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:Oi r ctcA_r, FBI 
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U. S • S&~i\I'E SEL . .IZCT COioit-IT.TTEE 
02~ IHT.£LLIGIMCE ACTIVITIL!S (SSC) ALL INFORMATION COmAINED 

HERE!~ ~~P.~61QLASSIFIEO 1 
~jA .J 

DATE ~-BYG.f~tc-.. O 
I~fc~cnce is made to this Bureau's letter and 

memorandum dated September 3, 1975, '~hich effected a p~rti~l 
delivery to the SSC of materials concerniP~ Dr._J~~£~Jn L~~hcr 
K:i.Df';, Jr., based on SSC requests dated July 8, 1975, and July 
14, -1975. -----

Enclosed for your ~pproval end fo~1nrding to the 
sse is the original of a memorandu.111 in further po.rtial respon::n 
t:o the aforementioned t\70 sse requests • 

.c\lso enclosed for your records is a cory of the 
mem.orcndUI!l l:rh.:i.ch is being delivered to you ·with c: set of the 
mc.terials \·:hi.ch ere beill3 delivered to the sse. 

. ·, /(_ / \ 
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1 - 111.e l:eputy l~ttorney General l{\· F' 
r_~_. o L.~.ttention: 1·!icheel E. Shaheen, J~. ··If ·' -:, . - tpJ 

~
.... Specic-1 Counsel for L~ .l.. ml·( · 
.. In:'celligence Coordin~u.o.,n.. -r\, -~·.t\\ 
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A~:to~~:nv.- (9) _.,..,.,- __.-oA YfOCrZ 
~. ~~::.·sysr._ Nu'fE: Single copies of the 7/8 and 14/75 sse requests are 

Ext. Affairs- attached to the file copy of enclosed Lmi. Exact copies of the 
~:~:.·~~v~::-=.materials being furnished are me.intained in the office of the 
ld••'---SENSTUDY Project and a. detailed record has been maintained 
::::;;~'~of the materials furnished. Arrangements have been r.1ade for a 
Laboratorr-representative of the Legal Counsel Division to deliver the 
Plan. & Evol.- tt h d d 11 h • 1 b • Spec. 1.v. _a ac e memo ran um as we r;t s t e mater1.~ s e1.ng provided to 
Training-the SSG-.~5 ~l rv M 
~:~:;h~~l"~~EP l~rlst - ~, . ;> ~ . J( r ~ t.-
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,. 
2 Mr. J. l-1intz 

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) 
1 - l'1r. '{.J. R. Hannall 
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

62-116395 

c#.'t~~ 
September 8, 1975 

~,o~~~~~ U. S. SEUI.:.T:& SELEC'l' CO:NNITIEE TO 

~
~ ~ STU.OY GOVEf.J;niD:U'AL Oi'Ef.ATIONS UITH 

~~,~~ RESPECT TO I'tiir:LLIGENGE ICTIVITIES (SSC) 

"i-"~~~ 
~\)~ 

l:~eference is ma.de t ·o the letter from the Cha.irm.r.n 
of the SSC to the Attorney General dated l~ugust 28, 1.97 5, 
requestin~ delivery of previously-requested FBI materialo 
pcrtainin:; to Dr. Na.rtin Luther King, Jr. R:·ference is elso 
me..cle to FJ3I memorandum d~ted September 3, 1975., ~7hich 
effected delivery of materialo in pnrti~l response to sse 
requests dated July 8 and 14, 1975. 

liaterials request·ed in Items 7 and 19 of the 
July 8, 1975, request and in Items 7, 8, 9, a~d 13 of the 
July 1.4.' 1975' :request are beins d~live:red to the sse '\7ith 
this memorandum. 

It is noted that !tam 7 of the July 14, 1975, 
request referred to the oxisinal of c-·n FJI Director 
memorandum deted HoY9Dlber 17, 1963, to ~~em·rs. Tolron, 
Belmont~ DeLo~.ch, F~osen, and SuD.iven. Ho such m2more.ndum 
could be located in FBI filr::s. Ho1·rcver, c:. a:iTililarily­
Dcl.dressecl memorand~11 dated november 7, 1963, "Yras located and 
is being furnished, az it apperently is the m~;1an.e~ .of 

.I sse interest. · ~ ... 0· ··.'\ 

t:
soc . Dir.- 'f'i" th t I 13 f t\J ~ ~·\ \ ' 

o.p. Ao Adm. _ H 1. res pee to our respo.m:.e to tem o .w.;2- , • V" \ 
- o:to~~:lnv.-July 14, 1975, r?quest, tWO ttddit~onal dOCUine..l1tG (13a and v\ •. ~ \ 
-Admin. __l3b) e,re respons1. ve but are incluaed in response to Item 9 J 

camp. sr••· -and therefore. are not duplice.ted under Item 13. . . , A c "W 
Ext. Affairs - \.A.I u /( 
Files & Com.- \~. ~.';\ \~·1 '-V 
Gen. lnv. -· • ~ 

