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MR. W. R. WANNALLW"’“’)}/

¢

1 -~ Mr, J. B, Adams
1 bad Mr [} JQ A. MintZ

DATE: April 24, 1975

Assoc, Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. _
Dep. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.:

Admin,
Comp, Syst.
Ext. Affairs ___
Files & Com, __

/ 1 - Mr. J. B, Hotis | Z'Z"n}'"iz/
FROM MR W. Ojbﬁﬁ%CAR 1 - Mr, W. R, Wannall N7 e

Infe
1 - Mr, W. O. Cregar
Plan. & Eval. __
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 \ JFK_Act 6 (1) (B) o i;:?m:w;/
e e e ~*{rl§§€g ;ES%n. ,
This memorandum renorts _the recelpt of a legal
memorandum prepared by
Counsel, Central Intelligence Agency, entitled "Authority of
Congress to Release Classified Data.! Copies of this legal (L}
memorandum have been furnished to Mr. Anthonin Scalia, Assistant
Attorney General, and Mr, James A, Wilderotter, Associate Counsel
to the President.

i ,_-a-a._..-vae» Laberatory

T‘elephone Rm. __

Director Sec’y

Memorandum Cregar to W. R. Wannall dated 4/14/75 discussed
an article contained in the 4/10/75 edition of '"The Washington Post"
wherein Senator Frank Church, Chairman of the Senate Select
Committee, stated he reserved the right to make public any documents
the Committee received. This memorandum also noted that Mr. James
Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, advised that
The White House was preparing a letter to Senator Church recognizing
that Congress can, at its discretion, declassify material it
receives, but strongly urging that such declassification action
not be taken unilaterally by the Senate Select Committee withwut
approval of the agency originating the information. P

-

As an aid to the preparation of such a 1etter, the
Office of CIA's General Counsel has prepared a paper entitled
"Authority of Congress to Release Classified Data.'" Copy attached.
W It was made available to all members of the Ad Hoc Coordinating ﬂ
§/// Group for Congressional Review of the Intelligence Committee fo

150

information and any comments:ecaplents de51red to make.
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Membexrs of the USIB
Ad Hoc Coordinating
Group

This is being furnished you at -

Dr. Clarke's request.

- ) T
1 B Y TR

Harriett D. Mowitt

Executive Secretary

Attachment
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MEMORANOUM FOR:  Antorin @alia, Esq.
v . ' Assistant™ttorney General
' ‘ Office of Legal Counsel
" Attached is a hurriedly done legal memsrandum
entitled "Authority of Congress to Release
Classified Data." I would welcome your comments
on this so that a finished document could be made
available to the variougzgencies concerned.

o ‘12 April 1975 °
- - (DATE)
' NO. REPLACES FORM 10101 o ot
G 54 ’OI WHECH MAY gg ysgo. . '-....._ . - R ‘("7,

MEMORMDUM FOR- ' James'A Wilderotter, Esq. .
U - Associate Counsel to the ,
K Pres1dent : '

Attached is a hurnedly done legal
memorandum entitled "Authority of
Concrress to Release Classified Data."
L ..I would welcome your comments on

. l - this so that a finished document )
L . could be made available t e various
- | .agencies concerned.: -, . L
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11 March 1975

FFMDLIL
\ : T ' . : ALLLI%E\"%J‘ 2 J‘ Tmewm*m
. ' i - . . ‘ L-J ».octmf :
MEMORANDUM FOR: General Counsel o e JZ..L‘Z;::' : MM{ 5’
SUBJECT " :.Authority of Congress to Release Classiﬁed Data .

1, Ihave found no express authority for Congress to publicly release
- information classified by the executive branch pursuant to an Executive
‘order issued by the President. Moreover, on a number of occasions Concress
" . has mandated that matters pertaining to national aefenae or forelgn pollcy
.be I\ept secre’c

- -—Congress has made it a crime for one lawfully having possession,
"access or control of documents relating to national defense or infor-
mation relating to the national defense which the possessor has
 reason to believe could be used to the injury of the United States
. or to the advantage of any foreign nation to communicate, deliver,
. or transmit same to any person not entitled to recelve it. 18
'-USCA 793(d) ’

-—-Congress has made it a crime to dlsclose to an Lnaut‘norlzed per-
- son or publish any classified information obtained by the processes
: of communications intelligence. 18 U.S.C.A, 798(a).
. ==Congress has made it 2 crime to photograph or sketch vital military
or naval installations or equipment requiring protection against gen-
" eral dissemination of information. 18 U.S.C.A. 795. Itisalsoa”
.~ crime to publish or disseminate photographs, maps, or drawings of .
such defense installations without first obtaining permission of the-
_-,commandmg officer or hlgher authorlty 18U.S.C A 797. . )
e --Congress, in order to prevent pubhc dlsdosure of certam act1V1tles ,
has given various officials the power to keep confideatial certain funds
expended for national security or foreign relations purposes. Such
_authority is given, for example, to the President (22 U,S.C.A, 2364),
to the Secretary of State (31 U,S.C.A. 107), and to the Divector of
" Central Intelligence (50 U,S.C.A, 403j) . o .-

~
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*-Ccngréss has provided that rﬁeetings of the Senate Committee on
the Budget may be closed to the public if it is determined by a record
vote of a rraJonty of the members that the matter to be dlscussed

. .Will disclose matters necessary to be kept secret in the
. interest of national defense or the confidential conduct of
- - the foreign relations of the United States., 2 U,S.C.A.
190a-3, : : S

--Congress, after requiring that the Secretary of State transmit forth-
with to the Congress the text of any international agreement, other
than a treaty, to which the Unlted States’is a pa.rty, goes on to pro-

- vide that :

‘e .any such agreement the 1mmed1ate pubhc dlsclosure

of which would, in the opinion of the President, be praj-
‘udicial to the national security of the United States shzll
not be so transmitted to the Congress but shall be trans-
mitted to the Committee on Foreign Relzations of the Senate
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Rep-
resentatives under an appropriate Injunction of secrecy to

. be removed only upon due notice from the Pre51dent
-';lUSCA 112b. :

_7 —Finally, Congreso, in enactmg the F reedom of Infomatm“l Act,
o expressly exempted from disclosuré matters whlch are

AR .5pec1ﬁca11y authorized under criteria estabhshed
- by an Executive ‘order to be kept secret in the 1nterest

" . of national defense or forclgn pohcy 5 U S.C A
,552(b) (1) : ,

2, DesPite this apparent lack of authority to release classified data
and the existence of the above-mentioned statutes, Congress is constitutionally
immunized, at least in part, against any consequences flowing from release
and disclosure of classified information. Article I, § 6 of the Constltutmn
- states in respect to Sena’cors and Representatives that:

’
-

.o .for any Speech or Debate in e1ther House they shall

not be questioned in any other Place

4]“ 55075 DocId:32989532 Page 6 o , L - o
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3. A long line of Suoreme Court cases, beginning with Kilbourn v.
T homgson 103 U,S. 168 (@E;D) has held that the privilege or immunity
: yelating to speech or debate should be given a broad and 11bera1 construc-
glon. In Kilbourn the couxt stated

" It would be a narrow view of the Constitutional provision
* to limit it to words spoken in debate. The reason of the
rule is as forcible in its application to written reports
‘presented in that body by its commitiees, to resolutions
offered, which, though in writing, must be reproduced
“in speech, and to the act of voting.... In short, to things
generally done in a session of the House by one of its
members in relation to the business before it. (At p . 204.)
-4, Thé court, moreover, has resisted argl.ments that an unworthy
purpose should destroy the privilege. In Tenney v, Brandhove, 341 U.S.
367 the court reaffirmed its earlier holding in Fletcher v. Peck, 6 Cranch
§7 (1810), statlng '

««that 1t was not consonant wlh our scheme of govern-
s _ ment for a court to inquire into the motives of leclslators,
o . 'has rema1ned unques..lored (At P. 377 ) ‘

‘I“he distance to which the court was w1111ng to go to uphold this prlncmle '
.was seen in United States v, Johnson, 383 U.S. 169 (1966). In that case
* 2 former Congressman was convicted for conspiracy to defraud the U.S.,
in part on evidence that, in pursuance of a2 conspiracy designed to give
‘agsistance to certain savings and loan associations which had been indicted
- en mail fraud charges, he was paid to give a speech on the floor of the House.
" The Supreme Court granted a new trizal holding that a prosecution which
draws in question the legislative acts of the defendant member of Congress
- pr his motives for performing them "necessarily contravenes the Speech or
Bebate Clause.," (At P 185 ) C AP RPN

5. 'I'he court addressed the issue of clasmﬁed 1nformat10n in Gravel v.
Unlted States, 408 U.S. 606 (1972), a case which arose when Senator Gravel,
Ehairman of the Subcommittee on Buildings and Grounds of the Senate Public
- Works Committee, convened a night meeting of the Subcommittee and there
read extensively from a copy of the Pentagon Papers which bore a Defense
security classification of Top Secret - Sensitive, 'He'then placed the entire
47 volumes of the study in the public record. Senator Gravel claimed that
- Article I, section 6 protected him from criminal or civil liability and from

m 55675 “ﬁaci&*ﬂﬁﬂ-%&%f‘age e fom o e
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questioning elsewhere than in the Senate, with respect to the events occur~
‘ring at the Subcommittee hearing at which the Pentagon Papers were intro-
duced into the public record. The court stated . ../T/o us this claim is
incontrovertible," (Atp, 615. ) ‘

L . 6, The court furthar noted that:

The Speech or Debate Clause was designated to assure
" a co-equal branch of the government wide freedom of
. speech, debate, and deliberation without intimidation
or threats from the Executive Branch. It thus protects
‘Members against prosecutions that directly impinge
" upon or threaten the legislative process. We have no
“doubt that Senator Gravel may not be made fo answer—-
either in terms of questions or in terms of defending
- himself from prosecution--for the events that occurred
at the subcornmlttee meeting. (Atp, 616. )

1. F rom the above, together with the p051t1ve phrasmcr of Artlcle l
- 86 of the Constitution, it would appear that any Member may make any state-
. ' ment he desires on the floor of the Congress or.in one of its committees. Such
" statement shall be absolutely privileged, notwi{hstanding that it was based
on information secured from classified Central Intelligence Agency material
either furnished the Member in confidence or containing any restrictive
“notice as o use or dissemination. This privilege would operate if the Member
'were to read the information verbatim into the record on the floor or into
the record of hearings before a congressional committee. It would still be
privileged when it appeared, verbatim, in the Congressional Record or in
" the published hearings of a congressional committee, The only sanction,
‘apart from the individual conscience and sense of responsibility of the Member,
"~ would have to come from Congress itself, which has the power to discipline
any Representative or Senator who improperly disclosed classified information.

8. One additional wrinkle might be noted, Although Conéressmen
would be immune from liability for introducing classified information into
2 committee report and immune from liability for ordering it printed and
‘disseminated to the public at large, the Public Printer and the Superintendent
of Documents may not be immune from suit for printing and disseminating
such reports to the public. The court examined this question in Doe v.
McMillan, 412 U.S, 306(1973), a case in which petitioners claiméd that a
report issued by the House Committee on the District of Columbia, containing

I A
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- documents relating to disciplinary problems of certain specifically named
. students, violated statutory, constitutional and common-law rights to pri-
N vacy. The Supreme Court refused to determine whether dissemination to
the public would serve the important legislative function-of informing the
public concerning matters pending before Congress for the purpose of
.- holding Members of Congress liable, However, it remanded the case to
- the Court of Appeals, in part to undertake just such a review in order to
 determine whether the Public Printer and the Supevmtonder't of Documents, i
who were wltbout blanket immunity, could be held liable.

: 9. The discussion thus far has dealt only with congressional immunity
~for releasing classified information in Congress. No such immunity exists
.- in the case of disclosures made by congressmen outside of Congress. Thus,
~in.Long v, Ansel, 69 F,2d 386 (Ct. App., D.C, 1934), affd. 293 U.S. 76
- (1934), and in McGovern v. Martz, 182 F, Supp. 343 (US Dist. Ct., D.C.
© 1960) it was held that if a Senator or Representative is alleged to ha\re com—
.. mitted libel by republishing and disseminating remarks made in the Congress,
'.’ NT ‘such republication and dissemination is not within the Speech or Debate
"7 privilege even if such privilege would have been applicable to the original
-~ publication of the remarks, Again, in Gravel v. United States, 408 U.S. 606
© (1972), and in Doe v, McMillan, 412 U.S. 306 (1973) the court noted that
the Speech or Debate Clause does not protect "a private republication of
documents introduced and made public at a committee hearing, alt though the
hearing was unquestionably part of the legislative process." BN

10, From the above it is apparent that a Member is not privileged to

circulate CIA documents to his constituents, to the press, or by reading to
a meeting or on radio or television. Such action could well make the member
liable for prosecution under the espionage laws, but in any event would
expose him to the same liability for these actions as any other citizen, As
2 practical matter, however, the prosecution of a Member for unauthorized
disclosure of classified CIA materizl, or chscmlmary actlon by Congress '

. 1tse1f is. -very unlikely. - ,

' " EDMUND COHEN
< Office of 'General Counsel
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Memorandum

Ext. Affalrs

TO : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: May 2% , 1975 ::l:.s:v.Com. —
. {dent.
. | I é R T‘,,ﬂ: Inspection
(Jron Tegal counsd DAY df ’“Eﬁémmm e i3
¢ ) P + :“.}.TT-P ‘ﬂ‘ .F-L‘ED " 1 Legal . i
JI' 7 O AL 'mg 14 AICTh :8;5 1} Plan. va@,‘.——q{b

~f SUBJECT: K\ SENSTUDY 75 . v .,?E-\-; -0 l Spec. Inv.
tf ~ a1zl s

Director Sec'y
The April 29, 1975, Congressional Record - Senate,
pages S 7054 through and including S 7056, sets forth rules
- and procedures for the captioned Committee. The rules cover
such topics as the convening of meetings, meeting procedures,
news media coverage, investigations, subpoenas, procedures
related to the taking of testimony, procedures for handling
classified or sensitive material, preparation for committee
meetings, staff, and reporting of measures or recommendations.

The key sections of these rules are subpoenas, investi-
gations, and procedures related to taking of testlmony.

Concerning the issue of subpoenas, subpoenas may be
issued by the Chairman or any other member designated by him
with the consultation of the Vice Chairman.

Procedures relating to the taking of testimony provide
that testimeny shall be given under oath or affirmation. It fﬁj
7 also provid that a witness may be accompanied by counsel. k .
Witnesses msy also request that there be no news media coverage’”/’
' of their testimony. Witnesses will also be given the opportunity
of furnishing a statement prior to, and/or at the conclusion of
his or her testimony. With regard to inspection and correction
of testimony, witnesses will be allowed a reasonable opportunity
to inspect their testimony, and corrections are permissible, but
must be made in writing within five days of the availability of
~QX the transcript containing their testimony. Names of witnesses

cannot be made public prior to their testimony unless authorized
by the Chairman.

Contempt procedures as set forth, require that after
notice to all members of the Committee, and the affected person
has had the opportunlty to state in writing or in erson wh &QI ;

Enclosure E /( f,% 7

.1 ~ Mr. Adams \ L‘(Q R 0100 (/ "
1 - Mr. Wannall ENCLUSURE ' "4
1 - Mr. Mintz 6. MAY 201975 ¢
1l - Mr. Hotis
.1 - Mr. Daly s i

1l - Mr. Cregar
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Legal Counsel to Mr; Adams
Re: SENSTUDY 75

or she should not be held in contempt, a vote would be taken by
the Committe with a majority being necessary for the referral
of a contempt citation to the full Senate.

The rules concerning sensitive material limit access
)to such material to employees on a need-to-know basis and to
only those staff members with appropriate security clearances.
Reporting procedures for the Committee provide that
where the Committee is unable to reach a unanimous decision,
separate views and reports may be printed by any member or
members of the Committee.

A complete Xerox copy of the rules as they appear in
the Record is attached.

RECOMMENDATION:

Action. For Information.

"
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imperceptible, whilo 2.5 can be n:)ll; negs' the

p.olut; of origin and 3 ean bo felt ¢ vor n.falr-
sized area. Slight damngoe can by caug-¢ ab
4.5, & level of § is consideved dunn sing, 7 is
major, and 8 fs a “great earthqutres

. Tho Issue, most geologists and e mic ex~
perts apree, fs not whethe¥ unother block-

. huster quake will oceur, but when, It could
happen any time,

Should that earthquake ocenr “tomorrow,”
these experts believe, the following reall-
les awalt Callfornlanas:

Tens of thousands of bnlibn s hullt in
the first half of the cintury, clerrly han-
ardous under severe eartheuuhe condivons,
In use In San Frauct.co and Los Angeles,
could topple, endanaering thou ands of lives
{an estimated 260,000 1n [os An ¢ los alone).

Other thowands of putidic , bull on or
near faulls fice destruction trom ground
shaking and land LIl

High-rise bulldings, huilt te more modern
standards, may not sepple, but face serious
hazards of fire, disabied elevators and Lu-
adequate stalrwell safety.

Earthquake disasler urpenry plans are in
the nascent stages throushout the state,
hampered by apa'hy amony public oficials,
lack of funds and infrequent exerelses,

The public is ill-prepared to cope with
earthquakes or thelr attermmaths, There 8
virtually no publicity about what to do dur-
Ing or after o major quake. Earthquake
qarills are rarely, if ever, held in communi-
tles or In public bulldings (schools aro an
exception). .

A recent federally sponsored study gives
these estimales of death and injury should
& temblor of mors than 7 or 8 on the Rich-
ter seale occur in or near San Fraucisco or
Los Angrcles:

San Francisco—as many as 10,000 persons
dead and 40,000 injured. (Shouid g major
dam break, the death toll could rise to
60,000.) Another 56,000 could be leit home-
less (not including dun ¢yanuees).

Los Angeles—as many as 20,6400 deaths and
up to 600,000 injured. Additional deaths pos-
sible due to major dam fatlure—up io 14,000,
Homeless (nof including dam evacuces), up
to 180,000,

At the very best, Callfornians are fatalistic
about carthauakes, accepting that they will
come, and honing they will be out of the
affected aren when it happens.

“You don’t know when it Is poing to be or
how it's going (o Le,” sald one Weat Los An-
geles resident. “I should pub money into
meking my house earthquake-proof when X
could be in some skyscraper swaying when 1t
happens? Who cares?”

In San Franclsco, a college professor re-
cently asked 125 residents In a random
sampling what they would do {f an earth-
quake comes. Sixty per cent caid, in effect,
“Start praying. What else Is there to do?”

What can be done? In fact, qnuite a lot—
and some of i5 is Peingy accomplished In the
areas of building code uprradine, land-use
planning, emerpency preparedness, earth-
quake prediction, and public education. But
the effort of a fcw areressive lemislators,
state and loeal officials, and private cliliens
is frustrated by tho low level of priority
generally asskrned to earthquiie proleetion,

The “kiil ralio” of past Callfornia earth-
quakes Is extremely low compared to, say,
traflic accidents. Abhout 900 prrsons have dled
a3 tho resulls of qualies since the turn of
the century compared to an sverace annugl
hlphway toll of 4,800, Thus there are those
who argue asahst expenditures of thme and
effort on something as mercuriel and unpre-
dictable as an earthgua.ce,

California’s mew governor, Fdmund Q.
Brown, Jr.,, 1s snld to be one of those, Aceord-
ing to a recent news story, Brown suggested
that money being allocated for snfe buildings
milht be used to improve tho quallty orf edu-
catlon, Lo rehabilitate housing for the poor,
or Lo creato cunstruction Jobs,

ALL IUFORIATTON CONTAINED

e
.

HORUIN IS UNCTa3sirrm  Emou s’
DATI )~49~0/ BY S 2&»4%:9

SRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATY

After the San Frenando queake, there was

a flurry of studies, hearlngs, pians and legis~’

Iation.

In Los Angeles, the bullding code requires
ments were toughened. Explaincd Bob Wil-
liams, general manager of Los Angeles’ De-
partment of Bullding and Satety: “We
doubled the loading strengih requirements
and requlred standards twice as strong In re-
inforced concrete and reinforced masonry.”

Los Angeles’ building code §s in somo re-
spect tougher than the Uniform Dullding
Cede to which most juri.dictions in the
slate adhere. One ofliclal, T.onr Beach build-
ing divector Edward M. O'Connor, a leading
proponent of better prepuredness, confends
1hat the Unitorm Building Code falis short.

“I% does not rulfiil tiie purpose of the
eade: to precevve life, limb, property and the
public welfare in the event of an earth-
guake,” he sald.

Changes in the uniform code come slowly.
They are modeled after recommendations
by the Callfornia Structural Engineers As-
soclation, composed of professional engineers
who help design bulldings.

The recommendations usually represent
a balance of conservalive and liberal strains
within the association, and, according to
some observers, are strongly influenced by
economic considerations.

The drafters of the uniform code are still
wrestling with one of the central lessons of
the San Fernando earthquake—the fact that
major bulldings are being consirucied with
little knowledge or consideration of soil and
geological conditions and how they might
respond to ground shocks.

Geologists and seismile experts admit they
know very little about what causes earth-
quadces or precisely bow bulldings are affected
by local or even distant shocks. Now, for the
first time, Cazlifornia is placing instruments
that measure motion Iin key buildings
around the state. But they must awalt an-
other earthquake to produce usable data.

In the meantime, seismic considerations
are working their way slowly—some say too
slowly——into building requirements.

New laws ban construction dirvectly over
active faults, require eatisfactory geologic
studies before new hospitals are built, re-
quire that o “selsmic safety element” be in-
cluded in local planning, and reguire the
correction of unsafe dam conditions.

This leglslation added up to the most pro-
gressive package of earthiquake measures in
40 years, but 1t was not accomplished without
resistance. The restriction on bullding on or
near faults, for example, inspired a storm of
protest from real estato developers and in-
dividual lot owners that eventually forced
o modificaticn softening the restriction.

A hospital law passed in 1972 requires that
detalled geological and soll reporis for pro-
posed hospital construction be reviewed by
state geologists.

James Flosson, director of the state De-
partment of Alines and Geology, promptiy
ran into problems.

“The reporls the first few months were o
dirprace to the professlon,” Flosson said. “We
nsisted that they be redone, and done again
until they were right. I'vo had my Iead
bloodicd many times as a result. I've been
ihireatened, told my carcer would bo ruined—
o few geoltogists tried to get me fired. But wo
stood by our guns and now the quallty of
ihe reports Is excellent.”

Anothier area of controversy s highrise
safeby. Berkeley architect Karl V. Stelnbrugige
belleves the modern steelframo construction
will withstand Intenso shocks. But Henry J.

- Depunkolb, o San Iranclsco ciructural en-

gluver and frequent eritie of safety standards,
gald: |

“I would not find it unreassonable to ex-
peet .. . there will be 15 to 30 total collap.es
with anether 50 to 100 severely damaged” in
Ban Francisco,

(w'}"} Vehlle there 1s dispgreement about high-

e

April 29, 1975

rise collapse, there is a broad consensus that
most existing high rises aro vulnerable to ex-
tensivo internal damage from unbolied
equipment and, niost significantly, from fire.

The dangers are serious enough o have
prompted major changes recently in fire reg-
ulations for all future buildings.

All future high rises (above 75 feet) will be
buils with automatle governors that bring
elevators instantlly to ground level, and, meast
importantly, with sprinkler systems ot cvery
level.

Al but & minuscale number of the nearly
2,000 hiyh rises presently in Los Angeles and
San Franclsco lack sprinkier systems.

Recquiremends that they be installed wers
written Into a state law last year, bui etforis

- 1o draft reguiations ran into fierce opposition

Trom builders, thie Chambers of Commerce
and olher businessmen.

The hattle is still being Tought.

San Francisco's disaster plan is advanded
aver those of other municipalitles, but it sui~
fers from lack of a central communications
network, insufliclent coordination among de-
pdrtments and inadequate practical exer-
cises, according to a city planning depart-
ment study.

“All it is Is a paper organlzation,” sald
Alfred Goldberg, head of the cibty’s bullding
‘department.

Goldberg's concerns are echoed by Jamer
Halgwood, state emergency services oflicer in
charge of helping to create stale-level dis-
aster plan for Southern California.

Commented Halgwood: “I don’t think most
elected and appointed ofliciais understand
they have a real responsibility to have their
Jurisdictions prepared. They are only doing a
barebones job.”

RULES ,OF PROCEDURE FOR THE
SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY
GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLI-
GENCE ACTIVITIES

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Leg-
islative Reorganization Act of 1970, I
submit now for publication in the Rucorp
the rules of procedure for the Select
Committee To Study Governmental
Operations With Respect to Intelligence
Activities. These rules were adopted by
the members of the Select Commiltee
on April 9, 1875, I ask unanimous con-
sent that they be printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the rules
were ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp,
as follows:

RULES OF PROCEDDRE FOR THE SELECT COM-
MITTEE ToO STUpY GOVERNMEMTAL OPERA-
TIONS WITx RESPECTY T0 INTELLIGENCE
ACTIVITIES, U.S., SENATE, ADOPTED APRIL 9,
1975
These Rules are Issued pursuant to the

1st Sectlon of Senate Resolution 21, 84th

Congress, 1st Searlon, agreed to January 27,

1975, and printed in full in the appendix

hereto,

RULE 1, CONVENING OF BIELTINGS

1.1 The Commiltece may schednle o rer
ular day and hour for the Commilice to
meet, .

1.2 Tho Cheirman shall have aullLorlty,
upon proper notice, to call such cdititionul
mecetings of the Committee 8s he niay d.on
necessary amd may delegate such authorily
to any other micmber of the Covumitlce,

1.3 A speclal meeting of tho Commitice
may be calicd at any time upon the written
request of £ix or more members of tho Lom-
mittee Oled with the Clerk of the Crmmittee,

14 In the case of any meetimg of tha
Committee, other than o repularly sched-
uled meeting, the Clerk of the Commiliee
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“shall nodify every member of the Committe

of the tlme and place of the meeting and
shall 2ive reasonablo notice which, except
in extraordinary circumstances, shell be at
least 24 hours in advance of any meeting
held in Washington, D.C, and at least 48
hours in the case of any meeting held out-
sule Washington, D.C.

1.5 If & majority of the members of the
Commitiee have made a request in writing
to the Chairman to call o mecting of the
Committee and the Chalrman falls Lo call
suen a meeting within seven calendar days
theveatter, including the day on which the
written notice is submitted, such maejorily
may calil & meeling by fillng o writien notice
with the Clerk of the Commitiee who shall
promplly notify each member of the Com-
mittee in writing of the date and time of
the meetling. ’

RULE 2. MEETING PROCEDURES

2.1 Meetings of the Committee shall be
open to the public” except when otherwise
directed by the Chairman or majority vote of
members present,

2.2 It shall be the duty of the stafl di-
rector to keep or cause to be kept a record
of all Committee proceedings,

2.3 'The Chairman of the Committee, or
if the Chanirman is not present the Vice
Chairman, shall preside over all meetings of
the Committee. In the absence of the Chalr-
man and the-Vice Chairman at any meeting
majorily member is present the ranking mi-
nority member present, shall preside.

24 Except as otherwise provided in these
Ruies, decisions of the Comunittee shall be
by majority vote of the members present
gud voting. A quorum for the transaction
of Commistee business, including the con-
duct of Executive sessiohs, shall consist of
stx Committee members except, that for the
purpose of hearing witnesses, taking sworn
testimony, and receiving evidence wunder
oath, a quorum mony consist of one Senator.

2.5 A vote by any member of the Com-
mitiee with respect to any measurg or mat-
ter being considered by the Committee may
be cast by proxy if tho proxy authorization
(1) is in writing to the Chalrman or Vice
Chalrman; (2) designates the member of
the Committee who i3 to exercise the proxy;
end (3) is limited to o specitlc measure or
matter and any amendments pertaining
thereto. Proxies shall not be considered for
the establishment of a quoruni.

