use, and dis-
semination of organized crime intelligence.

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

. 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
whitc Houce ond the FRI ar ather agencies
under the Jjurisdiction of the Attorney General
bypassed the Attorney General? To what extent
~should such communications be channeled through
the Attorney General? ‘
-

7. What have been the policies and procedures of
~ the Justice Department for evaluating the
budget requests of the FBI for intelligence
and counterintelligence activities?

Resbonsible staff: Senior staff
' _Task Force leader
: Mark Gitenstein

ERIC A AS SR IGNG]
pola i s
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. ‘ B. | The Internal Security Sectlon (£ rmerly Division)
. L A

.. The Committee is examining the a4tivities of the
Internal Security Section of the Justlce Depart-
ment and its predeccssor, the lnternal Security
Division. These entities have superv1sed the
Department's internal security law enforcement
activities, coordinated certain interdepartmental
internal security policies, and engaged in the
collection, analysis, and dissemination of intelli-
gence.

Questions

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

1. 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
ingurrection, or "subversive activities",
since Janua:y 1, 19607

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

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

k. "What have been the practices and procedures
for the interdepartmental and interagency
evaluation of domestic intelligence and '

=

Ar\mn¢1~~\n oot |hn""'t‘n‘\ r\T Tr\“f'olu‘r! (Nl Hl l lkit‘ll\.,c

fhrough the Intelligence Evaluation Committee
and its predecessors?

.

5. . Wlth respect to the InLerdlv181ona1 Intelli-
u gence Unit and %the Analysis and Evaluation
! “Section of the Internal Security Division,

a.“ What have been the practices and proce-

T 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
and Section?

¢. To whom and fer what reasons has intelli-
gence information been disseminated by
the Unit and Section? i

d. What were the reasons for the submission
of IDIU computer printouts to the CIA, as
reportedly occurred in 196G°?

e. To whatextent did the Unit and Secfion
make specific requests to other agencies
within and outside the Justice Department
.for intelligence information?

With respect to the use of grand juries by
the Special Litigation Section of the Internal
Security Division, . .

a. Have any allegations of misuse of the grand
Jury prudess in cases hondled by Speeizal
Litigation Section attorneys come to the
attention of the Department? If so,
briefly describe each such allegation and
what, it 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 ‘Speciegl
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 thnrough the use of grand Jjuries
included in the intelligence files of the
Interdivisional Intelligence Unit or the
Armalysis and Evaluation Section?

°

L]
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' 7. What have been the practices ahd‘procedures
) of the Internal Security Divisilon and the
Departmental Security Office for advising the
Attorney General and other executive agenciles
with regard to the Federal Employee Security
Program? ) - :
Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task TForce leader
Barbara Banoff
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On 6/26/75 James JXAngleton, former Chief, |
Counterintelligence Operatlons, Central Intelligence Agency,
telephonically furnished the follkgwing information to

SA L. F. &hwartz.@ @)

Angleton recently testified under oath before three
Senators and Staff Members of the Senate Select Committee (SSC).
He appeared without counsel. During his testimony, Angleton
was asked numerous questions concerning his knowledge of
Israeli capabilities to conduct intelligence collection in the
United States., Among the questions asked Angleton were questions
bearing on Israeli efforts to gather nuclear information in
-, the United States. Angleton indicated that the SSC apparently
- 1s aware of Angleton's past close relationship with the Israelis,
and Angleton feels that the questions directed to him by the
SSC may be related to information provided to the Committee by
correspondent Tad Szulc who, according to Angleton, is writing ¥
an article concerning Angleton's rélationship with the Israellsﬂi;‘p .
for Penthouse Magazine. Angleton understands that Szule has ¢ ¥ 7
either testified or has been interviewed by the SSC. (gg\ ng
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Angleton stated that he avoided any direct answers
on the above questions by stating that any knowledge he might
i have would be secondhand and fragmentary. He advised the SSC

that such questions might more properly be directed to the
When asked who in the Bureau mlg%§'be knowledgeailz in t é%f%?
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Memorandum to Mr., W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75 Vi e