!dent. SFP 1 . ~) l!J-is document is prepared in response to '!JOUr reque~t and is not for dissemi-
lnspection : e cs .../* nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceeilings by 
Intel!. -- ( 8) your Committee and the content m,ay not be disclosed to unauthorized perso-n-
Laboratory -
Plan. & Eva I._ nel ~vithout the express approval of th_e E,Bl AG '() 1 {"\ 
spec. '"·· _ ORIGINl'~ AND ONE COPY IO ~ v 

El·~CLU ~··-':· . ~\, , .. Al. ,_ I f. 
MAIL ROOM c:J TELETYPE UNIT 0 . 'VV\.--
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• • • < ,f ' • - .. PR .. Nr< cHl/..0., :~Lo. Cli),I~,.. .. N I 
• • • t JO'•!•I: Ci. TOWC~, Tcx;..S. \.'IC.: CHA.I"M , 

~IUP' J,, ttA.nT, MICH. ' HCW..\JtO if. :::JAKC.R. Jt-t:. TEM-1 .. 

, •• 
.. •. WAt.."rF.r.r. MC.~'-':Io\L z. MII'IH. P.J.'"f:i't C:.JL.OWAT'tR. ;.Rt'%. 

WAL1T.K tJ. HUbr>t .. t'~TON, 1":"(.. CH:.r.•,,c:s MC C. MA":'HI.AS. Jn:., MO ... 
,._C:Ut:rtT MOP.G~N. l'l,C. fHCHARO ~. 5CH\Y£1K£R, P"r 

:Vfnifcll .£)!afe.s ...$cncde GARY t!Al<T, C~Lo. 

WrLLtAM G. Mn .. LER, STArr OIREC'i"OR 
FR£0EHICK A. 0. SC»iWARZ. JH •• C"iiEF COUNSEL 

CURTIS R,. .SMOTliERS, MtNUAITY COUNSEL 

f&i- ORMATION coNTA\NED . . 

~~~~~:~~~ 
K. William-O'Connor, Esq. 

S£1LCT COMM11l"EE TO 
. STUDY COVt::RUMENTAl. OPERATIONS WITH 

!'i:CSP1:CT TO !NTEL.l.IGENCE ACTIVITIES 

(....,..._.otr TO $. AI:S. t1, SlTH CONGRESS) 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

July 8, 1975 

· Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination 
Office of the Deputy Attorney General 
U. Sc Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20530 

Dear Mr. O'Connor: 

Pursuant to Section III. A. of the notification 
attached to the Committee's letter of June 27, 1975, I am 
fonqarding herewith an additional request for materials 
which relate to this matter. 

The specificity of this request is not, of 
course, intended to limit in any way the agreement to come 
forward \'lith all relevant information and materials, includ­
ing documents, Hhether or not they have been brought to the 
Committee's attention or have been specifically requested 
by the Committee: ... 

As Mr. Sch~varz and I .indicated in our meeting 
with you a few days ago, there are still outstanding sev­
eral items relating to this matter \·lhich the Co:nu.-nittee re-

I quested some time ago. This request should in no way delay 
\ .further the~availability ?f_~h~ prev~ously ~equested i~7ms, 

. \ ~and we woula expect that 1na1v2dual 1tems Wlll be suppLled 
~ ~ ~enever they become separately ready for submission. 

~~ l~ Your cooperation is appreciated. · 

~~~ 
l~ ~ ~ . 4 s 

lS * RECEiVE 0 

NW 5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 5 

Sincerely, ~ 

" w':rEfA // , 
i hn T. Elliff 

DJ.rector · ·. 
Domestic Intelligence 
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1. Access to all memoranda, airtels, teletypes, and any 
other materials ~vhich relate in any way to: 

a. The dissemination to any person or organization 
outside the executive branch of the federal govern­
ment of information re~ating to Hartin Luther King, 
Jr. 

· h. Contacts bet\\~een FBI personnel and persons outs~de 
the executive branch of the federal goverrun~nt con-
cerning Dr. King. 

2. All memoranda and any other materials which relate to 
meetings or proposed meetings between FBI headquarters 
and Dr. King, including, but not limited to: 

a. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
.such proposals. 

be All correspondence and any other materials reflect­
ing invitations extended for such meetings. 

c. All correspondence and any other materials -reflect­
ing replies to any such invitations. 

d. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
briefings or preparations for such meetings • 

• I. 

e. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
what occurred at such meetings. 

f~ All memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
actions recomrnended or taken follo\ving such meetings. 