RULE 3. BEOADCASTING, TTLEVISION, AND
PHOTOGRAPIIY

Any Committee meeting which is open to
the public may, subject to Ruie 6.7, be cov~
ered, in whole or in part, by television, radio,
still photography or other media coverage,
if the Chairman authorizes such coveraye.
Whern coveraze by any such media is auth-
orized it must be conducted In an orderly
and unobtrusive manner, and the Chairman
may for good cause Lerminate such media
coverage in whole or In part, or talie such
obher action as the circurastances may war-

" rant.

RULE 4., INVESTIGATIONS

No inve<tigation shall be Initiated by the
Comiitice unless 4 majority of the mems-
bers of tho Committee has specifically au-
thorized sueh inves‘wation, but any member
of the Commitiee shell be entitled to purstie
eny inquiry Individually unless specifically
profubited by o majority vote of the mem-
bers of the Comumttee, Authorized investi-
gations or lngulries ey be conducled by
mentberi of the Commuttee and or by deslig-,
nated statf members,

RULE 5. SUBPOENAS -

Subpoenas for attendance of witnesses or
the prodaction of memeranda, documants,
records, of any other material may be issued
by the Chairman, or any other member
designated by him after consultntion with
tho Vico Chafrman, and may be served by
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"any person destgnated by tlie Chalrman or
member, Each subpoens shall contain o copy
of Senate Resolublon 24, 9ith Congress, 1st
Session.

RULE 6. PROCEDURES RILLATED TO TIE TAKING
' OF TESTIMONY

6.1 Notlice.—Wlitnesses réquired to appear
before the Committee shall be given reason-
ablo notice and all witnesses shall be fur-
mished a copy of these Rudes,

6.2 Oulh or Afirmation~Testimony of
witnesses shall be given under oath or af-
firmation which may be administered by any
member of the Committee,

6.3 [nterrogativon.—Commicteo interroga-
tion shall ke conducted by members of the
Committes and suich sintl personnel as is
authorized by the Chairman, the Vice Chalr-
man, or the presiding member.

6.4 Counsel for the Witness~—(a) Any
witness may be accompanied by counsel. A
witness who is unable 10 oblain counsel may
inform the Committeo of such fact. and if
consistent with the notice given under Sec-
tion 6.1 hereof, at least 24 hours prior to his
appearance before the Committes, the Com-
mittee shall then endeavor to obtain volun-
tary counsel for the witness, but failure to
obtain such counsel will not excuse the wit-
ness from appearing and testifying.

(b) Counsel shall conduct themseclves in
an ethical and professional manner. Failure
to do 50 shall, upon a finding to that effect by
2 majority of the members present, subject
such counsel to disciplinary action which
may include warning, censure, removal, or a
recommendation of contempt proceedings.

(c) There sheil be no direct or cross ex-
amination by counsel. However, counsel may
submit in writing any questions he wishes
propounded fo his client or to any other wit-
ness and may, at the conclusion of his
ciient’s testimony suggest the presentation
of other evidence or the calling of other wit-
nesses. The Committee may use such ques-
tions and dispose of such suggestions as 1%
may see {6,

8.5 Statemenis by Wiltnesses.—~A witness
may make a statement, which shall be brief
and relevant, &t the beginning end conclu-
sion of kis testlmony. Such statements shall
not exceed a reasonable period of time as
determined by the Chalirman, or other pre-
siding member. Any witness desiring to make
a prepared or written statement for the rec-
ord of the proceedings shall file & copy with
the Clerk of the Committee, and In so far as
practicable and consistent with the notlce
given, stall do so at least 72 hours in ad-
bance of his appearance before the Com-
mittee. -

6.6 Objections and Rulings—Any objec-
tion raised by a witness or counsel shall be
ruled upon by the Chalrman or other presid-
ing member, and such ruling srhall be the
ruling of the Committee unless a majority of
the Committee present overrules the ruling.
In the cose of tle votes the rule of the chair
will prevail,

6.7 Lights and Broadcasling.—(a) A wlt-
ness may request, on grounds of distraction,
harassmens, or physical discomfort, that dur-
Ing his testimaony, television, motion picture,
and oklwer ciumeras and licthts shall not be
directed at him, such requests to be ruled on
in accordance with Rule 2.4,

(b) No witne.s subpoenacd by the Com-
mittes shnall be required agalnst his will Lo
boe phntosraphed at any hearing or to givo
evidence or testtmony while the broadeasting
of that hearingz, by radio or television, 13
beiny eomducted. AL the requeat of any wii-
ne.s who doos not wish to be subjected to
radio, televicion, or silll pholography cov-
eraze, all lenses shall be covered and all
microphones used for coveraze turned off,
S0 far as I3 practicable, a witness desirlng to
make such o request shall so inform the
Chief Counsel of the Conunittee at least 24
houra prior to the tlme that witness is
scheduled to testily, . ’

—
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Inspcetion and Correction.——All wit-
nesses tesitfying before the Committoo shnlt
be given a reasonable ovportunity Lo inspect,
in the oflice of the Committee, the transeript
of thelr testimony to determine whether suen
testimony wos correclly transcribed, The wit-
ness may be accompanied by eounsel. Any
corrections the wittiess desires to make 1n
the transcript shiall be submited in writine
to the Comunittee within five days of the
avallability of the trauseript. Correction:
shall be Iimited to grammar and minor cdit-
ing, and may not be made to change the
subsfance of the testimony, Any questlons
arising with respect Lo such corrections shall |
be decided by the Chalrman. Upon requet,
those parts of testimony given by a witnhess
in Execulive session which are subsequentiy
quoted or made part of a record shall be
made available to that witness at his cx-
pense.

6.9 Persons Affected by Testimony.- A
person who believes that testimony or other
evidetice presented at a public hearing, or
any comment made by o Committee member
or Committee counsel, may tend to affect
adversely hils reputation, may requess to ap-
pear personaily before the Committee to
testify on his own behalf, or may file a sworn
statement of facts relevant to the testimouy,
evidence, or comment, or may submit to tho
Chalrman proposed questions In writing for
the cross-examination of other witnesses. The
Committee shall take such action as it
deems appropriate.

6.10 Contemp!? Procedures—No recom-~
mendations that a person be cited for con-
tempt of Congress shall be forwarded to the
Senate unless and until the Commlitice hus,
upon notice to all 1ts members, met and con-
sidered the alleged contempt, atforded the
person an opportunity to state in writing or
in person why he should not be held In con-
tempt, and agreed, by majority vote of the
Committee to forward such recommendation
to the Senate,

6.11 Release of Name of Witness.—Utde.is
authorized by the Chalrman, the name of
any witness scheduled to be heard by the
Commiftee shall not be released prior Lo s
appearance before the Committee.

RULE 7. PROCEDURES FOR HANDLING CLASSINUED
OR SENSITIVE MATERIAL

7.1 Committee staff offices on the fir:t
floor of the Dirksen Office Building shait
operate under strict security precautions. At
least one security guard shall be on duty it
all times by the entrance to control entrv.
All persons before exnsering the offices shall
identify themselves. At least one additional
security guard shall be posted at night ror
surveillance of the secure area where sensi-
tive documents are kept.

7.2 Sensitive or classified documents and
material shall be segregated in a ‘secure
storage area. They may be examined only at
secure reading facilities. Copying, duplicat-
ing, or removal from the Committee sia!f
oflices of such documents and other materinls
is prohibited except as i3 necessary for use i,
or preparation for, interviews or Commitlee
meetings, Inclnding the tuking of testimony,
and in conformity with Section 9.2 hereof.

7.3 Each member ot the Committee sh il
at all times have access to ail papers e
other material received from any source. 'l ne
Stalf Director shall be responsible for tiw -
malntenance, under appropriate -eeurity
procedurcs, of a rexistry which will nyune v
and identify all papers and other mateiund
In the possesslon of the Committice, nud stiea
reglstry shall be available to any memner of
the Commitice,

74  Access to classited informatlon snp-
plied to the Committes shall bo Hmited to
the Stafl Director, the Chief Counsel nd iy
Council to the Minority, and those strif v ene-
bers with appropriate security clearanees ta'l
& need-to-know.

7.5 No testimony taken Including the
nanies of witnesses tecrlying or maveiisd
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presented ab an Executlve Sesston, or classl-
fled papers, and other malerials recelved by
tho stafl or its consultanis while in the em-
ploy of the Commitice shall be made publle,
in whole or in part or by way of summawy, or
disclosed to any person ouluide tho Conunite
tee unless authorized by a majority vote of
the entire Conunit'ee, or afuer thic termina~
tlon of the Cotmuudtee, In such manner o9
may be determined by the Senate.

7.6 Before the Commilice 1s called upon
to make sny divposit:on with respect to the
testimony, papers, or olher Mmaterlals pre«
sented to 1t, the Comnutlee members shall
havo o rearonabic opporbtunity to examine
oll pertiaent Lesiuneny, papers and other
materials that havo been oblained by the
Commitice siaff. No member shall releac2
any such te, timony, papers, or other maleri-
alg, or any informatlon contained in such
testimony, papers, or other materials, 10 the
public or any person outelde the Commlitieo
unlets aunthorived by a majerity vote of the
entire Commitiee, or after the termination
of the Committee, in such manner as may
be determined by the Senate.

RULE 8. PREPARATION FOR COMMITTEL MLETINGS

8.1 Under directlon of the Chairman, the
Staff Director, Chlef Counsel, Counsel to the
Minority, or other destznated staff members
shall brief members of ihe Commlitee at a
time sufliciently prior to any Commitice
meeting in order to asuist the Committes
members in preparation for such meeting
and to determine any matter which the
Committee membor might wish considered
durlng the meeting. Such brlefing shall in-
elude a list of all pertinent papers and other

materinls that have been obtalned by the .

Commilttee that bear on matters to be con-
sldered ot the meeting.

8.2 The Staff Director, the Chief Counsel,
and the Counsel to the Minority shall rec-
omigend to the Chsirnian and the Vice Chealre
msan the testimony, papers, nnd othnr mate-

.rlals to be presented to the Committee ot sny

meeting. The determination whether such
testimony, papers, and other materials shall
be presented In open or Executive sesslon
shall be made pursuant to the rules of the
Senate.

RULE 9. STAFF

9.1 The appolntment of all stall mem-
bers and consuitants shall bo confirmed by &
majority vole of the Committee, After con-
firmation, the Chairman shall certify staff ap-
polntments to the Financlal Clerk of the Sen~
ate In writing,

9.2 Except as otherwise provided by the
Committee, the dutles of stafl and consult-
ants shall Bo performed, and staff personncl
afloirs and day-to-day operations, including
securlty and contirol of clussifled documents
and material, shall bo administered under the
direct supervision and control of the Stafl
Director and the Chief Counsel, The Counsel
for the Minority shall be kept fully informed
regarding all matiers and shall have access
to all material {n tho files of ‘the Committce.

8.5 'The staff of tho Commltico shall not
discuss either the substance or procedure of
ithe work of thoe Committce wlihh anyone
other than a member of the Commitico or
other Committee personnel. Upnn terminn-
tlon of employment by the Committee, ench
member of the stafl, or consultant, shull sur-
render all classified and other material re-
lnilng to the work of theo Committee which
camo into his possession while In the employ
of the Commillee.

9.4 Tho employment of any member of
the stafl or consultant who falls to conform
to any of these Rules shall be tmmediately
termingted,

RULE 10. SCRVICHS, INFORMATION, FACILITIES,
AND PERSONNEL OF THE GOVERNMENT; CON-
SULTANTS
The Chatrman shall have ihe authority to

utilize the nervices, information, facilitles,

and personnet of ths departments and agens
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cies of the government, and to procure the
teniporary or intermittent services of experts
or consultants or organizations thercof to
make studlies or assist or advise the Coms-
mitteo with respect. to any matter under
Investiigution.

BULE 11. REPORTING OF MFASURES OR
RECOMMENDATIONS

11.1 No measure or recommendations
shall be reported from the Commitiee unless
A majorlty of the Committee is actually pres-
ent and o majority ol thwse pre.ent concur,

1.2 In any case in whichh the Commit-
tee is unable to reach & unanimous deci-
sion, separate views or reports may be pree
sented and printed by afiy member or mems-
bers of the Commitice,

11.3 A member of the Committee who
gives notice of his intention to file supple-
mental, minority, or additional views at the
ilme of final Committee approval of a meas-
uro or malter, shall be entitled to not less
than threce calendar days in which to file
such views, in writing, with the Clerk of the
Committee. Such views shall then he ip-
cluded in the Committee report and printed
in the same volume, as a part thereof, and
their inclusion shall be noted on the cover
of the report.

RULE 12, CHANGES IN EULES

These Rules may be modified, amended, or
repealed by the Committee, provided that a
notice in writing of the proposed change has
been given to each member at least 48 hours
prior to the meeting at which action thereon
15 to he taken.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF POSITION
ON VOTES

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, on
April 23, 1975, I submitted for the
REecorp a summary of my posivion on the
votes for H.R. 2166, the tax reduction
bill and H.R. 4296, the farm bill. For
the permanent Recorp, I would like to
correct an error made in this summary,
The correct notation for votes Mo, 92 and
93 should be as follows:

Vote No. 92: Modified Hart unnum-
bhered amendment—nay.

Vote No. 93: Motion to table motion to
reconsider the vote by which the modi-
fied Hart unnumbered amendment was
agreed to—nay.

THE IMPORTANCE OF
LATIN AMERICA

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. President, I
wish to call to the attention of my
colleagies an editorial which appeared
in the Washington Pest on April 26 en-
titled, “The Importance of Latin Amer-
1ca.” Trankly, it is & sorry thing we
have to he reminded.

For too long, we have neglected what
President Kennedy recognized as our
“sister republics”—and when we have
dealt with them, it has too often been
on the basis of palernalism rather than
cquality. Yet the good neizhbor policy
and the alliance for progress remind us
that our relations have been—and arain
can be-—warm and constructive. They
should occupy & central place in our
foreign policy, and they should be con-~
ducted with the mutual respect they
deserve.

Unfortunately, we have been dis~
tracted in recent years by hotter spots,
such a3 Indochina and the Middle East,
not to mention our traditional absorp-
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tion in superpower politics. To be sura
it is some measure of our indiiferey;.
that we have withheld trade preferenes.
acress-the-board, despite the fact 41,
countries like Venezuela and Ecuador ¢
not participate in the Arab oil embu:.
which provoked our action.

Beset by massive social and econor
problems, South America continues -
ferment. We should not wait to be cor .
fronted with revolution and crisis. et
cr, we should anticipate and encow.
progress and peaceful change. We m! _«
begin by supporting a new and fo..
Panama Canal Treaty, by seriously .
evaluating the present policy of sarn .
tions on Cuba, and by forswearing ins,:.
ference in internal affairs, which has b -
such serious repercussions inn Chile ang
Honduras,

Clearly, the mere visit of Secrein~
Kissinger cannot substitute for the sub-
stantive reassessment and improveme:t
of our altitudes and policies. Latin Anie;.
ica iIs coming of age; so should Ameri.
Perhaps for our bicentennial we sh..l
establish a new corollary to the Monxir
Daoctrine, that Latin America be pro-
tected not only from European excesse
but from our own as well,

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the excellent Post editorial Lv
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the aditorin!
was ordered to be printed in the Recom,
as follows:

Tir2 IMPORTANCE OF LATIN AITERICA

t is regrettable but not disastrous thut
the Indochina crisis should have forced Sec-
retary of Slate Kissinger to postpone vt
again his long-scheduled t-lp to Argentita
Brazil end Venezuela. The trip would surely
havo enhanced the secrebtary’s understora-
Ing of a region of far more critical and cu-
during Importance to the United Siates 1L »
Indochina. And it wouid have given his ho« 1
the opportunity to get what Latins perrl-
nially feel 1s a commeodity in short supply—
tha high level attention of the U.S. govern-
ment. Yeb the visit of an American Secrebary
of State, even one who Is & celebrity, is 1ot
something thot would turn the heads of
thoughtful Latins, They will wish to seo whi.t
else of a scrious nature in Latin-U.S. reia-
tions is going on.

The chilef political task of American pol-
icy in the hemisphere is, plainly, to-move
heyond the arrogance and paranola that I !
Amerlcan officials to think it was not oly
apprepriate but necessary to “destabilize’ the
elected governments of Chlle in 1970-7..
Since some of the same key o1ficials, ineliii-
ing Dr. Klssinger, ave still In porty of respor ~
sibllity, this is rno small task. Gptim!-‘1
might hopo that the newly heightened puvo-
lic and congressional vigilance over the Cif.
and the agency’s own announced reforns, ¢ 7
enough o forestall another “Chile.” Pe -
mists will remaln skeptical, at least until tiie
test of the next Chile is met.

Meanwhiie, the developing emphasis of Uss
policy on treating Latin countries individ-
ually, rather than as look-allke memberi of
a heml:plierle collective, i3 n healthy &8
This new emphasis fits the reality that Lutli 1
are dlfferent, It fita the curzent Tatin in-
ciination to take n step away from the old
notion of a Liemispheric “community.” Atd
if deepaned, it showld free American poli,=
malters from the insidlous tdea that whit
happens In ong corner of Latin Aracrien wiil
olso happen in other corners, It Is precis.y
this idea that led Washington to fear thal
Cuba ond Chile, 1n their respective timey
would contaminate tho rest of tho reglon.
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc Coordinating’

Group

SUBJECT ¢ Security Clearances - 7B , :

N . r4 - - ] oo
}f : S 5ﬂ411»h&(%aa S
v | \ - g

~

The following is a listing of 12 additiondl Senate
Select Committee Staff members and official stenographers (¥)
who have received a security investigation by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation within the past five years and
are certified by Mr. William G.- Miller, Staff Director of
the Senate Select Committee, by letter dated May 6, 1975,
as meeting the requirements of Executive Order 10450 for
access to classified information up to and including Top

Secret.
Name . ) o Date & Place of Birth Soc. Sec. No.
¥C. Harold Brown 6/6/38 Ohio [ acc s 3]
¥Wayne Birdsell 5/2/06 D.C. 578-03-1841
Anne Karalekas : 11/6/46 Mass: '
¥Mary Lynch 3/16/26 W. Va.
Robert Kelley 10/29/40 Ind.
Paul Wallach 5/24/47 N. Y. JHEAer Bt
Lester Seidel 7/17/44 D.C.
¥Frank Shelburn 5/30/13 Va. 338-24-6934
¥Robert Thomas 12/16/25 Md. 219--14-5186
Gregory Treverton 1/21/47 Colo. [ e ace 5 (3
William Truehart 12/18/18 Va. 225-20-0011
¥Fred Ward 11/20/40 D.C. 225-50-9983
Q(’ b - 6295 .
: d§ﬁ§%gé9 : 9 T e e
R tf Q. / Z 7/”‘%&0 AU Dy
‘{Ag)‘}l ' | NAA G PETEE8 aay 337g0 0,
oSSk . [7idohn M. Clarke
(ﬁgf?ggeﬁ%* Asgociate Deputy to the DU memy, i
RGN for the Intelligence Community '
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OPTIONAL FQ{M NO, 10 5010-106

G¥A GEN. REG. NO., 27
Assoc, Dir.

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT A & é/
1 - Mr., J. B.- Adams D:; AD | b
MemOTCanum 2 - M, J. A. Mintz A::;i::'
(1-Mr.J.B.Hotis) Come. Syst. —
TO : MR, w,\)g&wlkl\%ﬁi DATE: May 14, 1975 Files & Comr
Py@ 1 - Mc. W. R, Wammall e
FROM :MR. W\)@ CREGAR 1 - M, W, O. Cregar w&g’ﬁjmﬁq
, '.@ . / l = M]:‘ ; S; F i :;«I:borusfnéy :
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 o] ‘ﬁ,} )
S g A
)4(/ TllcpihorSefy__

My memorandum to you %713/75 furnished highlights of
information relating to an interview by a Senate Select Committee
(SSC) Staff Member of retired SA Alan G. Sentinella, as obtained
by Supervisor Seymor Fred Phillips of the Bureau's Senstudy 75-

Special Project.

At 11:20 a.m, 5/14/75 Sentinélla telephonically contacted
Phillips from Atlanta, Georgla, and advised that he had ‘been tele-
phonically contacted earlier on the morning of 5/14/75 by SSC
Staff Member Lester B. Seidel who had interviewed him 5/12/75.
Seidel told Sentinella that he is being subpoenaed to give sworn
testimony before an Executive Session of the SSC 9:30 a.m. Wednesday,
5/21/75. The testimony is to be-given in Room G-308, New Senate
Office Building., 1In response to specific questions from Sentin§11a,
Seidel advised Sentinella that he will be reimbursed expenses, that
his presence will probably be needed for only one day, and tha& the
purpose is to essentially go over the material covered when Seidel
interviewed Sentinella 5/12/75. Seidel asked Sentinella who had
taken over the case concerning levison (Stanley David Levison, former
consultant to Martin ILuther King', Jr., who was under Bureau investi-
gation because of his communist background) in Atlanta when
Sentinella left, Sentinella furnished Seidel the name of SA

Richard Hamilton. X:EC -10p (y < / / é 3/\_§ w\‘%%

Sentinella asked Phillips for @ssistance of the nature he
received when he was interviewed; that is, someone=fzom the Bureau
to render guidance relative to any sensitive areas that miZht~lbes
touched upon. He furnished the following as his ﬁ%lé@hopgigumbers
in Atlanta, all area code 404, ,

AP ;l
Office: 65§ ﬁ% L akahe t8
658-2119 CONTINUED - \!H'
Residence: 475-5327
475-7816

62-116395
1 - 67-432832 (Personngl File Former SA Alan G. Sentinella)

SFP:e \,\)
= W
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall

RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

In accordance with established procedure, Sentinella
was advised that he would be contacted by someone from the
Office of the Legal Counsel who will make arrangements for
a Bureau representative to be available for consultation
should Sentinella's testimony involve sensitive areas of
inquiry. Sentinélla indicated his intention of arriving
in Washington, D, C., late in the afternoon or in the
evening of the day preceding his testimony.,

ACTION:

Refer to Legal Counsel so that someone from that
Office may get in touch with Sentinella in accordance with

the foregoing.

ﬁ,{" . ﬁ{{x ¢ LY -
[ 6 e
217 ¢
fooRr?
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' * xt. Affairs
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) - " Legal Coun.
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- This informative memorandum is to report briefing of
Senate Select Committee (SSC) Staff Members on informant matters

by INTD personnel. . Q

At the request of the SSC Staff, a briefing session
was held in my office from 8:50 a.m., to 1@:50 a.m., 5/16/75.
Representing the SSC were Staff Members Mark Gitenstein and
Thomas Dawson. In addition to myself, present '‘from the INTD
were Deputy Assistant Director H. E. Helgeson, S. F. Phillips
of SENSTUDY - 75 Staff, and Unit Chiefs E. P. Grigalus (IS-2
Section), and H. A. Newman, Jr. (IS-1 Section). Also present
was Supervisor J. D. Miller of the Legal Counsel's Office.

0| B¢

rToN conzareYNORIG
SSIFIED

SSC Staff Members had previously reviewed Sections
. 107 (Part I - Security Informants) and 130 (Extremist Informants)
of the Manual of Instructions and the purpose of the brleflng
was to go over these Sections and answer the visitors' quest%
and clarify doubtful areas. Such matters as the following ij
were covered: Terminology regarding confidential sources,
potential security informants and security informants; mean
for approving informants; payments to informants both on
SAC approval and FBIHQ approval; converting of potential infor-
mants to informants; establishing reliability; assignment of
symbol numbers; distinction between permanent and temporary
symbol numbers; use of FD-401 for semiannual reports on infor-

HIREX
DATE |

ALY INFORMA
"REIN IS ﬁ'-cm

~. mants; use of FD-405 for monthly and guarterly reports on
i%& informants. Also covered were: Use of informants in COINTELPRO;
5_/) entrapment and agent provocateur aspects; movement of informants

between field office territories; channelizing memoranda; handllng

of informants after determined to be unreliable; and 1nspectors
role relating to informants at fleld level yq
el Q/ /(ﬁ:)?é
Mr. Gitenstein, who was the seni r of the SSC

team present, indicated satisfaction with the resu%tsa@fﬂﬁﬁf‘“

briefing and that all their inquiries had been answered. He made
1@ MAY 2‘7 1975
62-116395 CONTINUED ~ OVER

SFP:cmc & ~>3,,
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams -
Re: SENSTUDY - 75
62-116395

Xa very cogent observation concernlng the: FBI's handling of
informants. The SSC Task Force he is on is studylng informant

matters in various intelligence community agencies including

the FBI. He stated that they had found the FBI as so much far

superior to other agencies that they considered the FBI as the
| standard for all law enforcement. He cited specifically the
finding that the Internal Revenue Service and the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms as very weak in informant
aspects.

It is believed that the visitors found the briefing
most productive, as they themselves stated that brleflngS"
such as this one will be very helpful to the SSC in its works
and promote friendly and businesslike relations between the
SSC and the Bureau.

ACTION::

None. For information.

i
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\}/ 4 Inspection . .
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P bgwaqy’ éiw’ Plan, & Eval: = x,
SUBJECT:SENATOR GARY HART (D~COLORADO) _ e
E«EQUEST FOR FBI DATA ON HIM UNDER THE ) Telephone Rm.
’ ,é FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (FOIA) Director Scf‘y-“?“
v/ i

We received -this afternoon, 5/9/75, fxrmm Mrs. SUSan el
Hauser of the Deputy Attorney General's 0Office, the followiny
data: 1) informal note from Doug Marvin to the Deputy. Attorney
| General re: Senator Hart's meeting with the Attorney General
5/6/75; 2) letter to Senator Hart by the Attorney General dated
5/7/75 advising that Hart's oral request for access to his FBI
i file will be treated as comlno under the FOIA; and 3) a memoran-—
i dum from for files dated 5/6/75 that appears to have been -
, dictated by the Attorney General in which he sets forth pertinent
E information concerning his meeting with Senator Hart. The Attorney
, General points out that he will treat Hart's oral request as
- coming undexr the FOIA although he did not know whether the
i
i
!

Senator should in fact make this request in writing (actually,

the Code of Federal Regulations, of course, points out that FOIA
requests must be in writing).

According to the Attorney General's memorandum, Senaton
Hart ‘indicated that he was not trying to make a particular
point and did not want to go to court, but rather felt it would
be helpful to members of the Senate Select Committee, who wanted
to do it, to see what an FBI file was like, and he felt that by

seeing his own file it would raise less problems than trying to
see someone else's file.

/7

/
‘\</ w

—

In view of the Attorney General's letter to Senator . « ~f
Hart of 5/7/75 advising him that his oral request will be processed N\
under the FOIA, the FOIA Section will immediately institute the ™~
processing of this request. However, unless advisad to the
centrary, it is intended that Senator Hart's request will be put
in chronological oxder and will receive no special treatmwent. It

g

BY
Y

“4

AT, TUFOTMATION CONTAINED® MOL 74

[FeoRTd 15 UHCLASSIFIED

'»a)
' 3 {should also be noted that Senator Hart is under the mistaken oL B
A3 lbelief that as a Scenator, and parulcularly as a member of the - &
«
foak

e
Senate Select Committee, he could receive an FBI file on. a. ihird"“ é%
%‘M’

é’ ;3 //é.;';? ?‘,Sﬁ [;j ' T
1 - Mr. McDermott - Enc. JPe ke 4‘“(- NCesre Sy \Unf , L gé
1 - Mr. Mintz - Enc. o fﬁ!{ o A 4
1 - Mr. Wannall - Enc. & ',ffff‘” e e 8 “;?QT?,Q
Atten: Mr. Cregar 5 ol 5 a ARSI G
: .Q%ﬁm“ﬁ@ ﬁq o S YR

1 - FOIA Sectign # Enc. zﬂqic\ q,ji ﬂ?}bfx' N 8%

)'q,"\ s L (/f rel &
o ( —— R

JCI: g}aw (7)’ CONTTITUI‘D - OVER
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J. C. Farrington to Mr. McDermott memo
Re: Senator Gary Hart

party and be allowed to look at it. This, of course, is not

correct and we would advise Senator Hart the same as any other i
requester making a similar request that we would need authori-

zation from the third party involved prior to relea51ng any data

we may have to the Senator.