62-116395 AT
LUt

. t“‘ﬁ o

area, Angleton replied that he did not know but that he believed
‘ the current senior Bureau official- concerned with operational
matters to be Deputy Associate Director James B, Adams.céo.éga
In addition, Angleton advised that certain questions
he was asked dealt with alleged Soviet attempts to infiltrate
the CIA and other agencies. Again, Angleton avoided a direct
| answer and indicated that the FBI would be the appropriate
‘ agency to direct such questions to. Finally, Angleton commented
i that in the event the Bureau thought it desirable he would be
happy to personally brief the Director or other appropriate
Bureau official concerning his testimony. He commented that
he has not been asked to, nor has he offered to, brief William
Colby, Director of Central Intelligence, concerning his testimoﬁzéggg

RECOMMENDATIONS: <‘

1. We are checking for any available information
in files concerning]Israeli intelligence collection capabilities
in the United Statesi] Results will be summarized in separate

memorandum, @\

2. It is not believed appropriate to request
Angleton to brief the Director or other Bureau official
concerning his testimony, particularly since Angleton has
not seen fit to brief his former superiors at CIA. A request
by the Bureau for a briefing by Angleton might be misconitrued
if it were to come to the attention of Colby or other CIA

officials.
& \ A ) 3
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Mr, J. B, Adanms

Mr, J. A, Mint=z

Mr. W. R. Wannall

Mr, R. L, Shackelford
Mr, W, O, Cregar

July 3, 1975

1l - Mr. D, Ryan
1 - Mr, P, W, Cook

U, 8, SENATE SELECT COEMITIEE TO
STUIDY GOVERNMERTAL OFERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGRNCE ACTIVITIES (8SC)

b o pood et ot
| I T I I |

RE: CONTACT OF MR, HARRY EUGENE SCHAFER
AND HIS SPOUSE, MRS, JILL D. SCHAFER,
WITE STAYF MENIERS OF THE 8SC

. 9111 D Bou!or, served as confidential informants
, of tho FBI until March, 1975, Imamediately prior to that
date they were identified as sources of the FBI by
Jomseph Alfred Burton, a former confidential mfm'mnt
14 of the FBI, Since his discontinuance as an FBI source
o i July, 1974, Burton has bsen publicly attacking the
NFBI for alhgod improprieties and illegal activities.
Burton's charges are distorted and in some instances false,

On May 21, 1975, Nr. and Mrs. Schafer made
available to our New Orleans Office a copy of a letter
addressed to them dated May 14, 19785, signed by Michael T,
Epetein, Counsel, of the In this letter NMr, Epstein
requested the Schafers uhphm him collect to discuss
some matters relating to the current 83C inquiry,

Subsequently, Mr, and Mra., Schafer voluntarily
o})x contacted the New Orleans Office of the FBl to advise that
o at the invitation of Nr. Epstein they had traveled to
' Washington, P, C,, on June 7, 1975, to converse with
A representatives of the SSC., Mr, and Mrs, Schafer indicated
asoc. o.M, Epgtein had offered to reimburse them for the expenses
Der- A Mngf this travel. The Bchafers advised that upon their arrival
rome in Washington, P, C., at the appointed hour, they wemt to
aimn. My, Bpatein's office, Mr, Epstein introduced himself and two

Come- St o)l leggues, a mile named Marshal Elliott, described as a I /

§ Harxy Bugene Schafer and his spouse,

N
-

:‘

. ATICYT CONTAL.

ALL INFCO™ .
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3
CL.. :“Sa.
\ -S40 -

T e Tepresentative of Semator Bchweiker, and E%tr:y De Orco,
Gen. Inv. le researchsr,

ident, r{ ‘{5
Inspectior - 134-16380 (Harry Eugene Schafer) ’ ﬁt /I

Intell.

Laboratory _ ] = 134-19699 (Ji1l D. Schafer)
Plan. & Eval. _ 1_2) ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO THE
i ATTORNEY GENERAL

Spec. lav. / ;

Traini ¥ B’} ‘x

Legal Chun,|
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (8SC)
TH: CONTACT OF M, AND MRS. SCHAFER WITH STAYF MEMBERS OF SSC

According to the Behafers, Mr. Epstein began the
interview with tho Schafers by stating the purpose of the
penate Coumitiee and why the Schafers were asked 16 Washington,
D, ¢. Mr. Epotein siated that the Commitice was trying to
deyelop information on what the U, §. intelligence agencles
hoave boon doing, whpt changez in these agencies ave needed
and Ywhore mistabkes might bhave hagppened.*t

The Schaforz adviscd they rejuested My, Epstein to
ask thoem specifiic guestions, Ho asked them what was the
entire period of time of the Schafers' relationship with the
FBI ond 4f thoy wore =till assocglioted with the Durceau.