3. All memoranda and any other materials which relate to a · 
meeting bet;.;een the FBI Director and reporters on 
November 18, 1964, including, but not limi·ted to: 

a. Proposals, invitations, and replies.for such meeting. 
'.;. 

b. Arrangements, briefings, ~nd preparations for such 
meeting. 

c. Summaries or other ev·idence of what occurred at 
such meeting. 

I. t ··- -, r::--· ...- I_,.; 0 
(.II~)_ --//61 :;:;; ,:r· ~ b) 

' . I 

l ..N'I'l'----'5.5l.6.0 Docid : 3 .2989641 Page 6 



4. 

·5. 

6. 

7. 

•• • •• ~ . - ......... ..... 
. ~: . 

- 2 

, • 
I' 

All memoranda and anv other materials \vhich relate to 
a meeting bet\veen th~ President and Roy Wilkins, · 
A. Philip Randolph, h'hi tney Young, Mrs. Dorothy Haight, 
James Farmer, and Jack Greenoerg on November 19, 19 6~::~: .:· .. 

. . :~:--=·~~ .. , .. 
A copy of a November 19, 1994, telegram from Dr. King·· .. "'"' 
to Director Hoover, and all notes, memoranda, and any 
other materials reflectinq the disoosition of, or 
actions taken as a resultJof the r~ceipt of, sa~d tele-
gram. ___ _ 

All memoranda and any other materials relating to t~e 
award of the Nobel Peace Prize to Dr. King on or about 
December 10, 1964. 

All memoranda and any other materials relating tQ a 
ban~uet held in honor of Dr. King in Atlanta, Georgia, 
on January 25, 1965. 

8.. · All memoranda and any other rna terials \vhich relate to 
a meeting between the President and Dr. King on 
February 9, 1965. 

9. All materials which formed the basis for the F'BI's 
response dated June 12, 1975, captioned 11 Reguest Per­
taining to Electronic Surveillance 11

, vlhich pertained 
to the travel of certain former agents of the FBI. 

10. All memoranda and any other materials'~·;hich relate to 
mail openings, and mail covers, with respect to 
Dr .. King. 

11.. Access to all memoranda and any other materials vlhich 
relate to electronic surveillance of Dr. King by state 
or local agencies or governments. 

12. All memoranda and any other materials which relate to 
the transfer of former Special Agent Robert R. Nichols 
to thE? Oklahoma City office of the FBI in June 1969 • 

• 
13. All Fot~s FD 185 and attachments {including forms 

entitl.ed "Performance Rating Guide for Investigative 
Per~onnel"} from 19 59 un d_.l retirE!!-nent for: 

NW 5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 7 · 
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a. Former Special Agent Robert R. Nichols • 
. · 

b9 Former Special Agent A~an Sentinella. 

l4o All memoranda and any other ma~erials which relate to 
a letter from former Associate Director Clyde A. Tolson 
to newspaper columnist Carl T. Rov1an concerning Dr. King, 
as reported in the Washington Evening Star on June 18, 
1969. 

15. All memoranda and any other materials relating ·to 
·arrangements, briefings, and preparations for an inter­
view of the FBI Director by any reporters for the 
Washington Evening Star on June 19, 1969; all memoranda 
and any other materials referred to, quoted from, or 
displayed during such interview; and all memoranda and 
any other materials reflecting what occurred at such 
interview. 

16. Access to all materials upon which 11 Black Extrernist 11 

COINTELPRO summaries 16, 23, 63, and 156 were based. 

17. An August 17, 1964, memorandum from former Assistant 
Attorney General John Doar to the FBI Director request­
ing a name check on certain individuals connected with 
the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party. 

l8e All memoranda and any other materials indicating or 
reflecting the inception of (a) all headquarters files 

.and (b) all Atlanta, Georgia, field office files con­
cerning Dr. King and concerning the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference, together with the basis and 
authority for opening such files. 

19. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting or 
relating to a 1963 meeting at FBI headquarters which 
was attended by former Special Agents Robert R. Nichols, 
Henry Rouse, William Sullivan, and other FBI personnel,_ 
and which related to Dr. King~ 

- · .. ~ ~ 
20~ All memoranda prepared by the Internal Security Se~tion 

and by former Assistant Director ~'Villiam Sullivan con­
cerning the August 19 63 Harch on ~vashington. 

~ 
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21. All memoranda and any other materials which reflect 
or relate to communications between the FBI Director 
or FBI headquarters personnel and the President or the 
President's staff in June 1969 concerning electronic 
surveillance of Dr. King. .. 