Senator Hart is a new. Senator serv1ng his first term. 4
He was the campaign manager of Senator McGovern's 1972 B
Presidenti#El campaign.

- RECOMMENDATION : . N

For information.
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fon s S,

This informative memorandum to record highlights of |
information relating to an interview by Senate Select Committee (SSC)
Staff Member of retired SA Alan G, Séntinella, as obtained by
Supervisor Seymor Fred Phillips of the Bureau's Senstudy 75
Special Project.

Pursuant to Bureau 1nstruct10ns, Phillips went to Atlanta,
Georgia, to fulfill the redquest of Sentinella for the presence of
a Bureau Agent at the time Sentinella was to be interviewed on
5/12/75 by SSC Staff Member Lester B. Seidel. Sentinella is presently
Safety Director, Georgia State University, Atlanta. He has been
retired from the FBI for about four years and in the period around
1964-66 he did work on the investigation of Martin Luther King, Jr.,
and for a time, the King case as well as that of King's organization,
the Southern Christian Leadership Conference, was assigned to him.
Sentinella had been told in advance by Seidel that he was to bi)
interviewed concerning King and Levison (Stanley David Leviso
former consultant to King who was under Bureau investigation,bég;use
of his communist background).

L.SSIFIED

DATE ) =19~ 0 |_Br SR 2

ALL THTFORMATION CONTAILN

HEREIF IS

Phillips was in Sentinella's private office at 12:24 p.m.
when Seidel arrived, Sentinella explained to Seidel’ithat after
Sentinella had agreed in a telephone conversation with Seidel 5/9/75
to being interviewed, he (Sentinella) contacted the Atlanta FBI
Office because Sentinella was concerned with the sensitivity of the
information he knew about King and Levison and wanted to protect
the confidentiality of his information and the Bureau terggt:;!%&g
especially as pertaining to current invggige atléﬁ ‘~362£22 o
Sentinella explained to Seidel that the FBI offeredﬁﬁ'ﬁave an Agent
present, not to monitor the interview, but for consult%ﬁ&qg7pgﬁposes
should the interview reach into semsitive areas. Sedtinella thus’
accounted to Seidel for Phillips$' presence., At thlsM@oanE““Fﬁﬂffr
reiterated the reasons given by Sentinella for the presence of g
FBI Agent and Seidel was told that Phillips' presence was defj

62-116395 |
SFP:ely (9)° CONTINUED - OVER
1 - 67-432832 (Personnel File Former SA Alan G. Sentinellf))\Y
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Memorandum to Mr, W. R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

not intended to have any chilling effect on Seidel's interview
and that Phillips was there only upon Sentinella's request and
for the purposes indicated., Phillips then retired to an adjoining
room, :

Sentinella consulted with Phillips on only one occasion.
At about 1:45 p.m. .~ he came to Phillipd adjoining office. and
said that Seidel's current questioning was concerning the make-up
of the squad Sentinella was assigned to around 1965. This squad
‘handled security, racial, and civil rights matters and Seidel was
apparently seeking 1nformat10n as to the pardmetersof these types
of investigations and what they entailed. At this point Phillips
joined Seidel and Sentinella and offered the following in possible
assistance to Seidel, Phillips explained that the various Sections
of the Bureau Manuals dealing with these types of investigations
had been made available to the SSC and insofar as the security
Sections were concerned, there was presently being processed at the
Bureau superseded Sections dating back to 1960 to be made available
to the SSC. At this point Seidel stated he was not so much interested
in what the Manuals said but actually wanted Sentinella, to the best
of his recollection, to furnish names of individuals and organizations
under investigation in Atlanta during the pertinent period.

§Sentinella refused to name any, stating that he had no idea as to.

what might be under current investigation or how his furnishing of

infermation now might affect current Bureau's interests. Sentinella
allso told Seidel that he, Sentinella, was not so naive as to

believe that his information might not appear in the press., Seidel
immediately said that he would furnish no information to the press.
Sentinella then said that he was not intimating that Seidel would be
responsible, but that the information might still be publicized and
that once Sentinella gave the information it fell completely out of
his control. Seidel indicated that Sentinella might be required
through subpoena to testify before the SSC and be asked the same
question. Sentinella respended that his answer before the Committee
would be the same. Phillips indicated to Sentinella that if he

{desired to consult with Phillips concerning the names of any

investigations Sentinella recalled, Phillips would assist him by
indicating, if he knew, whether they were of current FBI interest.
Sentinella desired no such help and insisted to Seidel that he did
not desire to name the subjects of prior investigations. This inter-
lude in the formal interview lasted about 10 minutes after which

'Phillips returned to the adjoining room.

-2 -
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Memorandum to Mr, W. R. Wannall

RE: SENSTUDY 75

62-116395

At 2:20 p.m, the interview ended and Phillips was
taken by Sentinella back into the latter's office where Seidel
said he was leaving and wanted to say good-bye. Phillips alluded
to the interview having been completed to which Seidel responded,
and these are to the best of Phillips' recollection, Seidel's
exact words, '"Yes, you're not letting him give us the good
information." TImmediately upon hearing this statement from
Seidel, Phillips interjected a strong protest by stating to Seidel
that neither Phillips nor the FBI was keeping Sentinella from giving
any information; that the FBI has not injected itself in Sentinella's
decision to give or not give information. Seidel responded with a
statement to the effect that the result is the same -- Sentinella
is not giving the good information. Phillips again responded by
telling Seidel that irrespective of the latter's opinion, Phillips
wanted the record crystal clear that Sentinella has not been
counseled by Phillips or anyone else in the FBI as to what he
should -or should not tell Seidel., Sentinella interrupted to
express his loyalty to the Bureau as well as his respect for
the confidentiality of his relationship with the Bureau and its
work, He told Seidel that he did not intend to be a talkative,
discontented former FBI employee &s apparently . : are some of
the sources being consulted by the SSC, Sentinella pointed out
that he himself had been the subject of disciplinary action by the
Bureau but that it had made him a better Agent and that it in no
way would influence his loyalty and responsibility to the Bureau.
Seidel then left.

After Seidel's departure, Sentinella stated it was his
personal desire to dictate a lengthy question and answer type
statement of the entire interview while it was fresh in his mind
as he had not taken any notes., He said he preferred to handle this
with his own secretary whom he trusts implicitly and has pledged
to maintain this information confidential. Sentinella advised that
he would have the typing of the statement completed the following
day and would immediately make a copy available to Atlanta SAC
DeBruler for transmittal to Bureau Headquarters, At Sentinella's
invitation, Phillips sat in on the dictation of practically the
entire statement as a means for Sentinella briefing Phillips on
the details of the interview, Instant memorandum is not intended

-3 -
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Memorandum to Mr, W. R. Wannall ¢
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

to summarize these details which will be forthcoming with
Sentinella's statement to be mailed to the Bureau. However,

one significant question asked of Sentinella should be noted.
During a discussion of electronic surveillances in the King
investigation, Seidel asked how other Agents felt about "illegal
use of taps." Sentinella's response was that the taps were not

illegal and were put on only after dpproval by the Attorney
General,

OBSERVATIONS:

It is Phillips' view that Sentihella represents a
high caliber former Agent who is completely loyal to the Bureau -
and will apparently go to any extreme to maintain.the confidentiality
of the work he did. He certainly could be described as a reluctant
witness if he is ever called to testify. He expressed personal’
concern that he might be called but hoped that his uncooperativeness
in some areas to Seidel's questions might discourage his being called.

Iwo incidents related above are very suggestive of a lack
of objectivity on the part of Seidel. The first concerns his
comment to Phillips about the FBI siot letting Sentihella give him
"gsood information.'!" To begin with, this was an unjustified alléga-
ei-on® and Seidel was set straight immediately after his remark.
Secondly, the mere fact that Seidel is referring to "good" infor-
mation suggests itself that certain information fits their desires
and others does not. ~There appears to be a lack of regard for
merely securing the facts, regardless of what those facts might
indicate. The second indicator of lack of objectivity was Seidel's
irniquiry ‘about "illegal use of taps." This question fits the
chassic question of, "When did you stop beating your wife?"

If the Committee is going to be asking questions like this one,
its objectivity is certainly subject to challenge.

As ex- or current employees volunteer to us results
of interviews conducted of them by the SSC, we will carefully
study them for, among other things, add1t10na1 evidence of the

nature dlscussed above, If there is a continuatien ef this
line of questioning or other unjustified comments to Bureau
representatives, we will consider taking up with the Attorney

General the matter of possible protest to the SSC.

-4 -
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Memorandum-te Mr, W. R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

RECOMMENDATION :

This memorandum is for the immediate information

of Bureau officials. When the detailed statement of Sentinella

is received, we will prepare an ILHM for the Attorney General
with a copy for possible forwarding to Mr, James Wilderotter,
Associate Counsel to the President. This is the procedure we
have been following when former Agents have volunteered to us
the results of interviews of them by the SSC.

o -
L
o, ”
A eLf\ (%%
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ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION Telephone Rm
;\I . "J%* Director Sec’y ___
\y By memorandum captloned as above submitted earlier today, Hot
U I advised you of a telephone call received 4/22/75 from former Special

~ Agent Whitson, He had called to advise that he had been requested
to appear for interview by Michael Epstein, staff member of the

* Senate Select Committee,
iz\ At 2:50 p.m. today (4/23/75) Mr. Whitson called at my office
A and said that he bhad just been interviewed by Mr. Epstein and was

desirous of reporting the results.

Epstein first asked Whitson when he entered the Bureau, when
he first arrived for assignment at Headquarters, to what Headquarters
Division he had been assigned, and when he retired. Epstein then said
that he knew that Whitson had at one time mailed a package to
§§ Mrs. Martin Luther King from Tampa, Florida, and asked Whitson to

Telate the details concerning this matter. Whitson thereupon told
sx him that in the late Summer of 1964 former Assistant to the Direct
Yi:) William C, Sullivan had telephoned Whitson at his home one Saturd&@f
\ and told him that former Director Hoover wanted Whitson to deliver.”
a package to Miami, Florida, by plane and on arrival at the Miami
Airport to telephone Sullivan for further instructions. Whitson did
as directed and upon calling Sullivan was instructed to address the
§ package to Mr, Martin Luther King. Accordingly, Whitson had the
‘g\ﬁackage weighed, put stamps on it, and addressed it to Martin Luther
ii ing (not Mrs. Martin ILuther King as Epstein had indicated), The
(N following day, Sunday, Whitson flew back to Washington. The next day, -
¢y Monday, he informed Sullivan that his instructions had been carried

out and Sullivan commented "Someday I w111 tell yo z?bout that. H:;’
{2 mat the

é}fzfﬁ

C100
Epstein asked him who had paid for the stanmps
package and Whitson said that he had .probably done so utilizing perx
diem money. Epstein asked whether he had put a return address on the
package and Whitson replied in the negative, Epstein asked if Whltson
had gone to the Miami Office, whether any Agent had met fif &tC

oy 21 7 o 7

!
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams

Re: SENSTUDY 75
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

Miami Airport, or whether Whitson had discussed this with anyone,
Whitson advised Epstein that he had not gone to the Miami Office, that
no Agent had met him, and that he had discussed the matter only with
Sullivan, At this point, Whitson asked Epstein how he got the story.
Epstein merely laughed and did not reply to the question.

The foregoing represents the information furnished to
Ipstein by Whitson. Whitson made the following additional comments
and observations.

When Sullivan told Whitson he wanted him to fly the package
to Miami, he stated that only he, Sullivan, Mr. Hoover, Mr. Tolson,
and Mr. Belmont knew of this situation. Sullivan never did explain
to Whitson anything more regarding this incident., Sullivan did during
Whitson's anniversary celebration in 1968 in Sullivan's office refer
to Whitson as "a real pro who knows how to carry out an assignment,"
and further commented that someday he would tell Lish about the
assignment to which he had referred in his remarks.

Whitson said that whan he arrived at the North Terminal
of Natiomal Airport, following Sullivan's telephonic instructions,
a young man who was unknown to Whitson but who addressed him as
"Mr., Whitson!" turned a package over to him which was wrapped in brown
paper and sedled with sealing tape. It is Whitson's recollection
the package measured approximately 8 inches by 8 inches by 1 inch,

It is Whitson's recollection that at the time the foregoing
occurred, Martin Luther King was either just about to go abroad to
receive the Nobel Peace Prize or probably had already gone abroad.

It was Whitson's further recollection that sometime shortly after

the mailing of the package Sullivan commented to Whitson that the
package had not yet been received by Martin Luther King, Because of
this remark, Whitson is of the belief that the package was mailed

to Martin Luther King at the headquarters of the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference and not to Mr., King at the latter's home,
Further, it was Whitson's recollection that it was not long after he
had mailed the package that Martin Luther King had a personal meeting
with former Director Hoover in Mr. Hoover's office,

Whitson stated that during the interview Epstein asked
Whitson if he had ever written a memorandum regarding this matter, to
which Whitson replied in the negative. He was also asked by Epstein
if he had ever seen a memorandum on this and Whitson again replied
in the negative., Whitson observed that in his opinion the information
which was in the possession of Epstein prior to his interview with

- 2 - CONTINUED -~ OVER
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Memorandum to Mr., Adams

Re: SENSTUDY 75
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

Whitson must have originated with W. C. Sullivan. Whitson noted

that Mr. Hoover and Mr, Tolson are both deceased and that he has heard
nothing indicating Mr. Belmont has been contacted by members of the
staff of the Senate Select Committee. One other factor that causes
him to feel that Sullivan was the source of the information was a
question Epstein raised as to whether Whitson had put a return address
on the package when he addressed it to Martin Luther King. Whitson
said he recalls that when he was in Miami and vreceived the telephonic
instructions from Sullivan, Sullivan told him that he should put a
return address on the package and Whitson pointed out that if he did
so and the name of the addressee became smeared the package would end
up at someone's return address rather than in the dead letter office.
Sullivan concurred that no return address should be used. Thus,
Sullivan would probably have reason to have commented regarding the
use or nonuse of a return address.

Whitson stated that in the event he is called again to be
interviewed by anyone connected with the Senate Select Committee, he
intended to notify the Bureau beforehand and would appreciate it if
the Bureau would consider having someone present during the interview,
if this could be arranged, since he recognizes an obligation not to
reveal FBI information contrary to regulations issued by the Attorney
General. Appreciation was expressed to Mr. Whitson for his volun~
teering the foregoing information.

This is the first instance which has come to our attention
indicating staff members of the Senate Select Committee are proceeding
with interviews of former Agents. I have discussed this matter with
Mr. Mintz and he and I feel it would be appropriate to furnish an
atstract of the interview of Whitson by Epstein to the Ad Hoc
Coordinating Group of the Intelligence Community in order that
interested agencies will be aware of the procedures presently being
followed by the Select Committee and of the Committee's interest in
matters other than jurisdictional bases. All Committee requests to
us have thus far been confined to the latter.

ACTION:

If approved, an abstract will be provided for the recoxrds
of the Ad Hoc Coordinating Group.
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ISSUE GTRYS FOR TRANSPORTATION AND TRAVEL VOUCHERS FOR
EXPENSES.
DIRECT ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THIS MATTER TO LEGAL

COUNSEL*S OFFICE.

NOTE s

Referenced teletype advised all ofifices of procvedures
to Follow if present or former employees contacted by 88C for
interview. These two secretaries were on a Special Squad at
Atlantic City, New Jergey, in connection with the Convention in
1264, ‘The 88C staff known to have already interviewed two former
aAgents assigned to that squad. Ingtructions herein pursuant to
Mr. Mintz!s direction. F. A. O. Schwartz, Chief Counsel to the
Senate Select Committee advised that the Committee would reimburse
the employees! expenses incurred for transportation, etc,,
relating to their testimony for the Commission. This matter has
been coordinated with L. Clyde Groover, of the Administrative
Division.
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106 P
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG, NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ' Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm. —
Dep. AD Inv. —

Memorandum |

Admin.
Comp. Syst,
Ext. Affairs ——

Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 5/9/'75 Files & Com,

Gen. Inv.

Ident

\p? %ﬂM W=
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Trainin
Legal Co)
Telepho c R

Director Sec

Legal Counsel

SENSTUDY 75

xpews:

At approximately 2:35 PM, Mr. Allen G.. Sentinella .
telephonically advised that he retired from the Atlanta Office in
1971, and is currently employed at Georgia State University,
Atlanta, Georgia. Sentinella said he had just been contacted by
an individual who identified himself as Lester Seidel of the Senate
Select Committee. Seidel desires to inférview Sentinella on Monday,
May 12th, concerning the Martin Luther King and Levinson cases.

Sentinella stated that while assigned to the Atlanta Office @ _
he handled the dissemination of information received from informants /
during our investigation concerning the communist infiltration of the
SCLC. Sentinella said he recalled very little concerning this
investigation and gave his assurances that he would not divulge any
confidential information.

Sentinella asked whether or not he should retain private
counsel and he was informed if he felt it necessary, he should do so.
He was further informed that his interview was entirely voluntarily
and he had no obligation to submit to interview. Mr. Sentinella gave
his office telephone number as Area Code 404-658-2167, 2168 or 2170

and "his home phone number as Area Code 4%-@’ 578-22%. é--j, \q
lﬁé—- : : £ T
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Ext. Affairs ____
TO : Mr. W. R. Wannall DATE: 5 /19/75 Files & Com. —

Gen. Inv
Idont.
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ALI, INFORMATION CONTAINED Spac. I,
SUBJECT @NSTUDY ~— 75 I.IEREIN S QCLASSIFIED Training
Y W g [ '3 Legal Coun.
D‘\TE o B Telephone Rm.

Director Sec'y

Attached is a copy of a letter to the Attorney General
dated 5/14/75, from Senator Frank Church, Chalrman, U. S. Senate
Select Committee (SSC) with appendlces A thru D.

Appendix A, entitled' ,,,,,

Committeels Prior Reguests," c sists of 10 requests most of
which have been already respond&d to or, in the instances of
requests numbers 4, 7, 8 and 9, are the responsibility of the
Department of Justice. ITtem 6 has been previously referred
to the White House. Appendices B, C, and D, contain numerous
“new" reguests.which are extremely broad in their definition,
often ambiguous in meaning and contain many instances where
they seem to be parallel to and overlap previous requests.

On 5/16/75, a conference was held in the Intelligence
Division between representatives of the INTD SENSTUDY Staff and
Departmental representatives Messrs. Robert McDermott and
. william O'Connor. Mr. McDermott is on the staff of the /K)
Deputy Attorney General and has been active in coordinating
SSC matters. He is being replaced in this capacity on 5/19415
by Mr. O'Connor, Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil

N Rights Division. Mr. O'Connor advised that the Deputy Attorney
¢Q¥£ General, Judge Tyler and White House representative James

74 Wllderotter were both greatly concerned about the requests

|

|contained in the May, 14, letter. TREQ(f eltﬁ;ﬁﬁ% SEs \‘3?.
were much too broad and placed much too~grea Int th
Department and the FBI to be forthcoming. Mr. O'Connor>Taliimsss
that the requests clearly indicated an intention of @g SSC to ;
gain access to FBI "raw files" while not actually i 1 247 :
this point. In this regard you will note that Page 3 of the
May, .14, letter defines the SSC request for "memoranda

and other materials" as meaning 'all documents relating to the
subject matter requested and are to include (but are not limited

62~116395 Te D
EWL: cmc*'«‘”‘ <;3
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: SENSTUDY .- 75 ’
62-116395

to) reports, letters, correspondence, airtels, LHMs, inserts,
executive conference memoranda, 302s, Assistant Director memos,
notes, routing slips, etc." This letter, also on Page 3,
recognizes that the request is substantial but urges the
executive agencies to apply sufficient manpower and attention
to enable prompt responses. Prompt response is defined by the
Committee as having most of the material available within 10
days and all of it shortly thereafter. Mr. O'Connor advised
hat he was aware that the imposition of such a condition upon
ithe responses created an impossible task. He advised that on
onday, 5/19/75, he would contact SSC Chief Counsel F. A. O.
Schwarz calling attention to this time factor and also the often
broad and ambiguous manner of many of the requests appended
to the May, 14, letter. Mr. O'!'Connor hopes to negotiate these
requests as well as the conditions attached to the responses
by the SSC to the end that the requests are more narrowly
defined and that the deadline imposed by the Committee be
relaxed to a more realistic time frame.

Pending receipt of results of Mr. O'Connor's inter-
cession with SSC we are proceeding with an analysis of the SSC's
requests and attempting to separate components for specific
assignments to appropriate divisions within FBIHQ so that our
responses may be forthcoming in as coordinated and timely
a fashion as possible.

ACTION:

None. For information purposes.

#
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WALTER o! HULDALSTON, KY,, CHARLES MC C, MAT Ry MO,
RRBERY: Ng,d-AN [X- RICHARD s, scuw:n:‘ q ° ‘
GARY HART, COLO,
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WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR z e a e", e a e '/

i FREDERICK A. O, SCHWARZ, JA., CHIEF COUNSEL

CURTIS R.'SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL SELECT COMMITTEE TO
- STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
1 RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(rursuANT YO . RES. 21, HTH CONGRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

May 1k, 1975 -

' The Honorable Edward H. Levi
The Attorney General
Washington, D. G. 20530

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

The purpose of this letter is to review.with you the status
of the Select Committee's outstanding requests to your Department
and- to set out several new areas in which the Committee is request-
ing eilther staff access to documents or copies of documents for its
own flles. :

y In the mai er of the outstandlng reouests the chronology is as
follows:

" You will recall that I wrote to you on March 19, setting
out five areas pertaining to the FBI in which the Committee
~ was initially interested. Although we have had partial
© compliance with the request, that process is not yet complete.
. . In addition, on April 21, Mr. Schwarz, Chief Counsel of
" . the Committee, met with the Deputy Attorney General about the
) March 19 letter and about the establishment of liaison between
your Departmenu %nd the Commlttee.

On April 23, Mr. Schwarz wrote to the Deputy Attorney
General a letter reflecting that meeting, clarifying the
March 19 request on the matter of intelligence techniques, and
meking a further request pertaining to the Internal Securlty
o Division. -

. ‘ ‘
Mr, Schwarz also wrote the Deputy Attorney General and
. ‘the FBI Director a memorandum on April 30 requesting that
Committee staff members be permitted access to certain documents
falling within the. scope of the March 19 request.

- On April 28, I wrote to you concerning the so~called '
"Official and Confidential" files of the FBI.

- | sl
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The Committee has not yet received a formal response to those
letters. Appendix A sets out those documents which have not yet
been supplied to the Committee pursuant to the March 19 letter
and follow-up, corresnondence. .

On the second matter, that is, the request for copies of addi-
tional documents (and for staff access to others), the Committee's
interest falls into roughly three areas pertaining to the activities
of the FBI and the Department of Justice: .

First, the Committee has been made aware of additional
documents that are analogous to the background requests made
in the First Document Request. These documents are set out
as Appendix B. S

Second, the Committee is concerned about several programs
" . or studies pertaining to specific intelligence or counter-
intelligence activities of the FBI. S. Res. 21 specifically
requires the Committee to 1nvest1gate "the conduct of domestic
counterintelligence operations against United States citizens"
by the FBI. Therefore, the Committee must conduct an exhaustive
investigation of the so-called "COINTELPRO" programs as well

as miscellaneous other incidents which have come to our attention.

S.. Res., 21 also specifically requires the Committee to investi-
gate all aspects of the so-called "Huston Plan" Further
reqpests pertaining to these matters are set out as Appendix C.

Third, we are 1nterested in alleaatlons pertaining to
electronic surveillance generally, "electronic surveillance of
the so-called "17 government officials and journalists" in
1969-71 by the FBI, electronic 'surveillance and other intelli-

_gence activities directed at Dr. Martin Luther Xing, Jr., and
electronic surveillance and obther intelligence activities at
the Democratic National Convention in Atlantic City, New Jersey,

« - in the summer of 196L4. Requests pertaining to these subjects
are sel out as Appendix D. ) 4

' In setting out certain specific documents in the Appendices,

the .Committee does not change its position that the original request

of March 19 was general in scope and designed to encourage the

Justice Department and the FBI to provide us with documents pertain-

ing to the legal authority and the policy and procedures of the FBI

which have not yet been brought to the zttention of the Committee

and were therefore not specifically mentioned in any of its requests.

Furthermore, the Committee intends its requests to be generously

construed so that descriptive words used herein are meant in a general

‘
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usage sense ‘and not necessarily in the technical sennse waoo L e
Justlce Department or the FBI. Thus, words suu PO

othér materials" refeér to mll documents vel
matter requesued and are to include {(dbub cirv ouve Lindw o, .
letters, correspondence, airtels, LHis, lnuLLuo, executive el i
nemoranda, 302s, "Assistant Director memos', notes, routing slips,
ete. R -

v
A2

vt Sa .

Where: the response to a particular request would involve the
production of  derogatory personal information about an individual,

please provide the document with such information deleted and consult:

the Chief Counsel:regarding procedures for access to the deleted
information which will protect individual privacy to the degree
consistent with the Committee's need to exercise its mandate.

We recognize, of course, that this is a substantial request.
But the mandate given to the Committee by the Senate is itself very

‘broad. We are seeking to perform our duties under that mandate

expeditiously. TFor us to do so, it. is necessary for the Executive
Agencies to apply sufficient manpower and ettention ‘to our requests
to enable prompt responses. We hope-that you will have a schedule

" for response promptly, have most of the material available within
10 days, and all of it shortly thereafter.

" The Committée also asks to be advised at once whether the

"specific documents presently outstanding from the March 19 request

(see Appendix A, items 1, 2, 6 and 7) will be provided.

Si cerel& yourss

o

L . [/ Frank Church
3 s Qhalrman
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Please provide', .

Appendix A

FBI Intelllgence Division memorandum dated July 31,
1972, prepared by T. J. Smith discussing the legal
authority for FBI intelligence activities. ~

The following attachments to the February 1975 FBI

Intelligence Division position paper on legal authority:

1.
2.
a-.
-
L
I [
b -
' Cre
.
a.’

Security.

Memorandum by former FBI Director Hoover, dated.
April 28, 1965, relative to conversation with the
President concerning effect of anti-Vietnam ‘
demonstrations upon the conduct of United States
foreign and defense policy and letter to McGeorge
Bundy, Special Assistant to the President for
National Security Affairs, dated April 28, 1965,
enclosing FBI. memorandum titled “Communlst Activi-

- ties Relative to United States Policy of Vietnam"

dated April 28, 1965.

Letter to McGeorge Bundy, Special Assistant to.

the President for National Security Affairs, dated

~.July..25, 1961 enclosing memorandum concerning’
"United States internal security programs under the

control of the Interdepartmental Intelligence Com-

~mittee, memorandum prepared in response to White

House request. .

" .Excerpt from report.dn the Status of the Internai

Security Program of the United States as of June
30, 1958, dated August 27, 1958, prepared jointly

by the Interdepartmental Intelligence Committee

and the Interdepartmental Committee on Internal

Excerpt from report on the'Internal Security Pro-

. gram, dated March 5, 1954, prepared by Interde-

partmental, Intelligence Cor?erence and the Inter-

- departmental Committee on Internal Security.
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e.. Memorandum from J. Patrick Coyne, Naticnal Secu-
rity Council Representative on Internal Security,

dated November 6, 1950, concerning necessary intel-

ligence measures relatlve to v1olence by Puerto
Rlcan natlonallsts.

All other FBI documents relating to paragraph I of the

Committee's March 19 request. (Note It is the
responsibility of the Bureau to produce all responsive
material whether or not the Commlttee has identified .a
specific document.) :

All documents in the possession of the Justice Depart-
ment (as opposed to the FBI) relating to paragraph I

:of the Committee's March 19 request. (Note: It was

made clear on April 21 and 23 that the request applied

to the Department itself, but no material has been re-

ceived to date.)-

‘All memoranda of the FBI and the Justice Department

discussing the legal authority of the FBI to use the
following techniques to (1) investigate internal secu-

‘rity matters, (2) collect intelligence information,

and (3) engage in counterintelligence activities (see
letter from the Chief Counsel to the Deputy Attorney

' General dated April 23, 1975):

a. All forms of electronic surveillance, .including.
consensual electronic surveillance;

b. All forms of mail surveillance, ineluding mail
covers and opening mailj;

'c1 -Surreptitious entry; .