Hr, Bchafer told Mr, Epstelin that be was not going to admit

any agssocintion with the IBI at thls point and the reply secmed
to proatly upset lr. Upstein. Ho askod the Schafers why they
had come to Woshington, D, ¢. The {ichafers veplied they
wanted to egtablish some groundwork for any relationship with
the Bennte Comuittec. Hr. Dpstein attempted Lo bave the
Schafers relate thelr activitics in behaid of the FBI,

e, Sehafer advised they refused to comply due fo v, Epstoin's
nanney and presentation. The Schafers stated they received
the definlte improssion that Mp, Bpstein and his colieagues
oxpected to hear an sfternoon of intoresting stories and
anececdotes,

Mrs, Schafer told My, Dpstein that they had done
nothing wrong, illepnl, immorai orx unethical in their
"movement' activities ond thoy werce proud of thoir contribuytions
to the nation's internal sccurity. The Bchafers relnted they
enjoyed a happy relatlonship with the FBI and they hnow of
nothing gquestionable or unprofesmional yeogarding the Burean's
handling of their information, The Schafors sald they made
it clear that they would be happy to tell the S5C these
things; howover, since they were not reassuved by My, Epstein,
and were in fact put off by his manner and his colleagues'!
brusque reactions, they would not furnish nnything Iarther
to My, Bpstoin, The Schaiers stated that shoxt of appearing
before the Senate Comnittee, they wanted to be ieft alone,
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTED ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (5sC)
RE: CONTACT OF MR, AND MRS. SCUAFER WITH STATFF MEMBERS OF S&C

According to the SBchafors, My, Zostein and his
colleamues pave the clear lmpression that they wore disappointed
and annoyed wifh the Schuafers' veoluctance to $ell them anything.
¥r. Epatein asked i¥ the Schafers wanted to tnlk to any of
the Benglors and tho Schnfers sitated they would be willing
to spepk ‘to Benator Goldwater; however, Mr, Epstein made no
specific aryangenents other than to eheck with Charlie Lombard,
Golawntor's vepresentabive. My, Epstein did not sy 3% the
Schafers would be subpocnned; noy were sny fiva arrangoncais
nade mphout roivbursing thom foy thelr expenses. According to
the Schaforg, tho sceting broke up rother abruptly and
Mz, Epstein’s colleagues left without sayinzg good-by.

| . . The Schudors stated they made an effort to be

} sriendly, cooperative and amenablo to Mr, Ipotein ond hic

| collecagues, and they made a good faith gesture in nppeaying
before Mr. Dpstein in Washington, D, L.

NOTIL::

The Schafers, as paid informants, furnished
information from October, 1969, until March, 1975, to the
Bureau. Information in this LHM wos contained in
New Orleans teletype to the Director, dated June 11, 1975,
Several personal statements made by the Schafers, such as
"hearded hippy" in reference to one of Epstein's colleagues,
were not included in the LHM as this type of information
is not fully germane and our reporting of it might be
inferred as our being prejudicial,

- 3
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO:
ATTN: Central Index FBI

-

Intelligence Community Staff FROM:

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.) 7/3/75
l DOCUMENT | |BRIEFING I X | INTERVIEW | | TESTIMONY | [oTHER

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

Memorandum furnished to the Attorney General with a

sscC

copy for forwarding to the White House

HSC

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

Memorandum reports results of interview by SSC Staff Members of
Harry E. Schafer and his spouse, Jill D. Schafer, formerly
confidential informants of the FBI.

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

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

used underline for emphasis)

See (8)

. SUMMARY (see reverse side before completing this item)

Interview failed to provide SSC any significant information due
to an unfriendly atmosphere created by the participants resulting
In an early termination of the interview,
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INSTRUCTIONS

eo. 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.
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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
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MAY 1962 EDITION
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UNITED STATES GO’RNMENT A o

Dep. AD Inv. __

Memorandum

Admin,
£ , Comp. Syst, ——_
,l Ext, Affairs .