> 

.. ........ ____ _ _ 

l 

N.B.: The Bureau's search for the above-requested mate­
rials should include a check of perti~~nt field 
office files a-s well as headquarters files • 
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PREDrniCK A. O. SCHWARZ. Jlt., CHlLP' cca,INSEJ.. SELECT COM:o-errr';:;:;;; TO CURTIS R. SMO'(fti;RS, MlNOHITY C'!)OJNSl:l. 

., 
f 
i 

I 
I 

· I 

K. William O'Connor, Esq. 

STUDY GOVERNMENTA!..C.i-t.fl/,TIONS WITH 
- • RESPECT TO INTELL!t:::N<..f.: /,CTtVITiS:S .. . ..;.. __ . 

_, , • . • (PURSUANT TO S. ru:s.zt,.-,.~H CO,.Gt<t:s~) - -. . _ ... . . 
• WASHINGTON.D.G. 20510 

I 

, \ 1 
{ . 

July 14.- .1975 

I 
f . 

Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordineiion 
Dffice of the Deputy Attorney General 
U. s. Department of Justice 
wash~ngton, D. c. 20530 

Dear l1r. 0' Connor: 

ALL \NFORfviATlON CONTAINED YJi 
HEREI~Ii u4!'CI.ASSIFIE~ . 
DATE ~ .i!JL BY 7f _ 

Reference is made to your lett8r of July 8, 1975, 
transmitting certain rr.aterials relating to the Martin Luther 
King, Jr. monographs. 

We \'lould appreciate being supplied the follmving 
additional i terns in response to Appendix u, Ii:em S,. u.L u . .~....;: 
Conunittee's letter of May ·14, 1975: 

1. All materials refelcting the ear.L1er recommenda­
tion and approval -v;hich are ir.:dl.e:ated in the first" 
sentence of Hr. Sullivan's October 15, 1963 
memorandum to Mr. Belmont. 

2. The identity of the author of the nonograph \•Thich 
was attached to Mr. Sullivan's October 15 1 1963 
memorandum to Mr. Belmont. 

3. All materials which r~~flect or relate to l'o1r. 
Sullivan's in?tructions to subordinates concerning 
the preparation of the 1963 monograph. · 

4. All materials \'lhich reflect or r12late to the trans­
mission of the monograph to }~. Sullivan from 
subordinates prior to Hr. Sullivan 1 s October 15, 19'63 
·memorandum to J.v'J.r. Belmont. 

All materials which reflect Mr~ Tolson's transmlssion 
to the Director of f-ir. Belmont 1 s memorandum of 
October 17, 1963. 

-· 
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7. 

. · 

.8. 

' !. 
I 

All materials \vhich reflect what transpired ~b:eem 
the Director's approval of Mr. Sullivan's Oc7~ber 15! 
1963 memorandum, and the transmission of Mr. ~ullivan's 

"october 18, 1963 memorandum to }tr. Belmont. 
·. 

A xerox of the original ~f the Director 1 s No-:r.;:mber 17, 
1963 memorandum to Hssrs. Tolson, Belmont, Do: Leach, 
Ro~en, and Sullivan • 

A xerox of the original of the director's Ftvruary 5, 
1964 memorandum to Nssrs •. Tolson, Belmont, R.:~en, 
Sullivan, De Loach, and Evans. 

Access to the original memoranda from Hr. S1::.:.livan 
~o Mr. ~elmont, dated: 

a. November 22, 1964; 

b. November 27, 1964. 

1-o·:--- 'l.'he id.enti"t:.y Of the d.Ui:.l.1.u.L vf the 
revision" of the· 1963 monograph. 

11. All materials which reflect or relate t.u 1•1r. ... Sull.i.ve1u ::o 

instructions to subordinates in 1964 to rev~~e the 
1963 monograph. 

12. All materials which transmitted for approva·. and/or 
signature the December ·1, 19 64 lette·r from ~ 'J.e 
Director to Mr. Moyers. 

13. All materials which reflect the approval of ~r. 
Belmont 1 Hr. Tolson., and/or the Director of! 

a. Recommendations contained in Mr. Sulli~~n's 
Novembe.J; 22, 1964 memorandum to Mr. Bel:·•.ont; 

b. Reco~~endations contained in Mr. Su~li~~n's 
November 27, 1964 memorandum to Mr. Bel·:~ont; 

c. The December 1, 1964 letter from the Di~ector 
to Mr; Moyers. 

14. Access to the second page (unexcised) of tl1~ 
December 17, 1964 memorandum from Mr. Baum-;:trdner 
to Mr. Sullivan. 

' -NW-'55ffifi-Doe±Q+J.~~6.41 Page---a..c..._.......;._--=------------------------
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'. 