L.

d. 'All forms of physical surveillanee, including agent

infiltration, observation, photography, and remote
viewing and sensing devices;

e. Informants, including pcssible entrapment, provo-
cation, interference with lawyer-client relation-
ship, or other problems;

.. Obtaining bank, credit, or other personal informa-
tion; . R

Dunfd:32939532 Page 39
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g. Incommunicado interrogation;

h. Maintenance of files and records;

-

i. Dissemination of information from files and reécords;

J. So-called “COINTELPRO" techniques and methods, in-

cluding all forms of organizational "disrupticn”

The Special Report of the Interagency Committee on '
Intelligence (Ad Hoc), dated June 1970. .

The original report on COiNTELPRO activities prepared
by the Committee headed by Assistant Attorney General
Henry Petersen. .

Committee staff access to all memoranda and other mate-
rials pertaining to the policies and procedures of the
Internal Security Division (now Internal Security Sec-

" tion) and the Intelligence Evaluation Committee, includ-

ing, but not limited to, the following materials dis-

‘cussed in the letter from the Chief Counsel to the

Deputy Attorney General dated April 23, 1975:
) .

- a. "The files of -the Intelligence Evaluation Com-

—aay

il

mittee ('IEC'), including former Assistant Attorney
General Mardian's IEC files, which we understand
were made available to the Senate Subcommittee on
Constitutional Rights. We would also like to see
any IEC or ICIS files of Justice (now Judge) Morrell
Sharpe, Deputy Assistant Attorney General John
Doherty, Mr. Bernard Wells, and Assistant Attorney

© General William Olson. . -

b. "The small box of classified document receipts
which we understand is in the IEC file cabinet.

é. "Any intelligence estimates prepared by the IEC,
. particularly E 28.

d. "Any requests for Intendivision Information Unit
(*IDIU') computer printouts made by the Special
Litigation Section, the IEC, or the Analysis and
Evaluation Section. :

-DocId:32989532. Page 40 . . . : e e e e e e
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e. "An organization chart of the Internal Securlty
Divis..on before its 1970 reorganization, after
its 1970 reorganization, and after its 1973 merger
with the Criminal Division. '

. VA copy of the analysis of grand juries convened
and prosecutions commenced by the Special Litiga-
tion Section which we understand was Iarnlskew to

. the Senate Subcommittee on Conssliuition .. Jdim.a
on May 8, 1974." _ . ‘ -

9. Response to the letter from the Chairman to the
Attorneéy General dated April 28, 1975, regarding the
-so-called "Official and Confidential” files. ;

10. Further response to the memorandum from the Chief
Counsel to the Deputy Attorney General and the FBI

Director dated April 30, 1975, regarding Committee
. staff access to materlals on FBI pollcles and proce- .

‘dures.

«

-
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I. Pollcles and Procedures

@ . e
Appenqix.B

FURTHER DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE FBI

AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE - | gt \b

Please prov1de-

1.

Committee staff access to all 1ndlces and control -
flles pertaining to: .

a. All SAC memoranda and SAC letters for 1960 to the
present. .

b. All programs operated by the Intelligence Division

*———--_\~\\\Pr 1960 to the present.

DocId:32969532 Page 42

Committee staff access to all so-called "O" files or

- other general policy files with respect to each file
classification routinely used by the Intelligence Divi-

s;on for the period 1960 to the present.

‘All general policy memoranda and other materials not

already provided the Committee pertaining to internal
security, intelligence collection, and/or counter-
intelligence matters, operations, and activities for.
the period 1960 to the presert.

For each of the techniques described ih Item 5 of
Appendix A above, all memoranda and other materials
relating to:

a. The original decision to utilize the technique in
internal security, intelligence.collection, and/or
counterintelligence matters, operations, or
activities. . C

“-+b:~ The policies and procedures of the FBI for the --

utilization of the technique in internal security,
intelligence collection, and/or counterlntelllgence
matters, operatlons, or activities. :

1

. | . P ,fé}l;iv .
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Committee staff access to annual inspection reports

and related surveys for the past ten years with
respect to the following FBI field offices: New: York
City; Chicago; San Francisco; Los Angeles; San Diego; . .|
Sacramento; Springfield, Illinois; Buffalo; Atlanta,
and Columbla South Carollna.

The annual inspection reports ahd related surveys for
the past ten years pertaining to the FBI Intelllgence
Division. ‘

Guidelines used by the FBI Inspection Division for
inspecting field offices and: for inspecting divisions
of the FBI. . :

A sample of the confidentlality statement which FBI
personnel are required to sign along with any other
employment agreements currently in use.

-«

Organization Structure, and Jurlsdlctlon

9.

10.

- 11.

12.

13,

. Please prov1de.

All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the
origins, contents, and implementation of Natlonal Secu-
rity Action Memorandum 161, June 9, 1962.

The June 1964 memorandum from Attorney General Robert-
Kennedy to President Johnson recommending new FBI pro-
cedures for gathering intelligence about the Ku Klux
Klan and related activities.’

\

All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the.

origins, contents, and implementation of the memorandum

odescrlbed in Item 10 above. - : .

A1l memoranda prepared by former Special Agent James

" Gale relating to the FBI internal assignment of. juris-

diction or responsibility with respect to matters
involving the Ku Klux Klan in 1964. :

All memoranda and other materials reflecting meetings
and contacts between the President and the Director of-
"the FBI during 1971 on the subject of "legal attaches'.
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14 'All memoranda and other materials reflecting meetings
and contacts during 1971 between officials of the FBI

and .officials- of the Department of State on the subJectf

of "legal attaches™.

15. All memoranda and other materlals relatlnv to. the

. elimination of the FBI Crime Recoris LLvic.onn o0 Liws
1972 or early 1973.

‘Indices

Please provide: - ' L ' ‘.

16. Committee staff access to the following 1ndlces for the

perlod 1960 to the present:

a.
b.

“c.

d.

e.

soony T

g.

"Agltator" Jndex,
"Rabble Rouser” 1ndex,‘
"Key Activist" list;’

List of "Action Groups";

"Security" index; ;

"Administrative" index;

All similar indices,,lists, or computer printouts.

17. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the

‘origin, implementation, operation, or termination of

~any of the indices set out in Item 16 above. i
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Appendix Q

DOCUMENTS‘?ERTAINING TO THE "HUSTON PLAN", COINTELPRO,

I. -Huston Plan and Related Developments

t

Please provide:

1. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to
the FBI's termination in 1966 of the investigative
techniques referred to in President Nixon's state-
ment of May 22, 1973 (Presidential Docs. 693-94).

2. A letter dated June 20, 1969, from Tom Charles

Huston, staff assistant to the Presiderit, to the
- Director of the FBI concerning resources being

~targeted toward the monitoring of foreign communist-

support of revolutionary youth activities in the

United States, effectiveness of such resources,

1+ o« .. .. ., gaps in intelligence, and steps which should be

, taken to provide maximum coverage.

3. The response by the FBI to the letter set out in
Item 2 and all other FBI memoranda and other mate-
rials pertaining to the correspondence.

4. The interdepartmental Action Plan for Civil Dis-
turbances, dated April 1, 1969, arid all memoranda
and other materials pertaining to the origins and

~implementation of that Plan.

- s .ooue: B0 A11 memoranda and other materials pertaining to a- :
' request from Tom Charles Huston for an FBI inves-
.o . tigation of the involvement of the New Mobilization
' Committee in violent demonstrations in November

1969. .

@ azas ooz Ge. A1l memoranda- and other materials pertaining to-r s -

FBI policies, practices, and procedures for .liaison
with the CIA from 1960 to May 1970. '

7. All memoranda and other materials relating to the
1969 disappearance of Associate Professor Thomas

= vw cwe - cesiwmzo- Rihan,s University of Colorado, insofar-as such memo—'m==1 -

randa and materials relate to:

™ -
Ny
E&w

(/; e 3 751\‘(2
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a.” Efforts of the FBI tb aécertain the'identity
of confidential sources of the Central /
‘Intelligence Agency; and :

b. Inspectlons and administrative 1nou¢r3eg ro-
-lating to the disclosure of infor:  '=on

Dr. Joseph R. Smiley, then-Presid.... ol v.ou
University of Colorado.

8. All memoranda and other materials relating to

actions by the Director or any other official of

.the FBI severing liaison (formal, informal, or

other) or terminating contact (formal, informal, .
- or other) between personnel of the FBI and person- l A
nel of the Central Intelligence Agency. , kR v

o~

fa

9. All memoranda and other materials reflecting con-

. versations or communications, during 1970, between

N ' agents of the, FBI and the FBI Director on the .
subject of liaison or contact between personnel |
of the FBI and personnel of the Central Intelli-

.. gence Agency, including, but not limited to, all

memoranda and other materials written by former
Special Agent Sam Papich.

U

"10. All memoranda or other materials relating to the
elimination of the Liaison Section of the FBI
~ Intelligence Division in 1970 and relating to the
"+, re—-establishment of the Liaison Section in late .
. : 1972 or early 1973. : . :
\1 ¥ -9 * .
1 .11. .All memoranda and other materials prepared or com-
piled by FBI personnel assigned to the Interagericy
-Committee on Intelligence . (Ad Hoc) working group
v from June 54 20707 ‘to June 25, 1970.

12. Letter from FBI Director Hoover %9 Attorney General
Mitchell dated July 27, 1970 regarding the "Huston
Plan". \ :

~13. All memoranda or other materials pertaining to
‘ meetings or conversations between FBI Director
Hoover and Attorney General Mitchell from July 23,
1970, through July 28, 1970, concerning the "Huston
Plan" o C
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14, All memoranda and other materials in the posses-
sion of the FBI pertaining to the activities of
the Intelligence Evaluation Committee.

-15. :All memoranda and other materials pertaining to
the decision by Assistant Attorney General Henry
Petersen to terminate the Intelligence ZEvaliation
Committee on June 11, 1973. Furcher Jocumencs -
regarding the Intelligence Evaluation Committce
were requested in the letter of the Chief Counsel
.. -~ to the Deputy Attorney General dated April 23,
. 1975. See Appendix A, Item 8.)

~ II. COINTELPRO

,7P1ease provide:

! 16. Summaries of COINTELPRO case files prepared by the
FBI for the Committee chaired by Assistant Attorney
Gerieral Henry Petersen (see prepared statement of '
Attorney. General William Saxbe before the House
Judiciary Committee on November 20, 197L4).

.,

i,

17. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to

the origin and implementation of all COINTELPRO
) programs, including, but not limited to, the seven
R programs set out in the airtel from the FBI C
Director to SAC, Albany, dated April 28, 1971,
entitled "Counterlntelllgence Programs (COINTELPROS)
Internal Security - Racial Matters".

18. Committee staff access’ to a list of all FBI head-
::. + .. quarters supervisory personnel involved in the.
origination, implementation, and termination of -
each COINTELPRO program;

19. All memoranda or other_ materlals reflectlng approval

: T " or knowledge Of any COINTELPRO program by any govern-

R ment off101a1 outside the FBI including, but not limited ___ .
TTTT T TTTTTES, any Attormey$ﬂeneral“*MEmber~of Congress, or President.
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20. A list of any COINTELPRO type activities o dolinz’ ..
The prepared statement of At‘o:"ey Sanzy Wi o o
the House Judiciary Commiti.. <o Wovorler 20, 1770, 1 oo
were engaged in by the FBT seos BGUBLC O ADRLl € N

_Other SpeC1flc FBI Practlces and Pr OLY amS

21. - An itemized description of the contents of each-
- file folder in the so-called "Official and Con-
fidential’ files of the FBI (see testimony of
Attorney General Levi before the House Judiciary
Committee, February 27, 1975). '

-22. All memoranda and other materials contained in

' thé "Official and Confidential®™ files pertaining
to internal security, intelligence collection,
and/or coynterintelligence matters, operations,
or activities including, but not limited to, the
. following documents mentioned by the Attorney
General. .

a. "Policy Matters" -- "Presidential directives
regarding the role of the FBI in the security
e field; conversations between Mr. Hoover and
' a President-elect regarding the role of the ‘
FBI in his forthcoming Administration; letters . |
'to and from the White House regarding.expan~ "
sion of FBI legal attache posts abroad”.

b. M"Administrative Matters" -- "Memoranda regard-
ing -an Attorney General's decision with respect
to supervision of the FBI by an Assistant
Attorney General; a memorandum concerning the
briefing of the President by Mr. Hoover and
the Attorney General with respect to certain
intelligence activities by hostile nations
Wlthln the United States'.

c. "Reference Materlal"-—— WA compllatlon of data
concerhing the 1964 riots". ”
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d. "Protection of sources or sensitive informa-
tion" -~ -"Materials on FBI counterintelligence
activities; technical devices and techniques;
the telephone surveillance involving sensitive
coverage in the national security area’.

23. All memoranda, files, or other materials, includ-
. ing inspection reports or related surveys, which
pertain to the following statement by Attorney
General Levi in his testimony before the House
P - . Judiciary Committee, February 27, 1975:°

., . . In order to consider what measures may be

appropriate, we have endeavored to characterize

the types of abuse to which the Bureau has been
L R susceptlble in the past.

a. "Use of the resources of the FBI to gather
<L political intelligence. Our review disclosed
) a few documented instances in which the Bureau

at times during the.course of an election
campaign was requested to provide -- and did
‘ . indeed provide -- information which could be
4 ‘used as political intelligence irnformation.
’ In one instance, this involved a check of FBI
files on the staff of a campaign opponent.

: b. "Improper use of the FBI in connection with
; the political process. In a few instances
‘ recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent Presi-
T i dent caused the FBI to gather Intelligence
' relating to a political convention under cir-
cumstances that although cast in legitimate.
law. enforcement terms could -- and some would
- say should ~- have been suspected of being
] ‘ . politically motivated.

c. "Use of the FBI to report on.certain activi-
ties of critics of an Administration's policies.
*The FBI files document a few instances in which
an incumbent President caused the Bureau to
report on certain activities of Members. of
Congress who were opposed to and critical of
his pollcles. - :
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d. "Use of information in the FBI files to
- respond to or discredit. critics. Again, the
Bureau files document a very small number of
. instances in which derogatory information
legitimately obtained by the Burcau was dis-—-

seminated to other members of the Exscus’ve
. Branch.to enable them to discredit Lhzl.

. eritics.

'e; -"Use of the FBI in connection with other

legitimate law enforcement activities. There,
was one documented instance where the FBI was
used to conduct an inquiry for what might be
described as political purposes, relating to

an investigation properly conducted by other X

Executive Branch officials.”

‘All memoranda and other materials reflecting con-

versations, contacts, or communications between
the FBI and the CIA on the subject of the estab-
lishment or “creation of "notional" Marxist-

Leninist organizations ‘within the United States.

|

All memoranda and. other materials reflecting activi~

ties of any agents, employees, or informants of the
FBI in connection with:

a. The establishment, creation, or financing of
"notional® Marx1st Leninist organizations with-
in the United States. :

L)

b. The establishment, creation, or financing of:

(1) The Red Star Cadre, or Red Star Swap Shop;

-

(2) TheiRed Tolldet e, =~ - = -

All reports prepared by the Office of Criminal
Justice of the Department of Jusfice pursuant to
the request in September 1974 of the Attorney Gen-
eral and/or Deputy Attorney General pertaining to
the so-called "Wounded” Knee! case and any other
so-called "political trial" or other prosecutions
brought by the Special Litigation Section of the
Internal Security Division.
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27.

28.

29.

30.

P W

il

Eanten EAYRISVCE A TEL LT

All memoranda or other materials prepared by the
FBI re]atlng to the reports described in Item 26.

All memoranda and other materials. pertalning to
the origins and conduct-of the FBI 1nvest1gat10n
in the Dominican Republic in 1965.

~ All memoranda and other materials pertalning to

the origins, implementation, and termination of
Project INLET, involving preparation of an Intel-
ligence Letter for the President. '

The current office assignment or last known address
of the following persons who in 1970 were employed

- at the Portland, Oregon, office of the FBI:
.a.’ Leo B. App ‘
"b. Edgar Ou.Ingles, Jr.
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APPENDIX D
REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC SU?VEILLANCE dg;
. p, 'T
Please provide the Committee: - DB
1. "Manual for the Conduct of Electronic Surveillance". .

2. All memoranda and other materials relating to the maintenance
and operatlon of the so-called "ELSUR" electronic surveillance index

o msam e A @ ek ——— S e n ¢ —— o & 8 e o

3. Committee staff access to a list of all warrantless electronic
surveillances, identifiéd by subject and target, which were instituted
or operated by, for, on behalf of, or at the request of the FBI, from
January 1, 1960, until the present.

L, A list of all electronic surveillances, identified by subject
and target, of the so-called "Kissinger 17".

5. A list of all €lectronic surveillances, identified by
subject and target, which were instituted or operated by, for, on
behalf of, or at the request of, the FBI, and which 1ntercepted and/or
monitored any conversations of Martin Luther King, Jdr., &t any time
betveen January 1, 1960, and April 5, 1968. - : -

6. . With respect to each survelllance listed in respo ise to
numbers b and 5, please provide:

(2) the address of the premises survellled and uhe number
of the telepnone surveilled; S . 5 '

" (b) a generic description o? the surveillance teghniéne
employed;

_(c) all menoranda and other materials réflecting written
or oral authorization and re-authorization by the President,
the Attorney General, the Director of the FBI, White House
officials, or National Security Council officials;

(d)' a list of all memoranda and other materlals reflecting
dissemination outside the FBI of information from each surveil-~
lance, stating author, address(s), and dates, together with the
purpose of such dissemination. : '

7. All memoranda and other materials which:

(a) vrelate to intelligence actmvmties at or in connection
with the Democratic National Convention in Atlantlc City, Uew

Jersey, in August l96h

e
3
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(b) relate to electronic surveillances of télephones'
and/or premises at 241l Atlantic Avenue and/or the Clairidge
Hotel in Atlantic City, New Jersey, during August 195k,

8. Committee staff access to all memoranda and 6ihar usEorials
reflecting the identities of persons monitored, 1. cont-nas o)
conversations monitored, and/or any informeticn ot it .l
conversations monitored on the surveillances dcuci... - o .

9. Copies of all memoranda and other materials relating to wad
preparation, dissemination, and/or withdrawal of all monographs con-
cerning Martin Luther King, Jr., not to include the monographs themselves.

iO. All records, vouchers, travel authorizations, expense
receipts, ticket stubs, governmental travel requests (GTR's), and
'any other documents which relate to travel by:

(a) Former Special Agent Lish Whitson from Washington, D.C.,
to Tampa or Miami, Florida, during 1964;

- (b) Former Special Agents Cartha DeLoach, Hobson Adcock,

Don Manning, Harold Linebaugh, and Elmer Todd from Washington,
D.C.,.to Atlantic City, New Jersey, during August 196lL;

(¢c) Former Special Agent William C. Sullivan from
Washington, D.C., to Atlanta, Georgia, during 196k.

1l. The current office of assignment or last known adress of
the following persons who, in 196h were employed at the Newark, New
Jersey, office of the FBI:

" (a) Robert L. Tegg
(b) John B. Meade .
(¢) Billie D. Williams o R .
a (&) John J. Creamer, Jr. - .
(e) Jonn J. Connolly
(£f) Marjorie Ann Miermejewski
(g) Mary Ann Mass

%@. The last hnown address of the following former Special Agents

of tn‘*i &BI: .

Sesy
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(2) Harold Llnebaugh, who' in 1964 was employed at FBI
headquerters,

(b) Elmer Todd, who in 196& was employed at.the
Washlngton Field Office.

: 13. The names and current office assignments or last
known addresses of all FBI employees assigned to the U. S. Embassy
in Rome, Italy, in 196L4.

14, SAC letter 64-11 captioned "protection of the President”;

and February 28, 1964, communication from FBI headquarters to FBI
field?offices supplementing and/or relating to the same subject. .

15. All July and August memoranda from former Special Agent
Leo T. Clark to the Assistant Special Agent in Charge or the Special
Agent in Charge of the Newark, New Jersey office of the FBI,

captioned "Protection of the President ~ White House Inquiry”.'

i ) 16. All memorznda and other materials containing the results
of any administrative or other inguiry undertaken by the FBI as a
‘result of and/or relating to the allegations contained in the

January 26 1975, issue of The Washington Post concerning activities
of the FBI in Atlantlc City, New Jersey, in August 1964, -

17. All memoranda and other,mauerlals reflecting written
or oral authorization and re-~authorization by the Attorney General
and/or the Director of the FBI for electronic survelllance of
Joseph Kraft.

. 18. The curfent office assignment or last known address
of the following persons who, in 1969—70 were employed at the
Washington, D.C., office of the FBI:

(a) Robert Kunkel

v " (b) Courtland Jones
(¢c) ZErnest Belter .
(d) James CGaffney  “

19. The current office assignment or last known address
of the following persons who, in 1969-T0, were employed at FBI
headguarters: .

(2) Joseph A. SlZOO (a) Bernard A. Wells
(b) Michael Joseph Rozamus (e) Robert Haynes

(¢) Sterling Donahue
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20. The current office assignment: or last known ‘address of
Al or Alan Miller who, in 1964, was employed at the Avlanta, Georgla
office of the FBI.

. 21, With respect to each occéasion on whiéh the Director of
the FBI testified before the House Appropriations Committee from 1965
until the present, please provide the number of warrantless electronic
surveillances in operation: '

. (2) on the date of such testimony;
(b) thirty days prior to such testimony; and

(c) thirty days subsequent to such testimony.

-
-t
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Intelligence Division

INFORMATIVE NOTE

b May 13, 1975

Attached is a teletype from the
Newark Office advising that former SA
John Patrick Devlin has been requested to
appear before the Senate Select Committee
(SsC) in Washington, D. C., 5/19/75 to be
interviewed '"for the record."

By memorandum dated 5/8/75 we advised
the Attorney General that Devlin had been |
interviewed by Staff Members, SSC, and
furnished him an ILHM covering the thrust
of this interview.

Responsive to Devlin's request, we ard

telephonically advising him through the
Newark Office to contact the Bureau's
Legal Counsel regarding arrangements for a
representative from the Bureau to accompany
him on the 5/19/75 appearance before the
SsC.

1-Me. M (ﬂﬁ%47@%'/

1374

|LL INFORMATION CONTAINED E ﬁ
MERSIHN,IS UHCTASSIFIED

DATE | b

A DOJ/FBI
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4 y,*' | Assoe. Dir, . §

W ) FEDERAL BUREAY OF J(IVESTIBATION ' gep.-A.D.—Adm.... x

1 ¥ z \ ep.-A.D.-I j
Rigaz X CODED COMMUNICATIONS SECTioN asst Diry
- ,[3"‘ ; a Iy Admin. _ 2
' \I?HQPM' NITEL 5/21/75 VAN MM* /ﬁk’ . Svet ——1
‘ ) o Piles & Com. ¢ b

TO DIRECTOR (62-116395) "E‘gﬂg YPE g}f e T

i ent. ... i

FROM ALEXANDRIA (62-217) RUC) 1 PAGE Inspection, ./

=127/ 1
@smny 75 , Plan & Bal |

Spee. Inv.

RE ALEXANDRIA TELETYPE TO BUREAU, MAY 3, 1975, ./~ Training
Lewxal Coun. ., 4

FORMER BUREAU AGENT HAROLD P. LEINBAUGH, 116 WIMBLEDOW an'zmg‘;l;;‘;;’isg,’;-:
MC CLEAN, VIRGINIA, CONTACTED ON MAY 28, 1975, IN ACCORDANCE WITH ﬂ)‘%’m
BUREAU INSTRUCTIONS, LEINBAUGH STATED HIS FEELING AT PRESENT IS
THAT HE WILL REFUSE TO BE INTERVIEWED BY STAFF MEMBER OF CONGRES- '

SIONAL COMMITTEE BUT IN EVENT HE CONSENTS TO INTERVIEW AND SENSITIVE

MATTERS ARISE, HE WILL REQUEST PRESENCE OF BUREAU AGENT OR CONTACT
LEGAL COUNSEL AT FBIHG.
END

HOLD FOR ONE
‘5
C;:::
£MaH FBIHQ ACK FR ONE
o
S
-
T g
5 T R
,)3" )f R T N I/ @‘/;/ N
h
Ve 13 MAY 271978 |
e OC : _
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" ;:Qfx : - ‘ Do ADSiAdgy
, F L4 ' b e ' Dep-AD ;i}w_i___. i
. . Py eEE e v Asst, DifA1 :
B sAURICATIONS SECT Admin.{; _
Comp, 8yst,
4 A 1977 ;c.‘gt. Affgirs —
. Wiles & Com.
. b /m’: ton, Tnv. .
l// = Q g’ ;:"kglt w »
kY ﬂt F 4
}/@R #@6 NK PLA I/ %qu,lé im TR A
W / T f"r" ———
Y3137P1 NITEL WY 12, 1975 JCa S ek 6 o
ﬁ,u«"?"ot, c{é“ﬁ 0. Treining ﬁ—“
10 / DIREGTOR (62-116395) v e | Legal Coun. .
. g\ﬁ‘» \.“:ﬁ.’: 15‘&& /” Tf:lephone Rm, .,
FROM  NEWARK (66-3971) s;:sif’;‘:f;:;}x\ Director Sec’y __
" | e, on “
C;%%;?sxuny 7?:> | (;Zg:)
RENKTEL CALL T0 BUREAU TODAY, ./ﬁzvggghf
FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN CONTACTED THE NEWARK OFFICE } U

|

MAY 12, 1975, AND ADVISED HE WAS REQUESED TO APPEAR BEFORE

THE SENATE COMMITTEE. AT 2380 P.Ms, IN WASHINGTON, D.C., ON

MONDAY, MAY lg, TO;QE INTERVIEWED FOR THE RECORD. AS THE BUREAU

IS AWARE, DE?QIN*Q@S BEEN PREVIOUSLY INTERVIEWED REGARDING HIS
KNOWLEDGE‘OFTTHE TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES CONDUCTED DURING 1964
DEMOCRATIC PARTY NATIONAL NOMINATING CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, (Y>

Bode o7 yd
DEVLIN ADVISED THAT HE WOULD LIKE SOMEONE FROM THE BUREAU

T0 ACCOMPANY HIM TO THE INTERVIEV BY THE SENATE COMMITTEE STAFF.

BUREAU 1S REQUESTED TO ADVISE NEWARK, FOR TRANSMITTAL TO DEVLIN,

I‘NF’GRNATION CONCERNING WHOM HE SHOULD CONTA%£8-® BUREAU CONCERNING ‘,‘q @

Rathiit k
. THIS REQUEST, ) e VAN

e

-PLS—ACK~FOR™(5)

SND 8 MAY 27 1975
e e e

8 4 May 2
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TO
FROM

SUBJECT:

T
¢,

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 o 5010106 g
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG. NO, 27 '
3
by

UNITED STATES GO\r:}ERNMENT

Assoc. Dir.

. . Dep. AD Adm, __
/\ -/1 6m07~a ndum 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall A:’:’"D';S:'"v' —
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar Admin.
)‘&) (E:QMPA;YS" R
y xt. airs
Mr « W. R. Wannalw} DATE: 5/2 1/75 Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.
Ident.
' 3 Inspection
W. 0. Cregar Intell.
i Laboratory
/‘W Plan. & Eval, _

Spec. Inv.

SENSTUDY -~ 75

Training

Y

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec'y —__

On 5/15/75, Senate Select Committee Staff Members
Mark Gitenstein and Thomas Dawson reviewed Manual of Instructions
Sections 107, Part I, relating to security informants and Section
130 relating to extremist informants. The review took place from
3:50 p.m. to 5:40 p.m. in the conference room at INTD. SA
Elmer W. Larson of SENSTUDY ~ 75 project was present during the
review. Gitenstein and Dawson asked several questions con-
cerning administrative and technical clarifications but
raised no substantive questions concerning the sections under
review.

ACTION.

8

None. For record purposes.