To ‘' Mr. J..B. Adams DATE: g-2.-75 o o
| 1dgnty _ .
S ?‘,\ 2“ ction &%
FROM Legal Counsel {' v WRU}@{K ‘,
s I 4 g - Laboratoryds.
/(::.; m Legal ng L:/
. ) Plan. & EVJl. -

SUBJECT: ( SENSTUDY 75 - .Srpac. vl
. raining
\W/

Telephone Rm. __

Director Sec'y

The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
Activities requested a staff interview with former Special
Agent David E. Todd about COINTELPRO and the investigation
at San Francisco of the Black Panther Party.

At the direction of Bureau teletype 6-9-75, San -
Francisco on 6-11-75, advised Todd of above and that he was
released from the applicable employee secrecy agreement_ for
the purpose of the Staff interview.

By letter dated June 11, 1975, Mr. Todd said the
interview "may involve information disseminated to other
Government agencies under security classification and may
touch on foreign policy as well."

Mr. Todd asked: f Yo
e
1. For written confirmation of the release given 5
~ him orally as well as a release from the provisions of any S
q applicable executive orders:;

; 2., If there is "any limitation on the scope-of the
% material” he may release; and
i
9‘!

D

I -

o 2

{

oy

Y-

4

T e

. N
ko - W

3. Whether he will be permitted to "refresh my

recollection by reviewing official files prior to or during
the interview."

R T b2 /6375 326
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1 - Mr. Wannall - Enc. REG°107

1 - Mr. Cregar - Enc.
gg 1 - Mr. Mintz - Enc. B JUL 9 1975 -y
‘ l - Mr. Hotis -~ Enc. ettt SRS Sty

l - Mr. Daly - Enc.

1 - Personal File Special Agent David E. Todd - Enc.

1 - Mr, Miller - Enc.
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Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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Legal Counsel to Adams, Memo
Re: SENSTUDY 75

We have prepared an airtel to San Francisco with an
enclosed letter for Mr. Todd in response to his request. We
are having the San Francisco Office hand deliver the letter
so that any questions he may have can be answered.

We have not regarded requests for interviews as
"demands" within the meaning of 28 CFR 16.22; therefore, no
release from the Department is necessary.

Regarding his request for access to Bureau files,
we have not had former employees make this request previously.
Our position should be that they not have access but rather
rely on their recollection. If they cannot answer a specific
question, the Committee can be referred to the Bureau.

RECOMMENDATION

Attached Airtel with enclosed letter to Mr. Todd
be approved and sent.
J}L)
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20 Cozzolino Drive
'Millbrae, California 94030

June 11, 1975

e

H
. Wi
\ -
™

4 T,
-

Mr, Clarence M, Kelley .
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washington, D, C, » - “7 ﬁ'! ’j?( \
. N '.v"af“"_{ "”4,-"""} & 4 "!“fi’ ) W 5 |

Dear Mr, Kelley: ‘ S ,
On this date Supervisor Berryman of the San Fran-

cisco O0ffice read to me 'a teletype to the effect the Bureau

had approved a secrecy release for me to respond to questions

from Senate investigator Lester B, Seldel in connection with

a2 Senate Select Committee on Internal Security investigation :

of the CoIntelPro as 1t related to the Black Panther Party, !

A copy of a letter from me to Mr, Seldel has been furnished -

to the Bureau previously.

At the time I was designated supervisor of the ‘squad
handling internal security investigations of the Black Panther
Party (BPP), the BPP was international in scope; Eldridge
Cleaver and others had been granted asylum in Algeria; the
BPP had support and/or branches in France, Germany, Scandinavia
and China, Aspects of the counter intelligence program
approved by the Bureau of which I am aware were directed against
some BPP foreign operations, Thus, interrogation by the Senate 45§
investigator may involve information disseminated to other i
government agencies under security classification and may -l

touch on foreign policy as well.
Therefore, prior to furnishing information obtained o k

¥

o

3

Fki LR
T s

S E

OF

zéﬁk in ‘an official capacity to Mr, Seldel, who according to the

g( Bureau's teletype will be in San Francisco in about twe weeks,
R I would like written confirmetion of the release which was