15. ·All materials reflecting the approval of Hr. 
Sullivan, Nr. Belmont, Hr. Tolson 1 and/or-the Director· 
.of the recorm:nendation contained in 1!1.:-. Baumgardner 1 s 
December 17, 1964 memorand,um to Mr~ Sullivan. 

·16. All memoranda and any other materials which rela·te 
to the preparation of a memorandum car::-tioned "Martin 
L]lther King, Jr.: His Personal Cond-:.:ct" t.vhich is 

- ,ref~rred to and vlas apparently enclosed wit:h, the 
Director's December 21, 1964 letter to Sen3J~.-or 
Humphrey. (Please do not. supply the n~emora.ndum.) 

17. The identity of the author of the memorC~.ndu:n 
. ·. ·described in item #16 above and of any ot:.h.::.r similar 

memoranda. 

18. All memoranda and any other materials V·?bich relate 
to the dissemination to Senator Humphro:i of the 
memorandum described in item #16 and '\vl:dc:1. relate 
to any other dissemination of the said n~;:n~·Jro.ndum 
or any other similar memorandum. 

19. · The identity of the at.lthor of +.h0. .1.9ri7 t:>:.~\r-i :::ion of 
the Martin Luther King., Jr. monograph. 

20o All material which reflect or relate to Mr. Sullivan 1 s 
and/or Hr. C. D. Brennan's instructions to sub­
ordinates in 1967 to revise any earlier Hartin Luther 
Ki~g, Jr. monograph. 

21. Access to an unexcised copy of the August 24! 1967 
memorandum from Mr. C • .D •. Brennan to Hr. Sullivan. 

22. ~11 materials reflecting Mr. Tolson's suggestion, 

: ... . 

and the Director's agreementF that the King monograph 
be brought up to date in 1968 1 as indicated in the 
Febru,ary 29, 1968 memorandunl from Hre G. Ce f.!oore 
to Mr. Sullivan. 

Sincerelyr 

~;.·~ (/g~~ector 
Domestic Intelligence Task Force 

NW 5 Hi O Docld : 329896.41 Page 12 



5-140 <Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

Addressee: SENs.TE SELECT COMMITTEE 

• 

0 L TR IXJ LHM 0 Memo 0 Report dated 9/8/7 5 
<4 U.S. Senate Select Committee; 

Caption of Document: 7/8/75 request Items 7 and 19 
,, 7/14/7 5 Request, Items 7, 8, 9 and 13 

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI 
J ____ __ ~ .... _ .... --~_.... -- - - ------ -- - -

NW 5516:0 Docid: 329 896,•U Page 13 
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SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING. 

,. TO: .... Intelligence .. ·community Staff FROM: 
ATTN: Central Index 

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 

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

2. DliTE PROVIDED 

TeRIEFING T I INTERVIEW T TTESTIMONY I joTHER 

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

X sse 

HSC 

4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; 
interviewee, testifier and subject) 

give name or identification number of briefer, 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HER61~),~ .Y_~~SSifl,~YriM \tjA 
.DATE~ BY T--rQ 

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other­
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) 

sse lotte~s 1/8/15 it~Ys 1 Gna 19 ana -7/14/75 
it~~ 7/e/9 anj l~ 

6 . CLASSIFICATION OF 
INFORMATION (enter 

U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword) 

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are 
used underline for emphasis) 

lnfomation handling 
lntelligen~a eolloetton 

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

lhterial relating to a. l;nnqttt!t: h~ld !n honor of nr. Kina on 1/25/65 
t'l..nd s~te.rtol$ t-blattng to~ 1963 ~ting at fBI~ which was 
a.tten:1etl hy f'(;)~e~ sveetn1 t:~gent.t :. unci othet" Bat pe:ttso.nnel, t:hlch 
:t-elnt~ to flr .. I<lng. Cop:tes of ll./17/63 c.nd 2/5/64 mentor~ndum. 

.. ......._ 

from th~ Director to t&Jsl's-. Tolso.a, Belmont, f!~Loaeh, Rosen nud 
Sulli'Wln; ll/22/64 and 11/27/64 ~aorauda from $ullt.wn to Belmont 
3nd ttatA,_,!~lu which reflect the approval of the above two ~ 
memorandum end ~ 12/l/64 letter from the D1-recto:t" to Ifr. ~1oyer.t:J 

62..;11~~95 ;;:1 
FHK: fm..V;. , 
(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENrRAL COMMUNITY INDEX V 

IN CONNECTION WI'l'R SENSTUDY 75 ( \jV f) 

JREAT AS YEllOW d' 
CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 3791 (6-75) 

NW 5516.0 Docid: 3.29896-41 P.age t l4 & ~ -/1& 



N\'11' 5516 0 

INSTRUCTIONS 

• Type or print clearly in ink. 

• Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom. 

• Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required. 

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

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

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

' Docld : 32989641 Page 15 
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' 

Th.e 

'. 

-I. 

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

1 - Mr. W. R~ Wanna11 

1 - Mr. w. 0. Cre~ar 
1 Mr. J. P • Lee . 

~ 

~ 
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.. . . 

• • -
The Attor~ey General 

NOTE: 

sse made general request for information concerning FBI 
mail surveillances in a letter dated l~ay 14, 197 5. This request 
vvas later amplifieCI. in a June 13, 1975, letter. Response to 
this request was deferred since Department of Justice was conducting 
inquiry into mail openings by FBI. By memorandum August ·a,. 1975, 
:1r. Shaheen of the Department advi~ed of special procedures ~-rhich 
were to be followed in responding to mail opening requests. Since 
that · time 't'Te have delivered all ma-terial relating to the "Hunter" 
project which was a mail surveillance by CIA. The Lfin1 enclosed 
with our letter to the Attorney General containo additional 
responses concerning eight mail surveys involving interception 
and opening of mail by the FBI. It is noted that: sse request 
for names of all individuals who participated in mail openings 
is not being complied vrith. They are being told vTe do 
have such a list available although it is not considered 
complete. We feel access to such a list by sse staff at this 
time should be specifically authorized by the Department • 

- 2 -
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G2-11639!i-

• 2 - ~rr. J. A. Mintz 
(1 -Mr. J. B. Hotis) 

1 Mr. w. R. Wanna11 
1 Mr. w. o. Cregar 
1 Mr. J. P. Lee 

ut:~I':CBD smms Srll·"ft"\TB SDL!:CT COr.'F'fi'ZT!.ill 
TO S~l'JuY €CivElZ.~1El~nL OPDP.Zl'l?!Oi;!S 

l1ITll !'J:.'SPI!CT TO I!1'i:'ELLIGE1-JC!! ll.Ci'IVITI!JS '{SSC} 

\1>\t~\(b d)~ 
ctf.\SS\r\tRv~riW.2ot~ 
Jjf.C\.}$S\r ' 

nofcrenc·~ is ~.ado to lc·ttc-c of Juno 13 r 1'975 r frc:n-:t 
n r.. John T.. Elli-ff of t:he .sse trtaff' to rzr ~~ J~ ~ -. t:rillian o:tconnor 
of tho t(;!par'cr.::.cnt o£ Juci:ice. Tlti-o, latter rmplifie.o prior 
rec_:u·~St contained in :tt:Cl!l 41 .ilpp endi:x 13 ,_ of ·the SeC dOC.'Ul::'£.nt 
rcquoot datod Fay l~,. 1.~75 ~ u-ith np~cific ref oren co t;.o the 
t.ccimiqu~ r~fcx-rc<l to nn ntlilil sw:veillnncc_, including mail 
covers <:lrid opening ~ailn and. tho util.ization of :tl1in tcclmiquo 
''in internal occurity_,. in·t:.olligt~oe collcct.io11-,. il.nd/or countcr­
intcl1igol1CO n:l·ctcrn,. oporatiena ,. or ~:u:fcivitiec. '" 

Tho :rcquc::;.ts in t:ho Juno 13~" 1!175" lo~tcr 1:crc contained 
in ·I*..rcc ccctions gcns::::rally covc~ing {~) certain infornntio11 
concerning n.ll incidcnto of mail opening or ~uil in·oo:rccpt, 
(2) certain infoxnation concerning all inci~cnts of ~~il covers 
that ~:rcrc or::ccifically oo:nductcd 1-:.y FDI ct.ir;loycco, and {3} all 
uocur,>cn:t~ and l:!.ct:oro.ni!a ·uhich -discuucr, rc:fcr, or rclut.<:l to the 
origill:::I,. uu~hor.izations*' conduct tt..~c1 tro.nc=tisoion of 1 ar.,t1 
policies and prccoc1uroo for., tho Mil OJ:G-ningn ~ intcrccpta -r 
and covers iaontificd a~ovc~ 

Tho follo~1ing infornation is n~t forth roDponsiv~ to 
the three cn.tugoricc of rcqucat o~tlin-cil above~ 

GPO : 1975 0 • 569·920 
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heading . of .tlt-e. FB! coc1e··:l1a..me .. . for eiich ~~ch;c ~lirvey. ou~ · to :tne· · . .. 
:na1;ure ~ of the: records: Itt?lihtaf.ne_d . f()r each O.f ~ t.h~s~ . ~H~'rveys. ~ you• . . 
_'t-li.ll nota . tiil~rt. . tbe . {il:\'!.OUnt ·Of ·information . f\ll:'nishsd ·m,ay ,·vary'_ . ; .. :- · 
CO!fSitle¥ably from sun"ev .. t_o ::suit'Vey: .. · ... 'JJ'OI;-; in:sta:nce I ·.an ·.appreciable .. · 
V01\.1Ule '·of ~.late:ri';ia.L ~nd .-<leta.j_ .~ ·}?.as ooen 'd0Vi3:lop$d concernin.g the . 