62-116395

EWL:CmC N e

(3)

ig RMAY 231975 )

i

X
o
=

84 MAY231975
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Assoc. Dir.

QQI.' ) 1  Adams “ -
i~ Cleveland
1,— . Hint=z
1 - Hr. Gebharde
.} - Mr. Wannall
ay 16, 1875
MORS Hay 36, 175 L
ALT THFORMATION CONTAINED : BY LIAISON .

F‘”h.a.LN TS m&iuLA“SII‘IED
DATX /22 BY@,

1 - ¥r. Cregar
1 - ¥r. Flemister
1 - Mr. Cresciocli .

',;.gvf .
\7, VM

o

§

Mr. Wiliian J. Cotter S
Chief Fostal Inspecior
V. 8. Postal Scyvice
Hashingion, P, C.

Dear Bill:

, ¥ have been advzsed ihat*& repregentazive of
the fenste Select Committes has recently made 3 reguest
of your Service fo furnilsh the identities of @11 FBE
mall covers pi&sed since 2980,

ke

Iin vievw of mhe faea that such information
directly relates to the ﬁnvesﬁxgaﬁive responsibilitien
©F this Bureawn, 1t is vequested thaet you advise the
Benate Sclect fommitice that such a reguest shkould be
mage u& the FBI thrasga tha DEfice of the ﬁﬁi@fa@y Genersi.

Hour ca@permazaﬁ in this &aw%ev ig ¢ inc reag
aupreciaied. . .
Sincorely yo UL QQ;Q -
ORI B EITBTES

eigrﬁzme H. Helleygs MAYNRY 1975

biyectaf
S vmm prabesaisid

RAC:dp (10) 1/ ?’,z«*’
Eﬁ’i’x‘.

See mémommum Fiemister to Wannall dated B/18/75,
capiioned "Uall Covers," prepared by LAC:tdp.

Dep. AD Adm. .
Dep. AD lnv. — .)
Asst, Dir.:
Admin.
Comp. Syst,
Ear. Affois q v} A /}‘:( &‘Qg"\/’ !é 5 ,,7 4
Files & Com. A 4
Gem. . k PR | b’& ' NOT RECORDED O
Ident,
InSpccﬁan 4 ’ O ?b\ V@n 1975 6/
fntell, o7 b'}( ! ’b’r’\
Lohoramry —_— '3 ( L
Plon. & Eval. L ‘k
Spec. Inv. . lf ﬁ’ -
Training . ,‘},,3335‘? R
Legal Coun. /’{éy
Telophone Rm. (';j N {\}‘I/
Diructor Sacy . MAIL ROOM [T] TELFTYPE UNIT[ .
8 4 MAY 2 7 1975 x
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TO

FROM

: SUBJECT:
Ay

\f

-

TI0 conTatugy 0 &4 -

AT

bl as

8 4 MAY 2 71975
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"OPTIONAL FORM.NO, 10

5010108
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO, 27

UNITED STATES G('RNMENT

A
1 Q.

e

Aasoc. Dir,

Vi y Adans Sk
1 - Mro Cleveland Assf.-Dir.: v
em07an um 1 - N[r’ Min‘tZ édmin.s
. ’ o
. Mr. W.R. Wannall We I DATE:  5/15/75 Fren 8 Com
y 1 - Mr. Gebhardt  omim
' , 1 1 - Mr. Wannall ot
: H.C. Flemister, Jr .17 @_% 1 - Mr. Cregar o
1 - Mr. Flemister Labaratory
1 - Mr. Crescioli o p=—
MAIL COVERS ‘ s
S Legal Couu‘-};l&”
. Telophone-Rm. >
This is to advise of recent request by Senate ij"%i¢?&
Select Committee (SSC) that U. S. Postal Service (USPS) 4 ﬁ;xlﬂ
furnmish to the SSC the identities of all mail covers placed .

- extremely sensitive cases.

by the FBI since 1960. ' | i

On 5/14/75 Mr. Ron L. Jackson, Assistant Chief
Inspector, Office of Security Investigations, USPS, adised
Liaison Officer L.,A. Cresciocli that Mr. Paul Wallach, staff
member of the SSC, has requested USPS to furnish the
identities of all FBI mail covers placed with the USPS since
1960, According to Jackson, Chief Postal Inspector William J.
Cotter has informed Wallach that the FBI is the custodian
of such detailed information and that the SSC should there-
fore make this request directly to the Bureau. Mr. Jackson
requested that the FBI consider directing a communication
to Chief Cotter, pointing out that the Bureau does interpose
an objection to the USPS complying with above request and
that the SSC should proceed directly to the FBI in this
regard. .

OBSERVATIONS:

The request for the idenities of all FBI mail covers
since 1960 in effect provides the SSC with the identities
of the subjects of FBI investigations, which includes some
The intelligence community in
attempting to work out guidelines with the SSC as to
sensitive areas of inguiry haveindicated that specific
targets of ongoing intelligence operations should be subject
to negotiation between the SSC staff and the appropriate
agency. The Intelligence Division believes that we should
take a strong stand in this instance and attempt to negotiate
an accommodation which would allow the SSC to carry out its
mission but yet not compromise ongoing FBI sensitiVve® Irves ”mmmg
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Memorandum to Mr. W.R. Wannall T
RE: MATIL COVERS T

" That the attached letter to Chlef Postdl Inspector-
Cotter bhe sent via Llalson, advising him of the proprietary
interest of FBI concerning specifics of its requestis to USPS
for mail covers and that under the third agency requirement
the SSC should make its request for such data to the FBI
through the Office of the Attorney General. pr e
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: j"’ AME " General Scalia, itis my view that we should advise the Department of the
nature of the inquiry currently being ma-e by the Senate Select Cominittee
and to suggest that they may wish to notify the representatives of the King

§ estate and Mrs. King for whatever action they may deem 2 QQ oggggig [
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. e
REQUEST OF HARRY H. WACHTEL ON Tl
BEHALF OF ESTATE OF MARTIN LUTHER ; —
KING, JR., CONGRESSMAN ANDREW YOUNG, el soy 5
AND. DELEGATE WALTER E. FAUNTROY s iz 6}(

R 'have Mr. Wachtel notified in the event & congressional committee requested

(4 in the Department advising Mr. Wachtel in the event such a request is made

@whlch may contain tapes of electronic surveillance of Dr. King, it is likely

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010108
MAY 1962 EDIYIQN .
GSA GEN. REG. NG, 27

§

My memorandum of March 19, 1975, reported discussions
with the attorney for the estate of Dr. Martm Luther King, Jr., who
also represents Mrs. Coretta King and her children." It was clearly

- indicated that Mrs. King and her children were concerned about invasion

of personal privacy that might occur should there be disclosure of inquiries
concerning the FHI investigation of Dr. Martin Iuther King, Jr. At the
Lconclus:.on of our conference with the King representatives, Assistant

| Attorney General Scalia asked me whether I would be willing to agree to

(m—-—

access fo such material in Bureau files. I told him that I saw no difficulty
by a committee of the Congress. The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
.. Activities has initiated inquiries concerning the Bureau's investigation of

Dr. King and though they have not as yet requested material from our files

o that their inquiry will reach the stage where such demands will be made.

Therefore, in response to the requests made by Mr Wachtel
- representing Mrs. King and in response to Inquiry by Assistant Attorney

ORIGIALFLED W/ _ St (rF D
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Memorandum to Mr. Adam
Re: Request of Harry H. Wachtel etc.

RECOMMENDATION:

That attached membrandum to the Attorney General advising
him of the concern of the King family and of the request that they be
advised of congressional inquiries be approved and sent.
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDIWON
G$A GEN, REG, NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

5010-106

To ‘MR. W. R, WANNALQ;@»’

FROM :MR | &\p@ CREGAR

1 - Mr., N, P. Callahan

1 - Mr, J. B, Adams

1 - Mr, T, J. Jenkins
paTe:May 12, 1975

1 - Mr, J. A, Mintz

1 - Mr.J. B. Hotis

1 - Mr. W. R, Wannall

1 - Mr, W, O, Cregar

éumcq« SENSTUDY 75
<‘ \\\\-wmwﬂffils memorandum reports the telephonic contact

between former Assistant to the Director John P. Mohr ‘and
Mr. Jenkins at which time Mr. Mohr furnished addltlonal information

regarding his meeting with representatlves of the Senate Sel

Committee (SSC) Staff on thé morning of 5/9/75.

[

In reconstructing his interview on the morning of 5/9/7
by Staff Members Mark Gitenstein, Thomas Dawson and Lester B.
Seidel, Mr. Mohr recalled them asking if he knew who prepared the

Assoc, Dir.

Dep. AD Adm.

Dep. AD Inv, ___
Asst, Dir.:

Admin,

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs

Files & Com, __

Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Ins ion
141N,

Laboratory .
Plan. & Eval, __

Spec. Inv

Telephone Rn,
Director Sec’ y

Ct

"surreptitious letters'" the Bureau sent in the Socialist Workers

Party case,

Mr, Mohr advised the Staff Members that he did not

know but he presumed somebody in the Document Section of the

Q..

Eaa‘ As reported in my memorandumo
Q

£

§g is present.

P

== .

S 5o files of Mr., Hoover.

=

of*“

Heo

S5

o :

E o and not of concern or interest to the FBI,
o3
- ae g

Ll S

-« I o

Laboratory probably prepared these 1 ﬁé:ers. <0<l. / 6,73 (’“/:355

5/9/75, members of the
Staff Committee are hoping that Mr., Mohr will be able to arrange an
interview of Miss Gandy by members of the SSC providing Mr, Mohr
In this regard, Mr. Mohr desired some guidance as to
what he could tell Miss Gandy if Staff Members asked her for the
names of individuals, appearing in the official and confidential
Mr, Mohr was telephonically advised on the
afternoon of 5/12/75 by Cregar that the Bureau could not give him
any advice as to what he could tell Miss Gandy recognizing that
whatever he told Miss Gandy was strictly between the two of them
It was further pointed
out to Mr, Mehr that neither he nor Miss Gandy should feel under
any obligation to report to the Bureau what Miss Gandy dec1ded 1n
this regard as well as what she might tell the Staff of the

during her forthcoming interview by them on 5/15/ Rg MAY‘>?1975

On the occasion of Cregar's call to Mr., Mohr on the

l.

afternoon of 5/12/75 Mohr recalled that he had told Staff Members
of the SSC Miss Gandy had turned over to Mr. Felt the official and

confidential files amounting to one-half a file drawer.

Mr, Mohr

in speaking with Miss Gandy subsequent to his interview on 5/9/75
learned the official anduconfidential files turned over to Mr. Felt

62-11639
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Memorandum to Mr. y; R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

by Miss Gandy amounted to one and one-half file drawers. Mohr
subsequently advised Mr. Gitenstein of this correction.
Additionally, Gitenstein desired to know whether an itemized
list of the official and confidential files was made and if so,
where the list was. Mohr told Gitenstein that he was sure a
list was made (subsequently confirmed by Miss Gandy) and that
the list accompanied the official and confidential files.

In addition to the above, Mohr advised that Gitenstein
asked about a requirement of all Bureau employees to turn over
any confidential files in their possession ordered by Mr. Hoover
following the revelation that former Assistant to the Director
Sullivan had turned over certain confidential files to former
Attorney General Mardian. Mohr advised Gitenstein that Mr. Hoover
had in fact levied such a requirement on Bureau employees and
that all confidential files were to be turned over to Mr, Felt
along with a memorandum explaining the nature of these files,
Gitenstein asked Mr. Mohr where these memoranda would be filed.
Mohr responded by saying he presumed they were confidential
memoranda and would have gone with the confidential files turned
over to Mr. Felt by any Bureau employee maintaining such files.

ACTION:

For information and record purposes.

,Ud{w L‘&ab . ),,\%r
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L 1 - Mr., W.
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svaCT(SENSTUDY 75

This memozandum reports the results of a mdetiing

between formetr Assistant to the Ditrector John P, Mohr and repre-
sentatives of the Staff of the Senate Select Committee (SSC) on th

morning of 5/9/75.

Asst, D,|

Assoc, Dir,
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r_

Ident. y

e
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Memorandum Legal Counsel to Mr, J, B, Adams dated 5/5/75
recommended that & Bureau representative be available for consulta-
tion by Mr. Mohr during the time Mr, Mohr is being interviewed by

Staff Members of the SSC 5/9/75. Repgq,

Section Chief William O. Cregar met with him.,

s gt ofl

which could lead to the identification of sensitive sources,

oo - 163985137

Prior to Mr., Mohr's interview by the Staff of the SSC,

Mr, Mohr was advised
that should representatives of the Staff pose any questions to him

sensitive methods of FBI operations or material derived freom other

§§§§ U. 5. agencies or foreign governments, he could decline to answer
=5 such questions until he had an opportunity to consult with a Bureau
%53 representative, Mr. Mohr understood the purpose of Mr. Cregarls:«
53 presence and assured him that should the inquiry b?”S?df?“”émbersg
5 of the SSC get into these areas of inquiry, he Would ceY adndp |
b consult with Cregar prior to responding. %
Eﬁ MM’
gig Following our arrival at the New Senate Office Building,

Mr, Mohr and Cregar were met by Staff Members Mark Gitenstein,
Thomas Dawson, and Lester B, Seide 1,

~

As we proceeded to the

office where the interview was to be conducted, Mr. Gitenstein
referred to a previous conference he had with Assistant Director

Wannall at Quantico on 5/5/75 at which Mr. Cregar was present.
Gitenstein observed that this meeting had proved very, very
beneficial and that he believed that future personal contacts

between members of the Senate Select Committee.Staff and the FBI

could prove useful and allow the SSC ‘Staff to better un
how the FBI was admlnlstered at Headquarters.

}zstand

62-116395 B %
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wanqall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

The interview of Mr, Mohr began at approximately
10:20 and was concluded at 12:30 p.m. 5/9/75. Mr. Cregar,
who was available in an adjacent room, was not called and
following the interview, Mr. Mohr assured Mr. Cregar that
no sensitive areas were addressed by the Staff Members.,
Mr. Mohr did indicate that the Staff Members were in possession
of FBI documents dealing with the Socialist Workers Party as
well as documents obtained by Mr. Carl Stern under the Freedom
of Information Act (these are our COINTELPRO.documents which we
were obliged to provide Stern under the FDI). No substantive
questions were directed to Mr. Mohr regarding these documents
but apparently were used to permit Mr. Mohr to identify who
might be the final authority in approving these documents.
As an example, Mr. Mohr noted that in reviewing a sample of
these documents, he voiced the opinion Document A probably
would have been approved by an Assistant Director whereas
Document B might have received the approval of the Director.
Mr, Mohr was unable to identify precisely what documents he
was shown.

It was quite apparent from the interview that the
Staff of the SSC was trying to understand how the flow of
mail proceeded in the FBI under Mr. Hoover's directorship.
A classic example of the Staff Members' confusion was their
inability to distinguish between an SAC letter from a letter
te all SACs., Mr, Mohr attempted to clarify this confusion on
behalf of the Staff Members. With regard to SAC letters, the
Staff Members asked if there was a file on all SAC letters.
Mr. Mohr advised he was not quite sure whether there was a
single file containing all SAC letters.

Members of the Staff also asked Mr., Mohr about his
securing of Mr, Hoover's office after Mr. Hoover's death. .
Mr. Mohr told the Committee that the articles which appeared
in "The Washington Star'" by columnist Jeremiah O'Leary was an
accurate recording of his securing of Mr. Hoover's office.
Nevertheless the Staff Members desired that Mr, Mohr go over
in considerable detail exactly how he did secure Mr. Hoover's
office following his death.

LHH 55075 DocId:32989532 Page 70




| Memorandum to Mr. W. R, Wannall
| RE: $SENSTUDY 75
| 62-116395

|
‘ The question of Mr. Tolson's will did arise.
‘ 1Mr. Mohr advised that Hillory Tolson had not decided whether
he was going to contest the will., According to Mr, Mohr, he
‘ recently had lunch with Hillory Tolson at Mr., Tolson's request
| at which time Hillory Tolson suggested he was not going to
i contest the will. However, Mr., Mohr had not seen any documentary
| evidence of Hillory's decision in this regard.
|

Finally, the Staff Members asked if Mr., Mohr knew
the whereabouts of Miss Gandy or at least her telephone number.
| He told themhhe did know herzwhereabouts and telephone number
| but promised her he would not reveal them, Mr, Mohr was akked
whether Miss Gandy would be aVallable for interview., Mr, Mohr
advised the Committee that he would attempt to persuade her
| to be interviewed providing he, Mr. Mohr, was allowed to be
present during the entire 1nterV1eW. The Staff Members inter-
posed no objection to that arrangement and Mr, Mohr indicated
| to Mr, Gitenstein that he would advise him of Miss Gandy's
desires regarding an interview under the conditions stipulated

above,

Prior to the onset of the interview with Mr, Mohr,
Cregar asked Gitenstein whether a decision would be forthcoming
from the SSC regarding the interviews of former employees of the
intelligence community by Staff Members of the SSC. Gitenstein
stated the the Committee had no problem with the FBI and that if
1 The White House would not interfere he felt satisfactory arrange-
ments between the FBI and the Select Committee could be worked
out regarding future interviews of former FBI, employees. The
thrust of Mr. Gitensteiri's comment as well as his general
demeanor during the meeting suggested the Staff felt they could
work closely with the FBI to the satisfaction of both parties,

ACTION: For information and record purposes.
W)W 1pil
e < i
[en m Yo
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SUBJECT:}/CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY ~ Training -
e ——— - - T Legal Coun. »
elephone Rm. _
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e/
Reference Mr. Heim memorandum to Mr. Moore dated 4/10/75,
enclosing edited version of paper entitled /'Dissertation on Procedures for
Opening, Closmg and Ma1nta1n1ng Domestlc Securlty Cases in Pendmg' Status "

[N T -

INTD has no objection to the edited version.
ACTION:

Legal Counsel Division review edited version for legal considerations.

gf MA\{ 27 1;*\7,;
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Director Sec'y

J&U3¢ Reference W. R. Wannall to Adams memorandum
dated 4/1/75, and captioned as above which submitted
a proposed statement for congressional testimony
concerning the opening, c1051ng, and -maintenance of
domestic securlty cases in pendlng status. This

Division was to review the statement from a stylistic
standpoint.

The statement has been reviewed along these
lines and edited.

-
That attached edited version of the aforementloned/

statement be forwarded to Intelligence Division for review ¥

and approval and then submitted to Legal Counsel Division . "~
for its review and approval.
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING gTATUS

FBI authority to investigate domestic scourity
cases is derived from numeroys criminal statutes and
Preosidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyality mathers. Provedurally,
the Buréanu opens, continues, and closes such cases on
the bagis of these legal eonsiderations.

Upon receipt of a fact situvation from any
of & myriad of sources, an Agent must necessarily make
a judgment as to whether this situation appears to fall
within the scope of FBI jurisdiction.

tore spesifically, domestic security invegtigations
are initiabted when allegations ¢learly indicate & person,
either as an individual or as a nmember of a group, agts
to unlawfully alter the Governument in violation of the
Smith Aet, the Rebellion oy Insurrection Statute, the
Seditiocus Conspiracy Statute, o¥ other related enactments.
Spacial emphasis is placed on those engaged in viclent
furtherance of such illegal aots, A full investigation
continues so long as these indlcations of illegal activity
crist.

Then allegations do not clearly indicate
that activitics on the part of an individual £211 within
this jurisdictional area, self-imposed regulations regquire
that a "preliminaxy investigation® be conducted. This
inguizy consists of obtaining information from established
sources (such as rvecords maintained by police departments,
local governments, and private agencles):; informants;
public source inforamation: and FBI vecords. These invosti-
gatitns are limited to 80 days during which an heonest
effort is made to distinguish aos scon as possible hetwecn
legitimate political agtivity and illegal acts. IE
more than 50 days are reguired to resolve this guestion,
aunthority to exceed this period must be obtained from
FBI Headguartexrs. In secking this cxtengion, a full
stakement must be made 6f the allegation, the jurisdictional
authority involved, and facts that appear ko justify

the continuance. .
‘J/\\ \@§)QF£%%
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Uhen an allegation is received that a group
may fall within existing jurisdictional criteria, FBIL
Headguarters is immediately notified and a "preliminary
investigation” along the lines already indicated is
undextaken. Agaln, approval from PBI leadquarters must
be obtalned to continue this Ypreliminary investigation”
bayond 90 days to vesolve whothor jurisdictional standards
are met, If met, a full investigation is conducted
upon approval by FBI Headquarters.

Internal secourity investigations are also
conducted on the basis of specifie instyuctions from
the Attorney General (pursuant to Presidential Directives)
to the birector of the TBI. Until the instruction is
complied with, these matters remain pending.

Bvery effort is made to mainkain proper
administrative control over domestic security investigations
and to insure full compliance with the law. In this
regard, Bureau rules requive Agents to limit dnvestigations
to relevant matters. Supervisory poxsonnel in the Field
and at FBI Heoadguarters review the progress and relevancy
of these investigations, and reports are forwarded to
the Department of Justice, Agonts also roceive legal
instruction on a continuing basis in opdey that they
may be fully able to yecognize relevance and safeguard
individual rights.

These Bureau procedures have been deviged
in an honest effort to carrvy out with manimum efifectiveness
and propriety our vital domegtic seecurity responsibilities.
Gver the years, the FBI has handled thepe responsibilities
and protected the domestic security of our Wation with
groat dedication and, I believe, with grea® digtination,
We will continue to vigorously carry out these duties
with all due regard for individual rights and liborties.
I balieve the procedures I have ouklined are in full
accord with thig purpose.
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

FBI authority to investigate domestic security
cases is derived from numerous criminal statutes and
Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyalty matters. Procedurally,
the Bureau opens, continues, and closes such cases on
@QQ the basis of these legal considerations.

0.&/5‘

Upon receipt of a fact situation from any
of a myriad of sources, an Agent must necessarily make
a judgment as to whether this situation appears to fall
within the scope of FBI jurisdiction.

FFm

ALY, INFORMATION COMTAINED

More specifically, domestic security investigations
are initiated when allegations clearly .indicate a person,
either as an individual or as a member of a group, acts
to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the
Smith Act, the Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the
Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other related enactments.
Special emphasis is placed on those engaged in violent
furtherance of such illegal acts. A full investigation

continues so long as these indications of illegal activity
exist. ' "

USCLASSIFIED

DATE /-/ ¢/ BY

T

TREIN

When allegations do not clearly indicate

that activities on the part of an individual fall within
this jurisdictional area, self-imposed regulations require
that a "preliminary investigation" be conducted. This
inquiry consists of obtaining information from established
sources (such as records maintained by police departments,
local governments, and private agencies); informants;
public source information; and FBI records. These investi-
~gations are limited to 90 days during which an honest
effort is made to distinguish as soon as possible between
legitimate political activity and illegal acts. If

more than 90 days are required to resolve this question, .
authority to exceed this period must be obtained from

FBI Headquarters. In seeking this extension, a full
statement must be made of the allegation, the jurisdictional

authority involved, and facts that appear to justify
the continuance.
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When an allegation is received that a group
may fall within existing jurisdictional criteria, FBI
Headquarters is immediately notified and a "prellminary
investigation" along the lines already indicated is
undertaken. Again, approval from FBI Headgquarters must
be obtained to continue this "preliminary investigation"
beyond 90 days to resolve whether jurisdictional standards
are met. If met, a full investigation is conducted
upon approval by FBI Headguarters.

Internal security investigations are also
conducted on the basis of specific instructions from
the Attorney General (pursuant to Presidential Directives)
to the Director of the FBI. Until the instruction is
complied with, these matters remain pending.

Every effort is made to maintain proper
administrative control over domestic security investigations
and to insure full compliance with the law. In this
regard, Bureau rules require Agents to limit investigations
to relevant matters. Superv1sory personnel in the Field
and at FBI Headquarters review the progress and relevancy
of these investigations, and reports are forwarded to
the Department of Justice. Agents also receive legal
instruction on a continuing basis in order that they
may be fully able to recognize relevance and safeguard
individual rights.

These Bureau procedures have been devised
in an honest effort to carry out with maximum effectiveness
and propriety our vital domestic security responsibilities.
Over the years, the FBI has handled these responsibilities
and protected the domestic security of our Nation with -
great dedication and, I believe, with great distinction.

‘"We will continue to vigorously carry out these duties

with all due regard for individual rights and liberties.
I believe the procedures I have outlined are in full
accord with this purpose.
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The purpose of this memorandum ‘is to enclose a paper concerning
the opening, closing, and maintenance of domestic security ¢ases in pending
status requested as set forth in memorandum to Mr. Callahan from Mr. Adams
of the same caption, dated 3/7/75. £ -//6 43555

Referenced memorandum instructed that the paper was fo be non- ) ;/:
technical arid in a form easily understood for purposes of argument. Legal ~ /\.
Counsel Division and writers in the External Affairs Division are to be contacted

to coordinate legal aspects and preparation of final paper, respectively.
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4
~ Legal Counsel Division review attachment for legal considerations.
Wy
?‘{ External Affairs Division review for preparation of final paper.
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

The FBI opens, continues pending investigation, and closes
domestic security cases based on legal considerations. The Bureau is charged
with the investigation of violation of numerous criminal statutes, as well as
duties imposed by Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyalty matters,

The procedure for handling such investigation is dictated by
the facts and circumstances of each case. Upon receipt of a fact situation from
any of a myriad of sources, the Agent must necessarily make a judgment to
determine whether these facts reasonably indicate an activity falling within
the scope of the FBI's jurisdiction.

Domestic security investigations are initiated regarding individuals
when allegations establish that he, individually or as an active group member,
acts to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the Smith Act, the
Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other
related enactments. Special emphasis is placed on those practicing action
or violence in furtherance of their goal. If the allegation shows facts clearly
within the scope of these statutes, a full investigation is conducted and continues
so long as facts exist to indicate a reasonable possibility that these ends could
be achieved.

In some instances, allegations regarding the individual do not
clearly fall within the scope of authority, Self-imposed restraining regulations
require that such inquiry be limited to a "preliminary investigation" consisting
of contacts for informational purposes only with established sources, such as
police bureaus, records departments of local governments, and private record
sources; informants; public source information; and Bureau records. These
investigations are limited to 90 days. An ecarnest effort is made to distinguish
as soon as possible between mere unorthodox political views or dissent on the
one hand and revolutionary and/or criminal activity on the other. If to exceed
90 days, a report is made to FBI Headquarters specifically stating the allegation,
the jurisdictional authority and such facts as would justify continuance of the
investigation. A concurrence of Headquarters is necessary for continuance.

When an allegation is received that a group may fell within the
jurisdictional criteria, Headquarters is immediately notified and investigation )
is limited to the "preliminary investigation" as described above. Any investi- w(”.ll»

AN
ALL:vb - i A SEE NOTE PAGE TWO
fiaid ¢l
‘ ~wead, Jis m”
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gation beyond that is made only upon approval by Headquarters. If such
continuance is approved, investigation continues to resolve whether juris-
dictional standerds are met. If met, and Headquarters' approval obtained, a
full investigation is conducted.

Apart from these situations, specific instructions from the Attorney
General, pursuant to Presidential Directives, to the Director of the FBI concerning
matters of internal security are the basis for investigations. Until the instruction
is complied with, these matters remeain pending.

Buresu rules require an Agent to limit investigations {o relevant
matters. Field office and Headquarters supervisors review the progress and
relevancy of investigations and reports are forwarded to the Department of
Justice. The FBI is ever aware of and controlled by court decisions interpreting
the law. Agents receive continuing legal insfruction in order to recognize relevance
and the rights of persons under the law.

These regulatory procedures are the means by which the FBI
implements the responsibilities imposed by the statutes, Presidential Directives,
and orders of the Aitorney General. An examination of the domestic seeurity problems
confronting this Nation would reveal that, as early as 1936, concern arose over
"Fifth Column® activities of Communists ang Fascists and continued through WW II.
This concern has evolved to other threats, through the years, such as the
foreign-dominated Communist influence in America during the Cold War,
fhe Ku Klux Klan's interference with the rights of others, the turbulent
anti-Vietnam War demonstrations, the urban ghetto riots, and the rise of the
racially-oriented organizations preaching revolution and their more violent
splinter groups practicing open guerrilla warfare. The FBI, charged by statute
and supplemented by Directives to investigate such matters in order to fulfill
the duty, promulgated the investigative procedure for a dual purpose. The
FBI recognizes not only the duty to investigaie, to preserve the Constitution,
but the fact the Constitution delineates zones of privacy and individual liberties.
These regulatory procedures speak reasonably to both.