= furnished me orally, preferably an official document covering

9 any secrecy agreement made with the Bureau as well as releasing
: me from the provisions of any appllicable executive orders which

b
55} preclude disclosure of official information without approval of

3 EE the Attorney Gemeral or an suthorized Departmental officer,
I would also appreciate being advised if there is any limitation

on the scope of the material which I may release,

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

the interview with Mr, Seidel, :
. ‘
_Bincerely yours, [l
l‘\ W% e
Agent

N pvid E, Todd |
Hetired Special

e cc: SAC San Francisco " o W—\ |

\ 84 JuL211975. |
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ReButel June 9, 1975.
Encloged is a letter £rom the Dircctor to formor
Spzeial Agent David B, Todd. You, an ASRC, or Senior Supervisor
Pleage hand deliver chclosed letter to Mr. Todd immediately.
[ You are rominded of a momorandum to all cmployecs,
Res: YINTERVIES OF PBI BEMPLOYEES," in vhich the Director
advised thisc Duresu has pledged its cooperation with the Congress.
] Enclosure )
‘ 1-Mr. Adams : ’ !
1-Mr. Wannall - P £
, 1-Mr. Cregar, I K P
l-Mr. Mintz by ' }é,f'
] 1-Mr. Hotis A
1-Mr. Daly ‘
[ 1-Personal File Spe01al Agent David E. Todd
1-Mr. Mlllerr,./ §\ é& //5395—' 3&7/
PVD: lg‘px s [{;,i . \s:\' [/LA // = f i%‘ Ld‘,"
(12) } /‘_ﬁ%'iﬁ\.ﬁS““E K/" 4 } fég’ niceea  we—
... MAILEDG6
Assoc. Dir. é (7 8 'JUL q 1975 \
Dep. AD Adm. _ JUL Ia) 19-1 ' q a0
X Af:}g.’.ol:::lnv' o ki '.U 5 kl /:/ Ry \L /
Admin. . i ‘FB‘ “/
Comp. Syst. N 9 .
Ext. Affairs .
Files & Com. fnd - 'k
Gen. Inv. ¢ , U ,
ldent. /&! i( {‘I% i‘ 17 ’j 7
Inspection d ,"’ ¢ i ! 4
vell. N\ 4 /ﬂW £/ ) @
Loboratory #_L. / ;‘/ <y
Plan. & Eval. /’t 'J':‘ N \
Spec. Inve . b
Training " y 6 r" - ’/ ;‘ 51
Legal Wt
" Telephone Rm. ... ¢ /

GPO §34-345




Mr. Adams
Mr. Wannall
Mr. Cregar
Mr. Mintz
Mr. Hotis
Mr. Daly

July 2, 1978

(lj 1l - Personnel File Special Agent
i David E. Todd
| My, Dawvid £. Todd 1 - Mr. Miller

20 Cozzoline Drive

Millbrae, California 94030

Dear Mr. Todd:

e
I T I O

Thank you for your letter of June 1), 1975,

Tou are released from the FBI Employmont Agrecmant
for the purposs of a Staff iaterview by the Semate Select
| Committes on Intelligence Activities comcerning COINTELPRO
. and the investigation at San Francisce, California, of the
Black Panther Party.

| I am not eware of any other release you mey require.

Pursuant to your reguest of Jume 11, 1975, a
Special Agunt will be aveilable during the interview to
assist you in making a dstermiamtion whether or mot a
response should be mede to u particular questicn. This
B Agent. is not to be comsidered private coumsel and he will
| ot be presemt during the interxview.

FBI files will mot be mads wwailabls for the

‘ intarview.
% 75~ (”;2\?0?“’““0- Sinceorely yours, \ENCLOSURE
AT WS e W ) e i 3
- Clarence M. Kolley 3 JUL 9 1975
‘ZSGC.AD;"M Director "
n::: AD Inv’j': (A — S
M JDM:PVD:eek " W
Comp. Syst, ____ (13) %
Ext. Affairs ____ P‘_m
Files & Com. __

Gen. Inv.
Ident.

STE: Former SA Todd signed a secrecy agreement with the Bureau on

Inspection 12_3_62.
Intell. - -
Laboratory __ _.__ ',f/ ,."‘4 A o, 5’)\
Plan. & Eval. _ - ' e ;O \3/
Spec. Inv. f WW\' L - .
Training b X
Legal Coun, /""‘)zv
Telephone Rm. ¢ / r
Director Sec’y . MAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT ) GO
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

Mr., W. R, Y/Jan:s.mll""2 H%'“

Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD\Adm Zj

Mr, J, B, Adams hoer oAgfir

Mr, J. A, Mintz éd:ps';,__

Mr, W, V., Cleveland Ext. Affairs
DATE® 6/27/75 Files & Com. __

Gen. Inv.