- So-called .~Sam Siirve:{: a!pae· a C0l1trol <f;t:le ~<laS main\:ai:qe(i afld . ··>-_' 
·-·th~ ·.t;)p~~ation ·was ~nduc·t~d, ove:r :an ' app)i:Qxi.pat.e .sev~n-ye.ar .. . .• ( 
·I?eriod, ._primarily i+l New ~ Y~rk, ,bu.t:~i.th some act,:i,J!-i_t:~r :occurring . _;->._-~~ . 

· ~n sev~ra1. 5>th~;r:- f_iel~ ~~v_p~io:ns. !:~&Jte· :Sun . :S~Y.~.-~:ron __ the. othe~·I}'?··: 
nan_d, was .a: much. mor<:;· .:na~~ow opera;:..ion .cond_l}ctea- only in t-ie.'<~ Yo~-;.~<;.~ 

. i. • • · · f .or· a one~y~·a~.: pe'l.-d;Rd~ . No';.eontrol • fil~ or 'dogumentation was , ·. · . 
,. · .. ,·: - loca.t ·Gld fo~ · :· t:his . };,rOfJr~.. . - t ·· .. : ·· :. ,,: .. 

. , with ~~speot .:"t.o the ·~e.q1.1~S!t - ~or -~e. C.h~es of .itl'd;tvidua.'is': 
·who p.;trtic:l.1?ated · iti the_ progrc.ims .li$teGit: · r~tri~~ablli ty ·· b£ ·this .. 
. infor:ffiat:ion · also p~eaf3n~~ .~ . proJ;;t1e,_m. __ .. ::FBI. :. Hea~gua;-ter~· ·· . 'racor·ds 
.. ~1ere ncif::: ·. helpful in. thi:s · a:rea ... · ·· By: canvassing :apprppri.ate field­
ditrisions1 we have; he~n, ahl,e . to . reconstruct :a partia-l: llst of. . . 

.. · :iluch indivl.duals·. · -How~ver·j · thiS? : nature~ -pf: t hese .·re.eo:tds are .. :: .. · ;. ,·· 
.. such .that the lis:t· canno~ be considered . eomplet:e • . · t:n·_.v.ic:w of" 

. . . i 1' !!;.: .. ~~ .. ::~~1~1. ~~~ .. · . :t';a.:~.·:v···n· · ;>~l~.~.-~~~. Cl; .• -~.~. l.e~~. l····o~.- ·.>5. ~~;i~=~J··· .e. "'j;. pt; · ·· ... · ,_, 
·' . . · invol:vin9 . n1~tta,r~. which ·.may . ;Lnvittsr sanctions -O.f a crimina:t, ' · < . . · 

· '· . . . natbiu:'e·,. ·~: 'list ·is ; not .l?feirig_ ,incltl,ded .i l,'1 .' t_his re13p~n'se. > At "the . 

~ - ,; 

-·- ··-

. ' . 

' ~ . ... 

. • ,dj:r~ctiqn Q$ tli~ Department? of .zrust ·.ice., , th~ .. list will be ma¢e : 

.• ~-avai;~~b~~ r.:S:~it~:r:;~: :o~ -~h~-· .. ~~~e ,~~iil·¢~Y$ >s ·•·••· ·- · 
, > ,~ · s~t ·. ·fort:h: ~ ,a'lons tqifh: t;he physi9~l -lqcat!o.n,. tp.e., typ.e· 6£ :r.\viil ~ . ·: · 

~ . -.. invol.ve.a~ . and : the .pU)."pose of .tlle. sw;vey • . . : -· . . • .. , . 

· . . ·: ..... • . •· ..• : .. ;:;,· ·.c·~~~r~~:; .: -;~e ~ - ~o~~~~~-~-~tunlln~ :~rpg~~~ --~ga1i h~ ·.· .-- / .. . 
- Hasninq:ton,: D. e;, ···rn Zt94{f; a tld'" involv$d: .= t he \ ·ipe·hiilg ·:of;.mail : .. · .. 
-•• :·aadr~ssed to v~~i~;as . td:reig%,1 ·. ~l$~s,s.i€a3 _ :-then ofF -·l.iitere$t ... to ·the .· · .. 