NOTE:

See memorandum Mr. W. R. Wannall to Mr. J. B. Adams, dated 4/1/75,
captioned "Congressional Testimony," prepared by ALL: vb.

-9 -
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

The FBI opens, continues pending investigation, and closes
domestic security cases based on legal considerations. The Bureau is charged
with the investigation of violation of numerous criminal statutes, as well as
duties imposed by Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyalty matters.

The procedure for handling such investigation is dictated by
the facts and circumstances of each case. Upon receipt of a fact situation from
any of a myriad of sources, the Agent must necessarily make a judgment to
determine whether these facts reasonably indicate an activity falling within
the scope of the FBI's jurisdiction.

Domestic security investigations are initiated regarding individuals
when allegations establish that he, individually or as an active group member,
acts to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the Smith Act, the
Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other
related enactments. Special emphasis is placed on those practicing action
or violence in furtherance of their goal. If the allegation shows facts clearly
within the scope of these statutes, a full investigation is conducted and continues
so long as facts exist to indicate a reasonable possibility that these ends could

be achieved.

In some instances, allegations regarding the individual do not
clearly fall within the scope of authority. Self-imposed restraining regulations
require that such inquiry be limited fo a "preliminary investigation" consisting
of contacts for informational purposes only with established sources, such as
police bureaus, records departments of local governments, and private record
sources; informants; public source information; and Bureau records. These
investigations are limited to 90 days. An earnest effort is made to distinguish
as soon as possible between mere unorthodox political views or dissent on the
one hand and revolutionary and/or criminal activity on the other. If to exceed
90 days, a report is made to FBI Headquarters specifically stating the allegation,
the jurisdictional authority and such facts as would justify continuance of the
investigation. A concurrence of Headquarters is necessary for continuance.

When an allegation is received that a group may fall within the

jurisdictional criteria, Headquarters is immediately notified and investigation
is limited to the "preliminary investigation" as described above. Any investi-
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gation beyond that is made only upon approval by Headquarters. If such
continuance is approved, investigation continues to resolve whether juris—
dictional standards are met. If met, and Headquarters' approval obtained, a
full investigation is conducted.

Apart from these situations, specific instructions from the Attorney
General, pursuant to Presidential Directives, to the Director of the FBI concerning
matters of internal security are the basis for investigations. Until the instruction
is complied with, these matters remain pending.

Bureau rules require an Agent to limit investigations to relevant
matters. Field office and Headquarters supervisors review the progress and
relevancy of investigations and reports are forwarded to the Department of
Justice. The FBI is ever aware of and controlled by court decisions interpreting
the law. Agents receive continuing legal instruction in order to recognize relevance
and the rights of persons under the law. “

These regulatory procedures are the means by which the FBI
implements the responsibilities imposed by the statutes, Presidential Directives,
and orders of the Attorney General. An examination of the domestic security problems
confronting this Nation would reveal that, as early as 1936, concern arose over
"Fifth Column" activities of Communists and Fascists and continued through WW II.
This concern has evolved to other threats, through the years, such as the
foreign-dominated Communist influence in America during the Cold War,
the Ku Klux Klan's interference with the rights of others, the turbulent
anti-Vietnam War demonstrations, the urban ghetto riots, and the rise of the
racially-oriented organizations preaching revolution and their more violent
splinter groups practicing open guerrilla warfare. The FBI, charged by statute
and supplemented by Directives to investigate such matters in order to fulfill
the duty, promulgated the investigative procedure for a dual purpose. The
FBI recognizes not only the duty to investigate, to preserve the Constitution,
but the fact the Constitution delineates zones of privacy and individual liberties.
These regulatory procedures speak reasonably to both.
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10

g 5010-106 ~ - -7 ‘
g‘? 1967 EDITION ' .
4 GEN. REG. NO. 27
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u , 1 - Mr, J. B, Adams Db AR
Memorandum LMo T 7 Jenkins i
(Enclosures - 2) 2:::,""5,5.
MR. J. B. ADAMS DATE: May 7, 1975 &@g{}ﬁ’.‘{e:‘f"éi—z
- Each Assistant§ i Gon. v
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Re my memorandum to you 5/5/75 enclosing a request f]iom
the Senate Select Committee (SSC) for additional information.
Attached to the copies of instant memorandum for Messrs. Jenklw%m

Ash, Moore, and White are copies of the referenced memorandum \ﬁd‘ \ \
its enclosure. )ﬁ‘;\)g")

The following is to delineate individual responsibi %@&e&
and assignments for securing the information requested by the SBEC v

Because the request covers areas of operations affecting all \mg\\;\x
Division$ of the Bureau except Office of Planning and Evaluatlon Ny
(OPE), it will be necessary that the very closest coordination and

maximum of cogperiékion be effected in order to implement the SSC %
request, ®

FRR
O

-
L
e p———

el

—-/

41..1-

5T
bt /TP =

—

In handling this request which deals primarily with tl%
furnishing to the SSC of various Sections of the Manual of e
Instructions and Manual of Rules and Regulations as well as infog-

mation concerning our filing system,and particularly cgl es of a

A
::n’;v

L

(i

é./

Bureau forms, we should bear in mind that there are avgilable %1
three options for consideration. One, is to give the requested
information or documents., Two, is to not furnish the documents
but merely permit their review at FBIHQ. A third option availab

is to set forth justifying data to support a denial of furnishing
the information or documents, Of course, in furnlshlng any docu-
ments, we should bear in mind the option of excising sen81t1ve

In delineating the specific respons:Lb:Ll:Lt:Les for the
various Divisions, we are designating the Division having primary
interest as the one ug\%fepare the necessary material and are

8 MAY DRI
62-116395 ,

(20)
5 G MAY 22 1975

CONTINUED - OVER ,~ ¢

e
SRS A

e ‘»’ja
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Memorandum to Mr..J . B, Adams ‘
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

indicating in most instances what other Divisions would have

an input to furnish the primary Division. Even if auxiliary
Divisions are not designated for input purposes, if the primary
Division desires the views of another Division, it should obtain
same prior to preparing the material,

Because of the involved coordination necessary, it is
requested that each Division except OPE designate a representative
to appear at a conference at 10:00 AM. Friday, 5/9/75, in the
Intelligence Division Conference Room, Room 4017, JEH Building,
where the details for preparation of the necessary material will
be discussed.

The following are the assignments corresponding with the
4/30/75 SSC memorandum and its appendices which deal with four
main requests,

- (1) The portion dealing with Superseded Sections of
the Manual of Instructions will be handled by the Training Division
which will gather all of the necessary information from Bureau files
after which Intelligence Division will review and make a final
determination as to the necessary response to the SSC.

(2) Concerning Sections of the Manual of Instructions
Not Previously Produced and the corresponding Appendix B, the
following assignments are made,

Section Subject 7 Assignment
4 Surveillances and Raids (Training Division with input

to be supplied by the three
investigative Divisions. Note
should be taken that this Section
was previously made available to
GAO in connection with its audit
of Bureau operations.)

8R Data Processing Section, (Computer Systems Division)
Computer Systems Division

P CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75

62-116395
Section Subject

19 Applicant and Employee
Investigations Conducted
for Other Agencies

23 ' Bomb Threats, Explosives
and Incendiary Devices

27 Civil Rights

28 Civil Rights Act of 1964

29 Conspiracy

75 Neutrality Matters

78 Passports and Visas

90 Selective Service Act

102 Coordination with Other
Government Agencies

103 Foreign Police Coopera-
tion

134 Assaulting the President
of the United States and
Threats to the President
of the United States

136 Antiriot Laws

144 Police Killings

146 Protection of Foreign

Officials and Official

Guests of the United States

-3 -
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Assignment

(Special Investigative Division)
(SID)

(Intelligence Division) (INTD)
(General Investigative Division)
(GID)

(GID)

(GID with input from INID and
‘SID)

(INTD)
(GID)

(SID)

" (INTD with input from GID and

SID).

(INTD)

(GID)

(INTD)
(GID)

(INTD with input from GID)

CONTINUED -~ OVER




Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

(3) Concerning the Manual of Rules and Regulations
and Appendix C, the following assignments are made. For
Part - I, Section 9 - Disciplinary Matters (Administrative
Division). For Part ' IL, Section 1 - Authority =- Training -
Submission of Informat ion (Training Division); Section 2 -
Supervision - Availability - Resident Agenc1es (Administrative
Division); Section 3 - Administration of Offices (Files and
Communlcatlons Division with input from Administrative Division,
Computer Systems Division will supply the input for 3F);
Section 4 - Communications (Files and Communications D1v131on
with input from the following Divisions: Administrative, INID,
GID, SID, Legal Counsel, and Computer Systems.Division);
Sectlon 5 - Dlssemlnatlon of. Information (GID with input from
INTD and SID); Section 6 - Publications, Press, and Public
Contacts (External Affairs Division); Section 7 - Payments -
Property (Administrative Division with input from Computer
Systems Division); Section 8 - Miscellaneous Regulations
(SID with all other Divisions except OPE furnishing appropriate
input); Section 9 - Classification - Character - Copies -
Abbreviations (Training Division with all other Divisions
except OPE furnishing appropriate input).

(4) Concerning Filing System, Files and Communications
Division will handle with necessary input from Training Division
concerning the request pertaining to all Bureau Forms.

This matter must be given priority, expedite attention
by all Divisions bearing in mind that on the one hand, it is
absolutely imperative that the review and study be of high
quality, and that on the other hand, there be no delay which

could result in criticism of 'the Bureau for not responding promptly
to the SSC.

RECOMMENDAT IONS :

(1) Assignments to be handled as indicated above.

>

-4 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr., J. B. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

(2) Representatives of all Divisions except OPE
attend coordinating conference 10:00 A.M, 5/9/75 Room 4017,
JEH Building.

ﬁ@w\gv‘ 7

&
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From 10:30 a.m. until 2:45 p. m. on May 6, 1975,

. Inspector John B. Hotis and I met with Frederick Schwarz, General

Counsel to the Senate Select Committee, Committee staffers Burt Wides,
Pat Shea and Mike Madigan, and CIA representatives and

JFK Act 6

(1) (A)

I arranged to attend this conference in an effort to resolve:with: -
the Committee staff the procedures that would be followed during mterv1ew
of current and former FBI employées by staff representatives. Inte; 1eW§
have beer conducted in the recent past by representatives of thewCSmmlttee,
and in the absence of any general understanding as to the procedures x%e
have been advising those persons coming to our attention as prospective
witnesses that they may request the presence of a Bureau representative
during the interview. Committee staff members have objected to the
presence of Bureau repres entatives and have insisted that the 1nterv1ews

proceed in the abﬁ@ any agenc§ repres entatwe
[ 375 -

At the outset of the meetmg today, 1t ecame clear 17 at ‘Schwar'z,
speaking for the members of the Senate Select Committee and for the staff,
was opposed to the presence of agency representatives during interviews
concerning matters which they described as "abuses. ' Schwarz explained
that the Committee has a responsibility to look into allegations of misconduct
or abuse in addition to a broader study of the jurisdiction and operations
of the intelligence community. He said that while there would be a Wllllngness
on their part to have agency representatives present duringsinterviews eoncern- -
ing general inquiries regarding jurisdiction, they felt that it would be
improper and would interfere with the integrity of their inv; %Q&‘k APie7e
third parties were present during interviews concerning' mIscogglu&tum m—Qi
' D)
: )
ﬁ««n‘r\
CONTINUED - OVE@
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Memorandum to M)_.Adams .
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc.

Schwarz offered as an alternative that the agencies would be
advised of the identity of persons to be interviewed and that prior to
the interview the agency would contact the witness to explain the authority,
the security arrangements made by the Committee for the protection of
information, to authorize the witness to answer questions where the
witness was bound by a secrecy agreement, and to caution the witness
concerning matters of a sensitive nature which should be deferred for
discussion with members of the Committee or with the Chairman of the
Committee.

I pointed out to Schwarz that unless the FBI was given notice
as to the specific subject matter of the interview to be conducted, we would
find it most difficult to intelligently assess the sensitivity of the information
that might be furnished by the witness. The CIA representatives expressed
great alarm that an interview could disclose information without some
prior assessment of the potential damage to intelligence collection techniques
and sources. :

As to these points, Schwarz stated that he would discuss with the
members of the Committee a revision of their initial proposal that
would include notice to the agency of the identity of a person to be interviewed
plus a generic description of the subject matter of the interview followed by
a contact by the agency with the prospective witness to assess the sensitivity
of the information and to advise the witness of areas of inquiry that must be
deferred for special handling by designated members of the Committee or
of the Committee staff. Following that contact the Committee representative
would proceed to conduct the interview with the understanding that the agency
representative would be near-by and immediately available for consultation
should the witness have concern as to the degree of sensitivity of
information he was being asked to furnish. At the conclusion of the
interview, the Committee would make available to the agency a summary
of the notes taken during the interview but a transcription of the interview would
not be made available either to the agency or to the witness interviewed.

Schwarz stipulated that there may be occasions when the Committee
would reserve its right to interview an individual, whether a current employee
or a former employee, in secret in order to protect the interview or to insure
the completeness and accuracy of his information. I asked Burt Wides
whether they had any basis for that concern and he indicated that they
did have such a basis, but declined to specify the details.
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Inspector Hotis asked whether the on-going interviews
would be delayed pending resolution of the differences concerning
procedures. Schwarz replied that the interviews will proceed due to
time factors. I then requested Schwarz to expedite his discussion
with the members of the Committee, to state their proposals in writing
in order that we could review them in specific detail, and to let me
know as soamas their proposal as approved by the Committee was available
for discussion. He agreed to do so and said that probably this could
be accomplished by Thursday, May 8, 1975.

OPINION

It was my impression in dealing with Schwarz that he is making
an honest effort to conduct the Committee inquiry reasonably and that he
is concerned about the public acceptance of the Committee's final product.
His concerns about the integrity of the investigation are similar to those
thatEwould express about an FHI investigation. His insistence that
interviews of individuals concerning possible misconduct be done alone
with the witness appear to me to be reasonable to insure the integrity
of their investigation. The compromise we discussed (they would identify
the witnesses to us prior to interview and tell us the proposed subject
matter of the interview and allow us to consult with the witness prior to
interview) seems to be a practical solution to our mutual problem. This
solution is not as acceptable to CIA due to their greater need for
protection of their covert operations, sources and methods. The Committee
has available to it the subpoena power, the authority to conduct public
hearings, and a good deal of support by public opinion. Therefire, I
conclude that the Committee is likely to discover the full details of
events concerning which they inquire whether the FBI cooperates or
appears to be reluctant. As to those areas of legitimate concern because
of their sensitivity in terms of productianof informants or sources and
methods of gathering national security intelligence, the Bureau can
properly expect an opportunity to provide protection for the information.

If the procedures suggested above are operated in good faith
on both sides, the Bureau would be given notice as to the subject matter
to be discussed prior to the interview and research could disclose the

areas of sensitivity and »wappropriate action taken to caution the witness
against disclosure of such information.
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee

RECOMMENDA TIONS:

1. That until procedures are established with the
Committee the Bureau continue its present practice of advising prospective
witnesses upon their request that they have a right to consult with a
Bureau representative during interview.

2. That further discussions of this matter with the Committee
await the receipt of their proposed guidelines in writing after approval by
members of the Senate Select Committee.

DocId: 32959532 Page 91




«

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 J 5010-106

MAY 1962 LBiTION iy

“G3A GEN. REG. NO, 27 o z

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Ass“-pD"-—Tj-;,
Dep, AD, %7
Dep/AD jinV, &=
\g) Memorandum IS
Comp. Syst. —
Ext. Affaics —
{ - TO : MI'. J. B- AdamS DATE: Fi:esA& Com.

Gen. Inv.
Ident.
o7 Inspection
Intell.

rroMm : Legal Couns 7/:;\____/_—”‘
ot Laboratory
Plan. & Eval. —

suech JENATE SELECT COMMITTEE w"‘%‘ﬁ . T
ON INTELLIGENCE 7.7 7 .00 \,g, : % B

elephone Rm. —

Director Sec’y
°

DT/ A0
This morning the Director asked me to inquire into the status

of our understanding with the Senate Select Committee as to whether FBI
representatives would or would not be present at interviews of former
Bureau employees or current Bureau employees. The Director was
concerned that the presence of a Bureau representative could be criticized
as an attempt-to interfere with the Committee's inquiries. I assured the

j Director that the purpose of such representatives being present was to

assist the interviewer and the witness in determining areas of inquiry

of particular sensitivity or that might concern a current Bureau operation.

The Director agreed that such was an appropriate reason for the presence

of a Bureau representative and asked me to consider preparing a letter

addressed to Senator Church stating our desire to make available a Bureau

representative and the reasons forthe presence of such a Bureau representative.
JFK Act 6 (1) (A)

As a result of a conference with representatlves of CIA, .,//"“
Roderick Hills of the White House Counsel staff, and others, it was
determined thaﬂ of the CIA Legal Staff would contmue /
negotiations with the Commaittee in behalf of the entire 1nte111gence
community to develop procedures concerning the interview of witnesses
and the presence of agency representatives at such interviews. |
was scheduled to meet with Frederick Schwarz, Counsel to the Committee,
on Tuesday, May 6, 1975, to discuss such arran ements

Ec10L  REC3 [p2 - s™/3

I scheduléd*an-appomtmen withthe Deputy Attorney General
and met with him at 5:00 p.m. on May 5, 1975, accompanied by
Inspector John B. Hotis. I told the Deputy of our concern that the
interviews by the Senate Committee are continuing even though no
understanding has been reached by the Committee and the intelligence
community. I told the Deputy that the Director would like to have some

B3 MAY 131975
1 - Mr. Wannall ‘ i}q%_/
1 - Mr. Hotis r——— @eﬁ%
1 - Mr. Mintz
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fformal understanding with Senator Church as to the Bureau's position

in regard to such interviews. I reminded the Deputy that our sole concern
was to make a representative available to assist in the interviews

in the event they touched upon sensitive areas and by no means was our
interest to be understood to be an effort to interfere with the Senate
Committee's inquiries.

The Deputy said he fully understood our position and agreed.

He asked me whether I would be willing to agree to hold off on formal |
notification to Senator Church until the negotiations to be conducted by |
Mr. Lloyde could be concluded. I told the Deputy I would agree to that
on the condition that I and also Inspector Hotis would participate in the
discussions by Lloyd with the Committee representatives. The Deputy
Attorney General said that he fully concurred in my condition and if there
developed any difficulty in making such arrangements, he would assist

in seeing that it was accomplished.-

Inspector Hotis advised that Schwarz, the Committee counsel,
has arranged a meeting on Wednesday morning, May 7, 1975, with
Assistant Attorney General Scalia of the Office of Legal Counsel of the
Department. We will also be represented at that meeting.

The Deputy Attorney General told me that he had been advised
by Schwarz that a former Bureau Agent, Leo Clark, had objected to the
fact that a Bureau representative had contacted him and had indicated a
willingness to be present during Clark's interview by the Committee.
I again assured the Deputy that our sole purpose in contacting Clark was
to be available in the event a Bureau representative was needed to discuss
matters of a sensitive nature or matters concerning current Bureau operations.
The Deputy said he understood and Clark's complaint was likely the result
of a misunderstanding.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.

HW 55075 DocId:32989532 Page 93



N é o
2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

May 14, 1975

. &
MATERIAL FOR SENATE SELSCT COMMITIEE (SSC)
INVESTIGATING INIELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

i 1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal futhorities of the FBI
2. ORIGDIATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATIRIAL: letterhead memorandum (LHM)
11ith enclosures described below,

4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified
5. MNATTOIAL SECURITY INFORMATIOW STAP: A
6., SUMMARY OF COUTENTS:
In response to a request from the SSC for certain
documents and other information, an LHM was submitted as a

cover communication to furnish the SSC copies of the following
docunments,

jou) #”70”,5

5
%‘:3‘ 1. 4n internal FBI memorandum dated 5/16/72 (f
33 g‘ B captioned "FBI Jurisdiction; Criminal Intelligence b
& Information," o N
g S-: Q \‘};',/}‘ ) ‘1’.
& 2. An intcrnal FBI memorandum dated 5/18/72 ¢ [' - viﬁf#'
RN captioned "FBI Authority in Domestic Intelligence T . '¥ .
H e Matters," AN R
(Sl il |
3. A study on subversion prepared for former
Acting FBI Director louis Patrick Gray III dated 5/19/72.
Assoc. Dir. ‘f
Dep. AD Admn. — 4, A memorandum from the Director of the FBI to
pop B I — the Attorney General dated 8/7/73 recommending the
Admin, issuance of an Executive Order concerning the conduct
o e — of domestic mtelllgence inv‘estl at"’ orz 5 ‘ A
Files & Com. . EC 100/ -'/ j‘ N\ }
Gon. nv. . 62-116395 ) (\
Ident.
+ ’ Lw ( 7
o —SFP 1 ke \(\4) s way 161975 7 / 0> 7
aborotory .. .. V" : //
o e SEENOTEmPAGE  THO }//
Spec. Inv.
Training
Legal Coun. .
Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec’y __ MAILROOM [ ] TELETYPE UNIT[ ] GP0 534545 g
m&ﬁi\éﬁub&@&?]@ggaaz Page 94 1{1
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7. REQUDSTER/DATE OF REQUEST: 53C. 3/19/75

8. RELEASIVG AUTHORITY: FBI

9. DAIE OF SUBMISSION: 4/22/75

10. LOCALIOW OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395-83

11, RELATION TO INIELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: Ione.

NOTE: Nriginal via liaison to Central Community Index in
connection with Senstudy 75.
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TelepHofie Rm,

ON INTELLIGENCE )
Director Sec'y
G W,@{ | HorPl
At 5:05 p.m. on May 6, 1975, I went t¢o'the/White House
to meet with Mr. Philip Buchen, Counsel to the President; Roderick Hills,
Associate Counsel;James Wilderotter, Assistant Counsel; Assistant
Attorney General Scalia, Office of Liegal Counsel in the Department;
Associate to the Director of CIA and| |

Jof CIA. The meeting was called by Mr. Buchen toglgglis the
} ra developments that day with regard to the proposal that agency representa-

At a meeting held earlier that day, the General Counsel of the
Senate Select Committee had indicated that the Committee disapproved of the
- presence of agency representatives at interviews concerning alleged
- "abuses. " I explained to Mr. Buchen the alternative proposal offered by a
F.A.O. Schwarz to the effect that agencies would be furnished the identiti 58
of proposed witnesses, the subject matter of the proposed interviews, -
and permitted an opportunity to review the subject matter and consult With“/
the witness to advise him of sensitive areas that would require special
treatment. [ agreed that in regard to interviews concerning
abuses, it would seem to be necessary for the Committee to proceed with the -
interview without an agency representative present. After general
discussion of the proposal by Schwarz, the meeting concluded with
instructions by Mr. Buchen to Wilderotter to draft a statement that might
be incorporated into a letter to be addressed to the Committee explaining
the Administration's position.

The elements of the proposal would be that as a general
rule, agency representatives would be present during interviews concerning
matters that were not categorized as abuses and in those exceptional cases

» ? 8 YL
 REL00 /.,,A__._/I/GSQ\S //;}_

TS MAY 131975

1 - Mr. Wannall
1 - Mr. Hotis
1 - Mr. Mintz

JAM:mtd (5) o/ ’Tﬁﬁﬁmﬁ_f&ﬁ%})ﬁ“?@‘r" -
8 4 MAY 201975 Lot (@&

HW 55075 -DocId:32989532 Page 96 ‘E




N

HW 55075

Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

where abuses would be the subject of interviews, the agencies would be
given prior notice of the identities of the witnesses and of the subject
matter of the interview, plus an opportunity to consult with the witness
prior to the interview. Mr. Buchen also asked that the Committee be
requested to provide a letter in each instance identifying the alleged abuse
as the subject of the interview and indicating Committee approval of

that inquiry. The objective of such a requirement would be to clearly
identify those interviews characterized as "abuses' interviews which would
require the absence of an agency representative during the actual interview.

I was also asked to contact Schwarz to insure that he would not
present to the Committee his counterproposal during the regular committee
meeting on Wednesday, May 7, 1975. The purpose of such a request was
to avoid the Committee adopting a final proposal regarding interviews
prior to the Executive having an opportunity to express its position.

On the morning of May 7, 1975, we spoke with Schwarz, requested
him to refrain from offering his counterproposals to the Committee for
approval, and in response to his request explained to him that the reason
was that the proposals were unfler discussion and it was necessary for all
agencies in the intelligence community to be involved in the determination
whether the alternative procedures would be acceptable. Mr. Schwarz
agreed to refrain from offering his counterproposals to the Committee today.

At approximately 10:25 a.m. on May Tth, I called Wilderotter
and asked what the progress of his preparation of the proposed letter was.
He told me that there would be no letter addressed to the Committee because
the White House did not desire to escalate this matter and go over the head
of the Committee counsel. I told him th: was extremely concerned at
the inaction which has resulted thus far in /FBI be/ing in an indefensible
position in regard to interviews of former employees. I explained to
him that the Committee has not advised us of the interviews that have been
conducted and we have learned of them only by calls from the witnesses.

I told him that the interviews are still continuing because at the meeting
on May 6, 1975, we expressly requested the Committee counsel to dis-
continue the interviews temporarily until guidelines could be established
and the Committ%%%cspgiessly refused to do so.

I told Wilderotter that this morning I received a call from
John P. Mohr, former Assistant to the Director, who has broad knowledge

-9 - CONTINUED - OVER
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of FBI matters, in which Mohr told me that he has been called to be interviewed
at 10:00 a. m. on Friday, May 9, 1975, at Room G-308 in the New Senate
Office Building. Mark Gittenstein was identified as the interviewer.

I told Wilderotter this concerned me because we have no basis on which

to advise Mr. Mohr as to the appropriate guidelines that may be followed
_during the course of such an interview and in the absence of knowledge of

the subject matter of the interview we have no way of counseling him as {o
sensitive areas that should be deferred for discussion with members of

the Committee or with the Chairman of the Committee.

Wilderotter said he understood myy concern but he saw no way
in which the matter could be resolved in time for guidelines to be
established for the Mohr interview. He told inme he would work on the
preparation of a position paper to be used by the White House and the
intelligence community to establish a policy that could be discussed with
the Committee.

Inspector Hotis and I then at approximately 11:10 a.m. went

to a conference already in session in the office of Assistant Attorney General
Scalia attended by representatives of the CIA, Department of Defense,
NSA, Department of State and the Department of the Treasury. The other
agencies were advised of the results of the meeting with the Senate Select
Committee staff on May 6, 1975, and a general discussion ensued as to
the willingness of the agencies to agree to interviews in the absence of
agency representatives. The representatives of the State Department,

, Mr. Hitchcock and Mr. Jennings, indicated that State was adamant that
interviews would not be conducted in the absence of representatives.

I spoke privately with Assistant Attorney General Scalia and
advised him of my conversation with Wilderotter and of the fact that
John Mohr had been called for interview on Friday, May 9, 1975. I
told him of my great concern that Mohr's interview would be sensitive
because of his broad knowledge of the Bureau and told him that it was
essential that appropriate guidelines be developed concerning such inter-
views as soon as possible. Scalia told me that he had just finished
speaking with Wilderotter and he ashared my concern. He then
called Wilderotter and subsequently advised me that Wilderotter said
that he, Wilderotter, would immediately contact Schwarz to request at
postponement of the interview of John Mohr pending the establishment
of guidelines. In the event he would be unsuccessful, Roderick Hills and
Philip Buchen would discuss the matter with Senator Church and Senator Tower.
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There was a general consensus of opinion at the meeting with the
other agencies of agreeing that they would await the development of the
position paper by Wilderotter. Walter Lloyd advised that another meeting
with Schwarz and the Committee staff would be scheduled for Thursday,

May 8, 1975.