~ Mr, We R. Wannall 1dent.

I pesﬁon
) NGC/ - Mr, W, O, Cregar e i
%OM}-/ OLUéQegar MI6 - Mr. L. F. SchWartZ tubo:aéo%%
) - '\\\ PI::.&E nl.__
75

SUBJECT: ,\ SENSTUDY Training
..

— Telephone Rm.

Dirccfoﬁec'y —
On 6/27/75 James J. Angleton, former Chief,

Counter Intelligence Operations, Central Intelligence

Agency (CIA), telephonically advised SA L, F. Schwartz

that he has been in contact with Herbert Ttkin, former

Bureau Criminal Informant who also had a relatlonshlp

)Wlth CIA, Angleton advised that Itkin is being inter-

viewed today at a local hotel by a Mr., Shea from the

Senate Select Committee,

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101118

O e
1

Spec. Inv.

Itkin was successfully operated as a Top Echelon
Criminal Informant from April, 1963, until February, 1968,
when he was discontinued. He has testified in a number
of Bureau cases and his past relationship with CIA and
the Bureau has been publicized. We have not been in 3+
contact with Itkin for several years., @ f@f’

Angleton advised that he expects that Itkin will
" contact him some time after completion of his interview
and if Angleton learns any information of interest to
| the Bureau he will advise us.

Angleton also comménted that he is being inter-
viewed himself today by Senate Select Committee representa~
| tives regarding his knowledg@ of the '"Huston Report."

= 0 ges PR

For information., ‘

‘//9 ﬁ "‘Sﬁ 3 JuL o 19335}& 3
LFS:adn ... by, }\?@ ékﬂ
@) | /ggé;? Q(/ (AN D

62~116395

»

Buy U.S. Saz/mgs Bonds Regzz/arly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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T ) ‘ i - M:‘ B. Adams ﬁ’k <

R e 2 -~ Mr, J. A, Mintz
(L~Mr. J. B. Hotis)
CODE TELETYPE NITEL

JUNE 27, 1975
TO SACS ATLANTA- KNOXVILLE
BIRMINGHAM LOS ANGELES PERSONAL ATTENTION
ALBANY TAMPA (AttnT T. J. Browntield)

JACKSONVILLE CHICAGO Mr. W. M, Mooney
Mr, W. R, Wannall

Mr. R, L. Shackelford
Mr. W, O. Cregar
Mr., S. F. Phillips

\ FROM DIREGTOR FBI (62-116395)
- »—““““\\

1 1 1 1 1

= et et ot

,WSENSTUDY 75 )
TTTTREBUTEL MAY 2, 1975.
INQUIRIES MADE OF BUREAU BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)
CONCERNING A NUMBER OF PRESENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES,
INCLUDING THEIR CURRENT WHEREABOUTS, SUGGESTS THEY MAY BE
INTERVIEWED BY SSC STAFF CONCERNING BUREAU'S FORMER INVESTIGA-
TION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. SET OUT BELOW ARE NAMES AND
LAST KNOWN ADDRESSES OF FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES AND OFFICE OF
ASSIGNMENT OF INCUMBENTS, ALL OF WHOM SSC HAS INQUIRED ABOUT. ,
EACH OF THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY j ’ijj‘
CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE SSC
STAFP ABQUT THE KING INVESTIGATION. THEY SHOULD BE TOLD THAT

2 — |ENCLOSURE
IN THE EN;’ THEY ARE INTERVIEWED AND D ING THE comzs?

A:‘)seuc.AD[:r.Adm SFP 1hb . . ® ’Baa‘
et AD e~ (11); LALE L f&%/ SEE NOTE PAGE 3 ‘l
v PEGEIALA A 3 JuL 9 19715
Comp. Syst, . FEDEQ&L EUREA‘J GF': “WES?I@A“@H \‘!3
Ext. Afale — comwwxc;mems, SECTIOM" e —— ——

Gen. Inv,
Ident. .

¢
BN T T N R
S unorems, fRImoremma oy o WiAA

’ - SLAROTE, pir)
Intell. = ) "“'

/s DATE
e = TRELETYPE WR-A

Spec. Inv. ____

Training

Legal Coun.

; Telephone Rm. @3‘/ ‘)”ﬁié\:”t‘(
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