Upon my return to my office, Wilderotter called me to report
that he had been unsuccessful in having the Mohr interview postponed and
further that Schwarz had advised him that he now feels that it would be
inappropriate for agency representatives to be present at any interviews
whether they concerned abuse or whether they concerned general matters,
and further that he felt that it would be inappropriate for the agency to be
advised of the subject matter prior to the interview.

At that point, Mark Gittenstein joined the conversation with Schwarz &
Wilderotter and advised Wilderotter that he intended to interview Mohr
concerning "procedures and how paper moved in the Hoover days, '
and this would constitute 90% of the interview. The remaining 10% of the
interview would concern Hoover's "O. C. Files.' Further Gittenstein
mentioned that he was aware that John Mohr is the Executor of Mr. Tolson’s
estate and he may inquire concerning that matter.

Wilderotter said that there would be no further contact with the
Committee concerning the Mohr interview and that we should assume the
Mohr interview will proceed as scheduled. He said that he would suggest
the Bureau contact Gittenstein to discuss any further details regarding the
subject matter of the interview of Mohr axd that we consider discussing
with Mohr prior to the interview matters that he should not discuss with
Gittenstein. He also suggested that we debrief Mr. Mohr at the completion
of the interview.

I reminded Mr. Wilderotter that there are no guidelines by which
the White House or the intelligence community or the Senate Committee have
agreed that the FBI should make such arrangements with the witness. 1
told him that I thought that the FBI would be used as a test case both by
the Committee and by the intelligence community if we undertook to
negotiate such matters directly with Gittenstein. I told him that I thought
that such direct negotiations would undermine the effectiveness of current
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negotiations to establish broad guidelines with the concurrence of the
Committee that could be used to effectively limit the scope and manner

of interviews currently being conducted by staff investigators. I also

told him that I thought it would put the Bureau in 2 most difficult

posture because the intelligence community could well feel that the FBI

had brought about the loss of the opportunity to have some effective

control over Committee access to sensitive information by negotiating

our own agreement with Gittenstein. I told him that certainly the Committee
would use us as an example to other intelligence agencies and use our
experience to their detriment in establishing limitations on the interviews.

Mr. Wilderotter said that he understood my position and he
would continue to work on the policy paper. He asked to be advised of the
time the meeting is to be held with Schwarz on May 8, 1975, and I indicated
I would so advise him on learning of it myself from| |of CIA
who is making the arrangements. I also suggested that it would be appropriate
for Roderick Hills, Associate Counsel to the President, to be present at the
meetmg with Schwarz in order to have a greater chance of resolving these
issues promptly. Wilderotter said that he agreed and would attempt to
make arrangements for Mr. Hills to be present at the meetmg

RECOMMENDATIONS m Act 6 (1) (]

- 1. That the Bureau provide a representative to be available
for consultation by Mr. Mohr as he may request on Friday, May 9, 1975,
at 10:00 a. m., in Room G-308, New Senate Offlce Bu11d1ng

/)M w“/ aﬁ/
2. That until approprlate guide hnes are estabhshed by agreement
between the Committee, the White House, and the intelligence community, the
Bureau not undertake to counsel or debrief Mr. Mohr or any other witnesses

concerning the subject matter of interview, pursuant to agreement with individual
staff interviewers.
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Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

RECOMMENDATIONS (CONT'D):

3. That Inspector Hotis and I, if I am available, attend
the meeting with Schwarz on Thursday, May 8, 1975.

/

C/@@
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8 E"g - concerning Agent personnel of your office vequires prompt ~
=4 submissicon of affidavits in refutation of those allegations ~
B BEQ where facts so warrant. )
% U2 ° . . . - - ‘
5 ;Q Accordingly, and in view of the extreme likelihood \r)
= E S of early inquiry concerning these aliegations from Senator ™
=g Church or other recipients of subject's letter, appropriate -z
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Airtel to SAC, Buffalo
RE: KARL FDT-IARD HAND, J'R ‘
157-27812 , o -

» NOTE:

Subject 1s a former leader of the white hate
National Socialist White Peoples Party in Buffalo, New York,
-He presently heads an organization known as the National \
Guard Party (NGP), a neo~Nazi white hate organization which
by its objectives would deny certain minority groups of thévr
civil rights., Referenced airtel enclosed copies of a leéetter
written by subject to Semator Frank Church (Democrat - Idaho)
"of the United States Senater Select Committee to Study
Govermmental Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities:
in which he makes complaint concerning the Bureau's investiga=
tion of his organization, himself, and with cegard to the’
arrest of his coleader, William Edward Garrett, in connection
with a Federal firearms violation. Subject's 1etter, copies
of which were also directed to Senator John Tower (Republican «
Texas) and to the Buffalo "Courier Express," a daily newspaper
published in Buffalo, charges the FBI in Buffalo tapped his
telephone as well as the telephomes of NGP members and
supporters; threatened to '"frame" subject; threatened to
Yoot subject; attempted to bribe his personal friends; used
Mgcare" tactics against friends, welatives, employees and
businessmen who do the NGP organization's printing; threatened
- to shoot subject's dogs during arrest of William Edward Garrett;
and lied to NGP supporters and businessmen by indicating the
NGP gfoup.was planning to blow up certain buildings. Subject's
. letter alleges these activities are in direct violation of the
NGP%organlzaL;on’v constitutional rights and requests Senaton
" Church conduct investigation concerning same, Appropriate
instruetions being directed to the Buffalo Division which, in
referenced aixtel, indicated Special Agents involved in the
controversial arrest of Carrett have submitted memoranda
categorically denying allegations concerning the arvest, Bureau
. files contain no information to subsiantiate allegations of
. subject, '

€

.,’1‘?

o
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Alrtel to SAC: Buffalo
~ RE: KARL EDWARD HAND, JR.
157-276312

- NOTE CONTINUED:

This has been coordinated with SA R, F. Olmert
of the Iegal Counsel Division, Bureau deadline being imposed
in view of the nature of the allegations made and current

investigation into FBI operational activities by SeLator
Church’s committee,

s
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Transmit the following in e TEr Ty P —ry P‘gg%&
Via AIRTEL _ AIR MAIL - REGISTERED MAIL . ?\\p‘rg‘tm}:%ﬁ A
(Priority) gﬁ,’ﬁ\% o\ (98 %
e e o e e e e e e e e e o e e e e o e e e o o o o o e e e e ,?\T:‘;_Eﬁlgﬁ_l_ ________ -
, fﬁﬁﬁ ‘ :
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (157-27812)
gﬂ“%: SAC, BUFFALO (157-1681) (P)
KARL EDWARD HAND, JR., aka

EM - NGP -

Remylet, 1/23/75, captioned as above; report of
SA ROBERT N. SHAW, 10/25/74, at Buffalc, and Buffalo airtel
to Bureau, 10/31/74, both captiomed "WILLIAM EDWARD GARRETT;
EM « NSWPP; UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OR RECEIPT OF FIREARMS,
00: PITTSBURGH.' -

Enclosed for the Bureau are two {2) typewritien
copies and for Pittsburgh one (1) copy by Bursau secretary
of letter received by the Buffalo Division on 4/10/75,
addressed to The Honorable FRANK D, CHURCH, U. S. Senate,
Washington,; D.C., dated &/8/75, which is self-explaratory,
Buffalo unable to xerox because of poor quality of carbon copy
received, " Bureau's attention is drawn to the letter's distri-
bution. For the information of the Bureau, Buffalec "Courier
Express" is a dailv newspaper published at Buffalo, New York.
The letter is allegedly signed by KARL HAND, JR. Authenticity
of HAND's letter writing activities confirmed in conversations
with BU 1471-E, who alerted Buffalo Office prior to receipt
of enclosed letter. N\

For the infophation of the Bureau, incident referred
to as section "F." g the enclosed letter refers to

/¢ o € 3(‘}7 5o bty o) At Binecl) H077 ﬁé”/f
7/~ Bureau (Fncls. 2) (AMRM) -
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BU 157-1681 '

the arrest of WILLIAM EDWARD GARRETT (Bureau file 157~
22471; Buffalo file 157-1388) by Bureau Agents at Buffalo,
New York on 10/23/74 at the residence of KARL HAND, 2213
South Bailey Awvenue, Buffalo, New York. GARRETT was arrested
based on an authorized complaint and warrant at Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, charging GARRETT with violation of Title 18,
Appendix, Section 1202(a)(l), USC, "Possession of a Firearm
by a Convicted Felon'". It should be noted that KARL HAND
- xas not present at this arrest and GARRETT was alene in the
ouse. :

In that arrest Buffalo advised the Bureau in
referenced airtel, dated 10/31/74, of the items observed by
Bureau Agents at time of arrest, which were as follows:

The front windows and door of 2213 South Bailey
Avenue are completely covered with chicken wire. There were
two large German Shepherd dogs on the premises. Upon entering
the residence a five-gallon can was observed behind the stove.
with approximately six axe handles. In the upstairs basdrocm
there was a fully-loaded Stevens Model 77B 20-gauge shotgun,
serial number unknown. In the downstairs bedroom there were

several boxes of ,22. ammunition and numerous loose 20-gauge
shotgun shells. . '

It is noted that memoranda have been prepared by
the SAs who participated in this arrest of GARREIT on
; 10/23/74, including SA ROBERT N. SHAW, wherein all categorically
| deny that any attempt was made to incite GARRETT into doing
. anything against his best interests. In addition, all SAs
; categorically deny any threat having been made to shoot dogs
i found on the premises. 1t is pointed out that GARRETIT was
i alone in the house at the time of arrest and that at no time
\ was KARL HAND present, -

-
T
\

It is also pointed out for the information of the
Bureau that on 11/7/74, U. S. Magistrate EDMUND F. MAXWELL,
Buffale, New York, released GARRETT and djsmissed charge of
violation of Title 18, Appendix, Section 1202(a){l), USC.
However, on 11/8/74, the FGJ, Western District of Pemmsylvania
(WDPA) at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, entered a true bill
charging GARRETY with violation of Title 18, Appendix,
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Section 1202(3)213, USC and Title 18, Section 922(a)(6)
- and Section 924 , USC (State Fxrearms Control Assistance

Act). Bond recommended by AUSA, Plttsburah was $35,000 .

cash or suretv.__ L - i ..
GARRETT was again arrested by a team of Agents

led by SA ROBERT N. SHAW on 11/8/74, based on aforementioned

indictment in WDPA, for Possession of a Firearm by a Convicted

Felon and for violation of the State Firearms Comntrol

Assistance Act. At this time KARL HAND was present but the

aforementioned arrest was effected on the sidewalk in front

of 2213 South Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, New York, without

1nc1dent. ‘There were no dogs Dresent at this time.

fogpn

Hy?

No further action belvg taken by this 0ff1ce ln‘
rds to the letter of KARL HAVD.
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Director Sec'y

This memorandum reports the results of anjpExecutive
Committee Meeting of the Ad Hoc_Coordinating-Group.fon Congre331o al
Review for the Intelligence Community on 4/11/75. Qﬂﬁ;

The Executive Committee, hereinafter referred to as ’ d
EXCOM, was chaired by Mr. W. E. Colby in his role as the Director ;=
of Central Intelligence (DCI). Présent at the meeting were 2
Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President; Mr. James Wilderotterf|
Associate Counsel to the President; Mr. Thomas K. Latimer, Special M}
Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, as well as senior officials
of State Department, National Security Agency (NSA), Office of
Management and Budget, and the National Security Council.
Mr. Antonin Scalia, Assistant Attorney General, was scheduled
to represent the Department of Justice; however, due to a
scheduling foul up Scalia never made the meeting. {i};

The following matters of interest were discuss
this meeting:

_SENATOR CHURCH'S STATEMENT

"The Washington Post" edition of 4/10/75 contained the
“results of an interview with Senator Frank Church, Chairman of
the Senate Select\ Committee (8SC). According to this article,
Church stated thepCommittee reserves. the rlght to make public o
eventually any doc Yments it receives and is acceptlng nothing o
with "strings attached.™ Mr, Roderick Hills advised the EXCOM ::
that he and Mr. Wilderotter had a- meeting. with SSC Staff Director, £
William Miller subsequent to the Church statement. Both Hills P
and Wilderotter came away from.this meeting believing the =
newspaper report was an overstatement of Church's intent. £
Considerable discussion followed Mr. Hilké' comments. Mr. Colby
noted that by letter dated 3/1%1/75 to Senator Church he confirmed
a previous conversation with Senator Church wherein the Senator
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall -
Re: Senstudy 75

recognlzed that certain aspects of intelligence activities
must receive spe01al consideration and treatment (a copy of
Colby's letter is attached). By letter dated 3/12/75, Senator
Church confirmed the recelpt of Colby's letter and again stated
that in the ‘event the SSC inquiry touches on such sensitive
areas, Senator Church and Colby should discuss jointly what
procedures should be followed (copy of Senator Church's letter
is attached).

Following the meeting Mr. Wilderotter advised me that
the White House will prepare a letter to Senator Church recognizing
that Congress can, at its discretion, declassify material it
receives but strongly urging that 'such declassificatioen action
not be taken unilaterally by the Senate Select Committee without
the approval of the agency originating the information.
Wilderotter stated that the White Hohse'eXpected to speak for
the Executive Branch with a strong voice and that individual
agencies should take no action regarding the Church statement -
until the White House has had the opportunlty to clear the air
with Senator Church.

SECRECY AGREEMENT AND EMPLOYEE NOTICE

Attached is a copy of a CIA employee bulletin dated
3/12/75. This bulletin relieves CIA employees from the secrecy
agreement should they be interviewed or should they have to
testify before the SSC. At the EXCOM meeting Mr. Wilderotter
suggested all agencies of the intelligence community employing
a secrecy agreement prepare such an employee notice as well as
a letter to Senator Church advising him that the individual
agency was relieving their employees from the secrecy agreement.
Mr. Colby charged the Security Committee of the United States
Intelligence Board (USIB) with preparing a draft of such a
bulletin and letter for the guidance of member agencies and
departments.

$
It is the opinion of Assistant Director Mintz concurred /M
by the Intelligence Division that a general letter to all
employees from the Director releasing them from their obligation
under the FBI employment agreement concerning secrecy for
purposes of possible interviews by representatives of the Senate

-2 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

Select Committee would be unwise. It cannot be predicted what
level of FBI employee will be contacted for interview or whether
any employee contacted would have sufficient factual knowledge

in order to provide a full responsive reply to Committee questions.
Moreover, an employee without a full understanding of the material
being inquired about may not be aware of the sensitive nature of
the answers that might be given.

As written, the employment agreement provides that
the burden is on the employee to determine prior to disclosure
whether information may be disclosed and that the Director of
the FBI is in a better position than the employee to make such
a determination. Therefore, it is the opinion of Mr. Mintz and
the Intelligence Division that if no general letter of release is
issued to all employees, any member contacted for interview may
rely upon the provisions of the employment agreement as guidelines
for his or her appropriate response. Specifically, such an
employee would be obligated to bring to the attention of the
Bureau any such request for an interview and in addition, he or
she would be obligated to describe the general nature of the
1nqu1ry. At such time as request for interviews are made we will
be in a better position to determine whether the employee is
the appropriate person and to evaluate the sensitivity of the
material in question.

REVIEW OF WHITE HOUSE DOCUMENTS BY SENATORS CHURCH AND TOWER:

Mr. Hills advised that both Senators Church and Tower
have tentatively agreed to review sensitive White House documents
the S8SC is interested in in White House space. They have tenta- -
tively accepted the fact that should they believe such documents
are necessary for retention in SSC files, they will accept a
paraphrase of the original document. This arrangement has not
been completely agreed to by Senators Church and Tower but
Mr. Hills is hopeful such an arrangement can be worked out.

" BRIEFING OF THE SSC BY THE'INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY ‘STAFF -

Mr. Colby advised that during the week of 4/13/75 he
and Mr. John Clarke, Associate Deputy to the Director of Central
Intelligence for the Intelligence Community, will brief the Senate

- 3 - CONTINUED - OVER

DocId: 32989532 Page 110




 HW 55075

Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

Select Committee staff on how the Director of Cental Intelligence
manages the intelligence community. ILater in the month, Colby

is hopeful that those ‘senators making up the Committee will also
visit CIA Headquarters for a similar briefing.

" KEY. ISSUES

My memorandum of 4/7/75 reporting the results of the
last EXCOM meeting identified eleven key issues which the
White House was particularly interested in (copy of the key
issues attached). As reported in the 4/7/75 memorandum the FBI
has been designated to prepare the paper entitled "Intelligence
Files and Privacy." Mr. J. Dennis Miller, Legal Counsel Division,
will prepare this paper. He will work with Mr. John Brock,
Office of the Secretary of Defense, as well as Mr. Bob McBrien
of Treasury. The White House is very interested in the preparation
of these key issue papers and has asked that the person responsible
for preparing each paper have ready a comprehensive outline as
to how the paper will be constructed on the occasion of the next
EXCOM meeting scheduled for Friday 4/18/75.

" THIRD AGENCY RULE

Attached herewith is a paper entitled "Third Agency
Rule"™ prepared by CIA's General Couns@l. It is designed to
acquaint the intelligence community with a background of the
third agency rule and to insure that all members of the community
adhere to the third agency rule when responding to requests from
the Select Committees of the Congress. It is to be noted
Mr. Wilderotter expressed the hope that all agencies in the
intelligence community will respond to a third agency request
within a 48 hour deadline. Both the military and CIA felt such
a short deadline was impossible but all indicated they would try
to provide responses within 48 hours when clearance to pass
information to the Select Committees of Congress under the
third agency rule is requested.

- 4 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall -
Re: Senstudy 75

INTERAGENCY REGISTRY

Attached is a memorandum from Mr. Colby to all USIB
principals dated 4/10/75 describing the establishment of a
registry to insure ‘that the community is kept informed as to
materials which will formally be provided to the Select Committee
by all elements of the intelligence community. The Colby
memorandum notes that in order to make the registry useful it
is essential that it include the following:

File copies of documents or other materials which each
intelligence community element provides to a Select Committee
wherein the originating agency considers the material te involve
aspects of community activities. (The Bureau would have very few
items of this nature other than agreements or understandings
the Bureau might have with other elements of the 1ntelllgence
community.)

The second regquirement of the registry is that an
abstract of each response to a Select Committee be provided to
the registry for its retention. The Bureau has already established
a procedure for providing such abstracts to the registry.

" RECOMMENDATIONS: ¢

1. In light of the Church statement in "The Washington
Post™ and the subsequent conversations the White House has or
contemplates having with Senators Church and Towery . it is
recommended that we continue to disseminate all responses to
the SSC except in those sensitive matters that require close
administrative control. In those instances it is recommended
that we advise the Staff Director that such information responsive
to their request is available at Bureau Headquarters and may be

~reviewed by himself or a senior staff member of the SSC.

~5 - CONTINUED - OVER

DocId: 32989532 Page 112




Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

SRS . .- . . o : , - -
= 2. That Liaison Officer Frank Schwartz, the Bureau's

representative on the Security Committee of USIB, present the
Bureau's position regarding the issuance of an employee bulletin.
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505

11 MAR 1975 »
\ ;v"'-ﬁ;
v
S
The Honorable Frank Church Q@ﬁk 8
Chairman 539 cS*
Select Committee to Study Governmental q}6®9&$»>g3

Operations with Respect to Intelligence e

S
-@33 ";\Q‘ Y
United States Senate > s

Activities
Washington, D. C. 20510
Dear Mr. Chairman:

This letter will confirm and reduce to writing some
of the matters agreed upon at our recent meeting.

At the outset, I should like to express my deep
personal appreciation for the candor and helpfulness of
you and Senator Tower in that meeting and for your
sensitivity to the respective responsibilities under our
Constitutional framework of the Select Committee and the
Central Intelligence Agency in the area of your review.
For my part, I should like to renew again, for myself and
the CIA, my promise of cooperation with respect to the
important work of the Select Committee. In my judgment,

a spirit of good faith and cooperative effort is not only
necessary to enable your Committee to discharge its
responsibilities fully and expeditiously, but is indeed in
the best interests of the intelligence community as well.

I am convinced that a responsible and thorough review of
U.S. intelligence activities will serve to vindicate the
CIA and enhance the public's understanding of the important
contribution that the intelligence efforts of this nation
can make toward the goal of preserving and strengthening
our democracy.
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I am particularly appreciative of your recognition
that certain sensitive aspects of our intelligence
/activities must receive special consideration and treatment
by the Select Committee in the course of your work. As we
discussed, such matters as the identities of our sensitive
sources, the material provided to us by cooperating foreign
intelligence services, the details of technical devices and
systems and of operational methods, the identities of certain
,of our employees who could be targets of kidnapping or
assassination, the identities of American citizens and
organizations who have cooperated with U.S. intelligence, and
some additional materials the public disclosure of which would
create serious foreign policy or national security problems,
should be protected not only from exposure, but indeed from
the risk of exposure. We should also work together to protect
rertain other information which, if improperly disclosed,
//gight impair the privacy rightsqof individuals. Where these
+ kinds of considerations are present, I anticipate that appro-
priate understandings can be arrived at to avoid the risk of
exposing such matters dnd at the same time to satisfy the
Select Committee's need for a full understanding of our
activities.

As I stated to you, employees of the Central Intelligence
Agency will be available to the Select Committee for staff
interviews and for testimony. As we have discussed, this
might require, in some circumstances, special arrangements to
protect the identity of particular employees whose physical
safety or future career might be placed in jeopardy by exposure.
I anticipate that suitable safeguards can be established to
avoid such dangers. I assume the Committee will make its own
arrangements with respect to ex-employees as to whom I no
longer have the authority to direct their cooperation. However,
I am available for whatever assistance I can provide in this
regard.

As you are aware, all employees of the Central Intelligence
Agency are required to sign a secrecy agreement when they enter
on duty. This is a condition of employment, and it requires
that they keep forever secret all classified information gained
during the course of their empioyment. The secrecy agreement
further requires that they may not disclose classified informa-
tion, either orally or by publication, without prior authoriza-
tion from the Director of Central Intelligence. Under the
secrecy agreement, an employee's obligations with respect to
the protection of classified information continue after his
employment with the CIA has been terminated.
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It is my desire that the secrecy agreements signed by
our employees shall not impair the necessary work of the
Select Committee. To accomplish this, and in recognition
of the security protection contemplated by the Select
Committee, I have determined that disclosure of otherwise
protected information to the Select Committee or its designated
staff members will constitute an authorized provision of infor-
mation within the meaning of the secrecy agreements. This
letter may be used to indicate such authorization for any
Agency employee or ex—employee to furnish information to
the Select Committee or appropriate staff wmembers on matters
which would otherwise be covered by their secrecy agreement,
but which are not among the particularly sensitive matters
such as mentioned above. With respect to those particularly
sensitive matters, different procedures are obviously neces~
sary. Accordingly, where any matter included in these sensi-~
tive categories would be involved in responding to the Com—
mittee, the employee should express his concern and, if
possible, propose a way of responding to the Committee without
exposing such sensitive details. If the Committee believes
that a disclosure of those aspects is nevertheless necessary,
the matter will be discussed between the Committee and the
Agency. I am prepared to consult with the Committee at any
time to avoid difficulties in this area and quickly determine
together the appropriate course of action to be taken.

With the good faith evident in our discussions on these
matters, I believe that these arrangements will enable me to
discharge my responsibilities to protect intelligence sources
and methods from unauthorized disclosure, while at the same
time to provide the Select Committee with all the information
it needs to accomplish its task.

As we have agreed, it is in the national interest as well
as that of the Select Committee and the U.S. intelligence
community to ensure that your review proceed as smoothly and
as expeditiously as possible. Toward that end, I have in-
structed all CIA personnel to respond in a spirit of coopera-
tion.

Sincerely,

W. E. Colby
Director
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505

. é b4
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MEMORANDUM FOR: USIB Principals * pATEL
SUBJECT: Community Aspects of Inputs to Congressional

Committees Investigating Intelligence

1. The Intelligence Community Staff, with John M. Clarke,
Associate Deputy/IC, as my representative in these matters, will
keep the Board and other appropriate officials advised as to
progress of the investigations conducted by the Senate and House
Select Committees investigating intelligence activities. In particular,
it will ensure that we are kept informed as to materials which are
formally being provided to the Select Committees by all elements
of the Community. The USIB Ad Hoc Group will assist on this

matter and provide the mechanism for regular and constant communi-
cations.

2. In response to this assignment, the Intelligence Community
Staff is establishing a registry for documentation relating to the
investigations. This registry will be a source of reference of all
responses, testimony, et cetera, provided by USIB agencies and
available to your designated representatives.

3. In order to make the registry useful to the Board, it is
essential that it include:

a. File copies of documents or other materials which
each Intelligence Community element provides to one of the
Select Committees where the originating agency'considers
the materials to involve aspects of Community activities, -
and/or which may result in follow-on queries concerning.
the functioning of the Community. The availability of this
documentation will be of particular importance if it is
expected there will be subsequent inquiries relating to the
materials provided and involving elements of the Community
other than the originating element.




b. An abstract of each formal input to a Select
Committee - unless the Intelligence Community registry
is provided with an actual copy of the material itself,

A proposed format for such abstracts is attached.

1

W. E. Colby

Attachment;
As stated
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BULLETIN
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No. 442 12 March 1975

Senate Select Committee To Review
- U.S. Intelligence Activities

Senate Resolution 21 established a Select Committee of the
Senate to review U.S. intelligence activities. The Resolution calls
for a comprehensive review of the total U.S. intelligence effort
and is not restricted to the recent charges and allegations against
CIA alone. Consequently, it is likely to be far-ranging in its impact.

It is in all of our interests to see that the Select Committee
receives full understanding of our activities and their contribution
to the country as expeditiously as possible. I have every confidence
that the inquiry will be responsible, and constructive, and will pro-
duce new understanding of, and improvements in, the American
intelligence system.

It is with this conviction that I have pledged my personal coop-
eration and that of the CIA. I have advised Senators Church and Tower,
the Committee Chairman and Vice Chairman, that employees of the
CIA will be available to the Select Committee for Staff interviews and
for testimony. We are working with the Committee Staff to design
procedures to facilitate their work in examining topics of concern.

Attached to this bulletin is a letter which I have sent to Senator
Church. To facilitate the necessary work of the Committee and in
recognition of the security protection contemplated by the Committee,

I have determined that disclosure of otherwise protected information

to the Select Committee or its designated Staff members will constitute
authorized provision of information within the meaning of the Secrecy
Agreements signed by each CIA employee, subject to the special proce-
dures and limitations set forth in the letter regarding particularly
sensitive matters. Senator Church has agreed that reference to sensi-
tive data in any Committee report will be subject to consultation between
the Committee and the Agency.
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The cooperative spirit of our relationship with the Committee
and its Staff must at the same time take account of the rights of
Agency employees. The Committee Staff has agreed to advise
employees of their Constitutional rights at the beginning of any
interview or other appearance.

When a current Agency employee is selected to be interviewed
by the Select Committee Staff, the Staff Director or Chief Counsel
will normally notify Mr. John M. Clarke, who is my principal
liaison with the Committee and its Staff. Mr. Clarke, in turn, will
notify the employee. The purpose of this is in no way to inhibit the
work of the Committee. It is intended to allow time for the employee
to gain general legal guidance if he wants it, and to obtain security
guidance from an appropriate senior officer.

My own belief is that after a careful review of all U, S, intelli-
gence activities, the Committee will address needed legislative
changes and will reaffirm their confidence in the importance and
contribution of U.S, intelligence programs.

W. E. Colby
Director

Attachment: a/s

DISTRIBUTION: ALL EMPLOYEES
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Economic Intelligence and National Security --
‘new discussion,

Covert Action and the Law,

The Intelligence Budget -— open, block or
closed -- notional procedures for handling
past, present and future.

Joint Congressional Oversight Committee
for Intelligence.

GAO and the Audit Authorities of U.S.
Intelligence Agencies.

Confidential Funds Authorities, Contingency
Reserves, Legal Base, History and Use.

Cover for Foreign Intelligence Actions,
Legal and Administrative Issues,
J

Intelligence Files and Privacy.

The "fact of" question =--
international, legal and political
considerations.

"Sources-.and Methods" Legislation.

An additional issue (identified by j
Mr. Hills) address -- adeguacy Or

_.inadequacy of present classification
procedures,
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W FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN N tive. Registry
JOHN G. TOWER, TEXAS. VICE CHAIRMAN i .

PHILIP A, HART, MICH. HOWARD H. BAKER, JR., TENN, T8/ 3L £

WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN.  BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ. s

WALTER D. HUDDLESTON, KY.  CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, JR., MD. :

ROBERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA. ~ °

SRS Vnited Blates Dewat

WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR Bie LS eIILL
SELECT COMMITTEE TO Ad Hoc Staff
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH

RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 7 Lj.... 0 3
(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS) -

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 12, 1975

Mr. William E. Colby

O
Director of Central Intelligence dgw5f£
Central Intelligence Agency gghﬁsixﬁ
Washington, D.C. 20505 GEee
s

Dear Mr. Colby:

On behalf of the Senate Select Committee To Study Governmental

Operations With Respect to Intelligence Activities, I want to thank
s your for your letter of March 11, and the copy of the Employee Bulletin
you have issued to all CIA employees. As we jointly recognize, in
order for the Committee to carry out a thorough inquiry, in accordance
with the mandate. contained in S. Res. 21, the Agency's full cooperation
willl be necessary., Your recognition that our mandate authorizes all,
past and present, agency employees to cooperate fully, and without
impediment dué to secrecy agreements, will serve to facilitate our
expeditious collection of material relative to that mandate.

-y

I particularly appreciaté your statement recognizing our security
precautions. As you know, your staff was very helpful to the Committee's
staff in designing those precautions.

.The Staff Director and the Chief Counsel will, under the direction
of the Committee, notify Mr. John Clarke of the members of the Committee
who have been designated to carry out studies, inguiries and investigations
reguired to meet the tasks specified in 8. Res. 21.

It is the Committee's understanding that the members of the Committes
and designated staff will have access to any and all informstion which
the Committee determines is necessary for its inguiry. We recognize,
however, that the Committee inquiry may touch on sensitive areas, such
as the.identity of CIA personnel, sources, or cooperating organizations
whose disclosure could place persons in actual jeopardy. In the event
that the Committee inguiry touches on such sensitive areas, which mabtters

v we have already discussed in our meebing of February 27, we should discuss
jointly, and as you suggest quickly, what procedures might be followed
should the Committee decide it requires more information in these specific
areas.

HW 53075 DocId:32939532 Page 123 '
- o y u - S Y




Mr. William Colby
Page Two
March 12, 1975

I welcome these first steps in close cooperation and hope that
it forecasts an expeditious and thorough inquiry that will result in
the strengthening of our nation's intelligence activities under the
law.

"3$£;Zrely, ’:;;?

i/ Frank Church
Chairman
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10 April 1975

- The Third Agency Rule

1. As early as November 1953, the third agency rule was included
in Executive Order 10501, which has now been revoked. Section 7(c)
prohibited the dissemination of "classified defense information originating
in another Depariment or agency" to an agency "outside the receiving
Department or agency without the consent of the originating Department
or agency." The only exception to this rule is that dissemination may be
made under the authority of Section 102 of the National Security Act. This
section authorizes the Director of Central Intelligence "to correlate and
evaluate intelligence relating to the national security, and provide for the
appropriate dissemination of such intelligence within the Government using,
where appropriate, existing agencies and facilities."
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2. Historically, the responsibility of the Director of Central Intelli-
gence to disseminate intelligence has referred to "finished intelligence, !
This product is the end result of contributions from members of the Intelli-
gence Community. Therefore, in this situation the finished productis a’
homogenous product and therefore the approval for further dissemination
beyond the receiving agency must come from the Director of Cenitral
Intelligence.

' 3. Executive Order 10501 was superseded by Executive Order 11652
which became effective 1 June 1972. This Executive order did not specifically
cover the third agency rule. However, it does provide the following controls:
Sec. 9. Special Departmental Arrangements, The originating Department or
other appropriate authority may impose, in conformity with the provisions of
this order, special requirements with respect to access, distribution and
protection of classified information and material, including those which
presently relate to communications intelligence, intelligence sources and
methods and cryptography. '

4, In anticipation of the implementation of Executive Order 11652, a
directive was issued on May 17, 1972 entitled "National Security Council
Directive Governing the Classification, Downgrading, Declassification and
Safeguarding of National Security Information." This directive does not
contain the term "third agency rule" but does have four subsections which
relate to procedures which are similar to what historically had been called
the third agency rule. These sections are:

A.(2) Determination of Need~to-Know. In addition to a
security clearance, a person must have a need for access to
the particular classified information or material sought in
connection with the performance of his official duties or
contractual obligations. The determination of that need shall
be made by officials having responsibility for the classified
information or material.
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D. Consent of Originating Department to Dissemination by
Recipient. Except as otherwise provided by Section 102 of the
National Security Act of 1947, 61 Stat. 495, 50 U.S.C. 403,
. classified information or material originating in one Department
shall not be disseminated outside any other Department to which
it has been made available without the consent of the originating
Department, ’

E. Dissemination of Sensitive Intelligence Information.
Information or material bearing the notation "WARNING NOTICE --
SENSITIVE INTELLIGENCE SOURCES AND METHODS INVOLVED!"
shall not be disseminated in any manner outside authorized
channels without the permission of the originating Department
and an assessment by the senior intelligence official in the
disseminating Department as to the potential risk to the national
security and to the intelligence sources and methods involved.

F. Restraint on Special Access Requirements. The establish-
ment of special rules limiting access to, distribution and
protection of classified information and material under Section 9
of the Order requires the specific prior approval of the head of
a Department or his designee.

5. Examples of the application of the third agency rule are:

(2) In a national security estimate, contributions are
received from all members of the Intelligence Community, then
disseminated to members of the community under the authority
of the DCI. Recipients may not disseminate the estimate outside
the Intelligence Community without the approval of the DCI;

(b) A CIA intelligence report disseminated to the State
Department may not be sent by the State Department to the
Department of Commerce without the permission of the CIA;

(¢) Information which the CIA furnishes the President's
Commission may not be disseminated to other agencies or to the
. Congress without the concurrences of CIA. Thus, a request
from the Congress to the Commission for CIA information should
be referred to CIA for action so that the necessary protection of
the information can be insured;
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- * - (d) If the Navy Department discusses one of its operations
with CIA, CIA may not include information about that operation
in papers it disseminates to other agencies unless if has
received the permission of the Navy Department. The distine~
tion here is that a Navy operation would not be considered part
of the finished intelligence mechanism and therefore would
not fall within the statutory authority of CIA to disseminate
intelligence;

(e) If a State/DOD joint cable is disseminated to CIA, CIA
may not send the information to the FBI until CIA has received
the concurrence of both State and DOD.
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TELETYPE TO gcs, ALEXANDRIA ET AL
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395
I FBI'S ACTIVITIES AT DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, ATIANTIC CITY,
AUGUST 22-28, 1964.
SET OUT BELOW ARE MAMES AND LAST KNOUN ADDRESSES OF FORMER
BUREAU AGEWTS ASSIGNED TO SPECTAL SQUAD AT ATLANTIC CITY,
AUGUST, 1964. EACH OF THESE FORMER AGENTS IS TO BE TMMEDIATELY
| COITTACTED AND ALERTED THAT THEY MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE SSC
‘ STAFF, THEY ARE HOT, REPEAT NOT, TO BE ADVISED OF THE AREA WHICH
’ MAY BE COVERED Il ANY INTERVIEW OF THEM BY THE SSC. THEY SHOULD,
| HOYEVER, BE TOLD THAT Iif THE EVENT THEY ARE INTERVIENED AiD DURING
THE COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED WHICH RELATE TO SENSITIVE
BUREAU OPERATIONS, THEY CAN REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT BE PRESENT.
COLTTACTS WITH THESE FORMER AGENTS TO BE HANDLED PERSONALLY BY
SAC OR ASAC. IN THE EVENT THIS NOT FEASIBLE FOR JUST CAUSE, TO
BE HANDLED BY A SEWIOR SUPERVISOR.
TMEDIATELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOULD BE FURNISHED BUREAU
BY TELETYPE Tif ABOVE CAPTION. IF A FORMER AGEST 1i0 LONGER I
YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AVAY, SET OUT IEAD TO OTHER OFFICE
TIEDIATELY WITH COPY TO FBIHQ.
NEWARK SHOULD TNCIUDEZ RECONTACT WITH DEVLIN FOR PURPOSE
THDICATED ABOVE AND ALSO FURWISH BUREAU ANY INFORMATION DEVLIN -~

MAY HAVE FURWISHED YOUR OFFICE I ADDITION TO THAT I YOUR TELETYPE. '
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TRLETYPE T0 SACS, ALEXAXTRIA KT AL
RE; SENSTODY 75
62-11£395 -

ALEXARDRIA: HaROLD 7. LEXHPAUGH, 1643 KOIXH VAN DORK,
ALEXANDRIA. VWILLIAM P. GEOSGE, 8338 WAGON VHERL ROAD, alEXANDRIA
BALTIMORE: DONALD G. HANAING, 18 CEFORD SIREEY, CHEVY CHASE
HEW BAVEN: ROBSOH H. aDCOCK, 65 GLIMBROOK RDAD, SIAMFORD,
CONNECTICUT.
EEMARE: 1EO THOMAS CLARK, 1421 ATLANTIC AVEWIE,
ATLANTIC CITY, JOHR PAIRICK DEVALIE, 39 BEMNINGIOH ROAL,
LIVINGSTON, ¥EY JERSEY. HOMARD J. WILSOR, 30 CAMPBELL ROAD,
SUORT MILLS, NEV JERSEY.
| OMARA: JOM J. QUINH, 1OVA La¥ ENPORCEMEMT ACADEMY,
JomiSTOR, 10V |
of these former Agents. The Newark teletype mentioned was sent

up with an informative note advising that we had_checked with

Mr. James Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, and

he imterposed no objection to our contacting former Agzents who
savticimated in the special squad we had at Atlantic City in

8/64 and advising them they might be approached for interview

by the SSC, Assistant Director Mintz concurred in the Intelligence
Division recommendation that we, on approval, contact the former
Agents as indicated in this outgoing teletype. Deputy Associate
Director J. B. Adams advised of his agreement with this recommen-
dation and for instructions to go forward to the field.

l NOTE: Addresses are most recent available in personnel files
|

Howard J. Wilson, one of the former Agents designated
to be contacted, resigned for family reasons after being censured,
suspended, placed on probation, and transferred for unsatisfactory
work performance detected during an inspection of the Newark Office.
However, there is no evidence in his ﬁersonnel file suggesting
Wilson is hostile to the Bureau and the INID believes he should be
ifncluded among those former Agents to bec@ontacted.
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Vq’l‘o : Mr. J. B, Adams DATE: 4-9-T5 ' :uesl& Com. —
l g A EWJN'ATW’ CONTAINED s

rrom : Legal Counsel ‘?? «»f% ?«% ?;;Rvm 15 mfcmsgmmn D oLl f? [A)ﬁiif it

3 % DATE _!-Maﬂl By G -2 P . '];2‘;: )g,% W_L_

- T’Ian !&‘E{Jal —_—

SUBJECT: SENATE SELECT COCMMITTEE / {"; Spec. lnv. ——

ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES Qm eleshons R

J 1845MAY 1)!50}%752939532 Page 132
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010106 .
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Aowoe: m'}\aml/

Memorandum ﬁ/ﬁ

Director Sec'y —

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ‘}{\
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES OW J;)
During various contacts with William Miller, Staff Director of Qﬁ
the Senate Select Committee, and Congressman Lucien Nedzi (D-Mich. ), 5
Chairman of the House Select Committee, the question has come up regarding :SI
the need for a check of the private offices of individual Committee Members to o
assure the absence of any electronic listening devices. The Committee \Y

personnel have been told that we consider this absolutely essential and they
agreed.

In exploring this matter, it was determined that the Capitol
Police Department recently has established a special unit to handle all types A
of security problems within the Capitol Hill complex, including checks for %
electronic listening devices. Personnel of this unit have received extensive

'v")
training, gome from CIA,) The operations of the unit are contrdlled through Y N
the Sergegants at Arms of the House and Senate f N\
& 9 Mf‘“cawawm /‘*’”’"”"’ p 7,C;fj &6&'{5{, ,

R0 o~

This matter has been dlscussed with Robert Hough, Deputy ~
Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, and with Kenneth Harding, Sergeant at Arms
of the House, Hough advised that the special unit already has conducted com- .
plete security surveys of the new office space of the Senate Select Committee b=}
and certainly will perform any other checks of this type needed by the Committee “%
or its individual Members. He said, in fact, that since they now have this o
capability they would oppose any outside agency coming on to the Hill {9 perform »:
this function. Hough said he already has been in contact with Miller regarding o
the necessary security ch b%ﬁ%g stated he will let us know Whembh%ﬂfﬁge ‘?§ 3
the Senate Select Commitiee een checked. He said their rules requ1re )

specific requests from the individual Members 1n ertlng 1 = i
1 - Mr. Adams REC-100 Lo - egirj 2 X f 1
1 - Mr. Wannall 0% " 1 - Mr Farrm ORI B
) g L
1 - Mr. White A %C/ 1 - Mr. Bowers (7 i'«{*('?{}}é -
1 ~ Mr. Mintz TN 41 101 . HF j e 7
di\ u'/ /7 ; d ; v}!«a ; ‘}

s LA P

DWB:kjs (9) CONTINUED - OVER 4«:3;: if ]

*})u‘ MAY 14 1975 \; il
§ SEE ADDENDUM PAGE TWO




Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams Memo
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

This matter was discussed with Congressman Nedzi on 4-9-75,
and he stated he would promptly contact Mr., Harding to work out the necessary
arrangements for security checks needed by his Committee and its Members.

Harding has promised to let us know when the checks of the House Select Committee
Members have been completed.

All contacts concerning this matter have been handled by
Inspector Bowers who will continue to follow this situation with Senate
Sergeant at Arms, William Wannall, or his Deputy; House Sergeant at Arms
Harding; Mr. Miller of the Senate Select Committee; and Congressman Nedzi.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.

TS S

ADDENDUM: INTELLIGENCE DIVISION WOC:ekw 4/14/75

On 4/11/75 the Executive Committee of the Ad Hoc
Coordinating Group on Congressional Review for the Intelligence
Community was apprised of the discussions with Mr. Robert Hough,
the Deputy Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and with Mr. Kenneth
Harding, Sergeant at Arms of the House. Although the Executive
Committee would have preferred the FBI to conduct audio sweeps,
they interposed no objection to the sweeps being handled by the
Capitol Police Department. Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the
President, requested, however, that both Mr, Hough and Mr. Harding
be requested to periodically advise the FBI as to the sweeps of
Committee space for electronic listening devices. Specifically,
Mr. Hough and Mr. Harding should be asked to furnish the FBI the
following: How frequently they will conduct a counteraudio sweepsy
what offices will be swept, will the results of such sweepSbe
furnished the FBI, and will the FBI be immediately notified should

the Capitol Police locate an electronic listening device? {‘.\“»
o
¥

) m\l'\k/;o“‘/ V’ﬂ ( A
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INFORMATIVE NOTE
w])/ bets __5/5/75

Attached teletype reports results of
contacts by Newark Office with three formery
Bureau Agents to alert them they might be
contacted by staff of Senate Select Commit-
tee on Intelligence Activities (SSC).
Former SA Leo Clark (e.o.d. 1/11/43;
retired 2/1/65; Sr. RA, Atlantic City,
New Jersey, 1944 to retirement) was bellig+
erent concerning our contact of him. He
had previously testified before Watergate
Committee regarding 1964 Democratic Convend
tion in Atlantic City and gave same infor-
mation to SSC Staff Members 4/17/75.
(Clark was one of Agents on FBI special
squad at Atlantic City during convention).

Copy of -this teletype being placed in
personnel file of former SA Clark for due
consideration should interview of him be
entertained in the future.

\)3"{0 | /g \ﬁ% & %{'mf

1 - General Investigative Division
1 - Inspection Division

il
SFP:1£f] \({ 7

DOJ/FBI
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4-312 (Rev. 12-11-73) ‘

Date of Mail 3/27/75

Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section.

See File 66-2554-7530 for authority.

Subject JUNE MAIL  SENSTUDY -75

L“ 55075 DocId:32989532 Page 135

Removed By

File Number

7 9MAY 191975

62-116395-124

Permanent Serial Charge Qut

DOJ/ FB!




N w . ) E :
. - " :. o . «Agzg Dn*A:I -~ :)ﬂ >
a N ]kpg; i ‘
v & 0= Asst !
FEDEIAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Admm
NRG14 NK CODED COMMUNICATIONS SECTION —f Comp. Syst ..
/;:AZPM URGENT 5/2775 DJP BEAY }}/?975 ,j2§5§39Ti::1/
["T0  DIREC (62-116395) ﬂm’?% 2 e P sion 5
MR A PTOH VR AEQ}"D { 3 fj" "?’f’& f« : Fiorai ﬁ ’
r1¢ akorateny
FROM NEWARK A’i‘ﬁﬂl k{ﬁu %:a'if W ‘ /I;f’a“' i aad
w, £4 pec. Inv, o e,
Training; emyenetns §

»{j"‘- "
'SENSTUDY 7 '51{&2.3”' - n Lo
. . gel Coutl, oo
/} £ 72 Telephc;e R oo

RE: BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, MAY 2, 1975.  Divestor See’

FORMER SA, LEO THOMAS CLARK CONTACTED MAY, 2, 1975, BY SAC ,‘
PAUL J. MOHR AND HE WAS TOLD HE MIGHT BE INTERVIEWED BY THE SSClevmie scecer
T ,ﬂ"f})

STAFF MEMBERS AND THAT IF QUESTIONS WERE ASKED WHICH RELATED TO C/.
SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS HE COULD REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT ( &}

BE PRESENT. CLARK VOLUNTEERED HE WAS SUBPOENAED BEFORE YATERGATE —" |
’mmmTEE AND TESTIFIED. ALL THIS MATTER WAS REPORTED IN PRESS.,
g;; ALSO VOLUNTEERED THAT ON APRIL 17, 1975, HE WAS INTERVIEWED B?/ :;? |
ﬁ?@mmnm STAFF MEMBERS IN WASHINGTON, D.C. ON SAME MATERIAL RE-
'%ARDING 1964 DEMOCRATIC PARTY Nomi\z@\uom CONVENTIOY, . STAFF &
3« {gxgmBERs WERE mankmsm N, WONK GXTERSTEIW, LQ‘JOHNg_Q_!_\).WgE o

é‘gﬁID THEY HAD ALL OF };‘I‘S PREVIOUS TESTIMONY AND WENT GVER SAME,
MATERIAL, AT THE END OF THE CONVERSATL%IUQ.AR}' iECAS’}E B%L}GIE.FA’@
STATING HE ONLY TOLD THE TRUTH REGARDING HIS ACTIVITIES PRN™THE-
BUREAU AND ADVISED THE BUREAU TO DO THE SAME, HE WANTED 350 MANOW/ 1975

- WHAT ASSISTANCE AN AGENT COULD RENDER TO HIM AND WHO INS FREETEHemw mesces

THAT HE BE CONTACTED AND FOR WHAT REASON, CLARK WAS ADVISED VE

MERELY INTENDED TO ASSIST HIM AND HE COULD ACCEPT IT OR NOT, &3
FORMER SA, HOWARD J. WILSON, SHORT HILLS, N.dJ., ALERTED g

P ce LY hbyoLl 5 B@Q.fmm
e —z;fzf*f:g%% / ,
6 Wi s |
g 4wt B 7 ) ;

;32959532 Page 136




PAGE TWO

ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY PER RETEL AND WAS APPRECIATIVE AND STATED
HE HAD NOT BEEN CONTACTED BUT WOULD ADVISE THE NEWARK OFFICE IF
CONTACTED IN THE FUTURE,

FORMER SA, JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN, LIVINGSTON, N.J.; CONTACTED
BY ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY AND ALERTED PER RETEL AND STATED HE HAD
NO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OTHER THAN SET FORTH IN NEWARK TELETYPE x
APRIL 30 LAST.
END o
HOLD FOR FOUR |
MAH FBIHQ ACK FOR ONE
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1,- Mr. J. A. Mintz

AN . 1 - Mr, W. R, Wannall
S
é\\,f, oy oy 2, 1975
FX P
(ﬁ . (\‘s‘g‘;“c\ff*;Q"") . : 1 - Mr. W. O, Cregar
) \&J Wy R s
/ SN ORAL IUVORMATION PROVIDED TO THRE 3 .
<§§§é§}* * SENATE SELECT GOMMITIEE (ss¢) 2 - M. S. F. Phillipd
déb;}?“;ﬁ) TVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
\x;.:;}j:\» vf{ ¢ i
«f\?/ ’1‘;32, v
74,71, SUBJECT: Martin Luther King, Jr. =
o~
2. VITUESS' ORGANIZATION: Mr. Lish thitson, 2
retired Special Agent, FBI N
2
3. CLASSIFICATION OF INFORMATION: Unclassified o
= <
4. SUMMARY OF CONEEIT: Sy S
v ™~
Mr, Vhitson vas questioned and furnished information ]
concerning the former FBI investigation of Martin Iuther King, Jr. %
5. DATE OF IOTERVIEY AND BEFORE VHOM: -t
fs ¥
o)
Interviewr conducted by Mr. Michael Epstein, Staff - O )
Member, SSC, in peruon 4/23/75; supplemented by 1nf0rmation . 5
leuf:@in obtained from Vhitson uelephonieally 4124175, %
1,5}.»:,

_// ?‘f

6. QRGAHIZAIIOII REFERI%E&Z%&EQ: FBI £ :Lle 62-1. ﬁ
7. REIATION TO IWIBLLIGENCE COLNIHIITY P Hone,

46 MAY 131918 }{
62-116395 5

e ﬂ t’)\‘\ ' /
assoc.0ir. 1 = 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) N
o ot - 67-29405 (Personnel File Retired SA Lish Whitson) & /

Asst. Dir.:

Admin, ~—»S—I»F?F‘:eka » " . "

omp. st. e L ‘ \ »‘ /’7

(E:xt. Afsf:irs Ilo) x\‘\"‘) . we e )‘ / ¢
Zl‘esuf “™WOTE: - Oflgmalwz.a liairon to Ce,m’:ral Commmlty Index in

pent. ——eonnection with Senstedy 75. Memorandum from W, R. Wanmall to N,

~J. B. Adame 4/23/75 "Senqtudy 75; Former Supervitor Lich Whitcon, %
Libeoroy ~—Assigned Intelligence . D1V1<1on," reco‘mmendea, and it was approved,’

swe. v, that an Abstract would be provided for the records of the Central
Tone —Community Index concernlng, the interview of Whit:con by the SSC.

Legal Coun.

Intell.

Telephone Rm.
E s 00M i_TELETYPE UNIT [ GPO 954-346
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1 - Mr. McNiff
May 5, 1975 2-Mr.S.F.Phillips

MATERIAL FOR JOINT COMMITTEE
ON ERNAL REVENUE TAXATION

bf}" 1. TITLE/SUBJECI: FBI's Investigation of Extremist
v ' Organizations and Individuals

2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letter from FBI to Mr. Laurence N.
Woodworth, Chief of Staff, Joint Committee on Internal Revenue
Taxation, dated 4/10/75.

4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified
5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA

6. SUMMARYOFCCONTENTS: The Joint Committee requested the
names of FBI employees who made the decision to provide the Speci?r
Service Staff (Activist Organization Committee) of the Internal
Revenue Service with FBI reports relating to the FBI's investi-
gation of extremist organizations and individuals. The FBI
response was that the matter had been thoroughly researched and
it was established that the decision in the above matter was
personally made by the late J. Edgar Hoover, then Director of the

FBI.
7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: Joint Comittee on Inte
Revenue Taxation. 3/28/75 REC-100 (2 / ’}"/ ;

8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI \A/W ( /’\

10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: 62-17909-1104 v& MAY 13 1975

oor Zﬁ — 11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMSTThIs
ass. o matter is of joint interest to the FBI and the Internal Revenue

Admi

Comp"‘ SQrV ice ]
Ext. Affoirs

Files & Com}’z- llﬁw m)
con. . —SFP zekw (5)€ K
mspection _ NOTE 2 Origing!_;via liaison to Central Community Index in

el f—-—«connection with T%QLE. See memorandum R. L. Shackelford to
om s et M. W. R, Wannal 75 "Internal Revenue Service Investigations

oo m.__of New Left and Extremist Organizations and Individuals," TJM/dgr

Assoc. Dir.

9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/10/75
|
|

L0 934-545

Legal Co [ ‘Aw
i Telephone Rm. __ G
}ﬁre ", Y- 5 ¥3fBrOOM (]  TELETYPE UNIT [ ] @ \A)O / 1
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RE BUTELCALL OF SUPERVISOR SEYMOUR PHILLIPS TO SAC, NEWARK, /
MAY 5 ’ 1975, o st (1t )
FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN WwAS RECONTACT‘E—Q{B«-Y‘ ‘ASAC, J. /j:"
A

NEWARK , AND FURNISHED FOLLOWING INFO ON MAY 5, 1975:
HE WAS ORIGINALLY CONTACTED BY THE /sr«: &7 SELECT ﬂ“
COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF MEMBER MICHAEL | 4EPSTELN TELEPHONICALLY N)
:‘

\I/g
/
AT WORK (HERITAGE BANK =- IRON, MORRISTOWN, N.J.) A DAY OR TWO g/a /
PRIOR TO HIS INTERVIEW ON APRIL 25, 1975. IR, EFSIEI& DID NOT ”. ;ﬁﬁ
INDICATE IN ADVANCE AREA OF INQUIRY CONTEMPLATED AND WHEN ‘ N
Agxsa BY FORMER SA DEVLIN HOW HE, EPSTEIN, HAD oarazuan KIS,
quan S, PHONE NUMBER AT WORK, EPSTEIN INDICATED, "YOU KNOW,
'§§§§VE GOT WAYS." JIN ADDITION, EPSTEIN TOLD HIM THAT THE ssc HAD ””‘/@2.¢9
)
%§§§n GIVEN A BROAD SCOPE OF .INQUIRY AND wanﬁoﬁnﬂaArsn TO Laex INTO
é&; '< hastt R ma&ﬁ;‘
@%gﬁ ACTIVITIES OF VARIOUS INTELLIGENCE GATHERING AGENCIES,
»- 83 18 MAY 131975 3
g§§%TEIN DID NOT MENTION THAT HE HAD ANY TYPE OF CLEARANCE BUT §
waluzm SRR amw
WAS VERY POSITIVE IN HIS POSITION THAT THE SSC HAD BEEN
. ) .’
MANDATED BY CONGRESS TO GONDUCT INQUIRIES, EPSTEIN EXHIBITED pvwﬁ
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PAGE TWO | ” ‘
AN IDENTIFICATION CARD CONTAINING HIS PHOTOGRAPH Fb;IDENTIFY
HIMSELF AND HE DID NOT PLACE DEVLIN UNDER OATH. EPSTEIN DID
¥0T $NDICATE WHERE HE HAD RECEIVED xuwonmarxanié;eannluee
DEVLIN'S PARTICIPATION. IN THE 1964 ATLANTIC CITY .CONVENTION
AND WHEN ASKED BY DEVLIN., .HE INDICATED ONLY THAT, "WE'VE
GOT WAYS”, B
DEVLIN INDICATED THAT EPSTEIN'S INQUIRY WAS CONCERNED
PRIMARILY WITH MARTIN LUTHER KING AND THE ELSUR COVERAGE
. AFFORDED KING., EPSTEIN'S. INTEREST APPEARED :I0 ALSO CENTER
AROUND WHO TOLD DEVLIN TO GO TO ATLANTIC CITY 'AND THE AIMS
AND PURPOSES OF THE FBI*S ACTIVITIES AT ATLANTIC CITY. EPSTEIN
SEEMED :T0 BE DRIVING AT.THE POLITICAL OVERTONES CONNECTED WITH
THE ATLANTIC CITY C<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>