. ·· ,t1ni:ted statf;.s. · . . · I~t . ~the- ~ ponclus;!:orr o~.· World :'t--la~. : ·rr. ~ ~·· effe>~-t · ~~s 
)the~ c!onc~:n;tr.a~ed agai~l$.t. s·ovi¢t :al'ld .Sqvi,et bloC llStiions.. : .. ,. ' 

. .... Pur~_ng the 'peri od of· .ep.ehition:·;:i h t~ashJngt<,Jn, . tJie . ·.su~vay ·~Jas .. 
. ·: discont!11~d a t least once: an4"-' it -t,.,l:as corn.p1etely C:B.:scon.tl.nued· 

.. ... ... · ' ·: in ·r1uly, ... lf166. -:.z ·cove,r,€1-ge .als.6, . e~isted .,in Nevr:Yor$-.. frOI!l ~bout 
· ; :~ ' 19.59' :or t~l69 until July·;·_ 1~65) ;;·.,(~Urecte.cl· a'l:fains·t. ths-a · s6v±et.'. ,, : __ ~ 

t-Ussion to -,~'1~ :unit-ed Nations-. ~ Iif :was ·alsq operated against:. . : 
·-·' ' ' ,'1 : · ... 

· . :· . .. st-'C.RET ·.·. · ·.· .. 

, ' . . 
. : ... . ~ ., . ,· -

·• ··_.!'<:; 
' . . . ; ...... .. . ;:. i ·::. ' 2 

~ .- . ·-: -.- .. 
·. I · ·. 

. r- ; -- . .. 

; - ~ . 
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·SECRET '' ·. 

· . u. ·S, · senate · S~J;eot Comtn!ttiee on. . . ~ ·· 

Intelligence Activities . (sse)· 

Re: . . r-ta:l-1 Stirveillance 

the CUban i.U.ssion· to the united Nations ·in Ne\'r York from 
August, · 1962, Until May., 1965. · The mail swtveyed under this 
·program wa$ that specifically addressed to the target establish-

. ment and the objec;~ive of the program was t!o detect individul;lls . . . 
in contact. ·w.tt·h the$$ establif3hments who might be att~mpting . 
to make co!ltaot.for espionage r~asons, for _purposes of defect.i,ng 

_or .. whomigh~ be . lllegal espionage agents. The physical 
-location in Washington, n·. c.,' was the Main Post· Office and . 
selected mail was opened in FBI Headquarters' space. · . In· 
New York, mail di;-ected ·to .the SOviet t~ission wa$ intercepted 
at the Lenox Hill Post ,Office and suspect letters were carried 

. to ~he New ~ork · FBI: Office ·f.or opening. Coverage . agains_t . the 
··Cuban Mission involved the Grand central Post Office and later 

the Lena~ Hill · Post Office in New York City.. · 

::__ Sam Survel. . This survey w~s aimed at detecting the 
presence o£ soviet :·!legal agents in; tht;) Unitad states so that 
tl'l.eY might . be neutralized.. · The survey was based on certain 
i _ndicators and mail _ add.resf;V~S ·in :european countries . which we 
had lea~ed were being used in illegals' communications • . The . 
survey was directed against outgoing airmail from the United States 
beinq sent to certain European cities and countries i Mexico_, · · 

· .;rapan, and canada. The ·. survey was 9perated in · New York 
: (pctober 1, 1959, to · Jl.llY 2if 1966) ; . Boston ~(February 27, 1962, · 
to Sapt.eml:>er 13t_ 1962), l'lFO (August 20, 1961,· to August 8, · ·.· .. · 

· 1966) r · Detroit (May ·14, 1.96~, to Septe~r 21, 1962) t Los !Ulgeles 
(September 28, 196_1, t:o Novem):>er 17, ;1.962) and Seatfle .. · · 
(S.eptember B ,· 1961; to february B, 1963) • 

'.fhe follOwing physical looations were used for the 
Opening or tntercept of mail in t;his · sul;Vey: 

New York·. "" FBI New York Office and U. S. Postal 
facilities Idlewild. ·,(new J .F . .-K.) International Airpo~t • . .. . :· .. . . ... . . 

Boston - ·Atrnicd.l ~ac;ll!ty; ;r..ogan International ~;.rpo~t, 
Ea~rt BOston., Massachusetts. · · · · 

. . . . . : -

. Wash!ngtol'l. ~ D. C. ·- U·. S • Post Off ice, ·washington 
:International .Airport Branch, and D11lles International Airport 
Branch.· 
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!nte.l.l.igence Aetivi.tie~ {SSC) 

ne~ ·Mail Surveillance 

Detroit ... Ne"1 Post . Office~ 

Los Anq(alea .-. U. S. Post Office Airmai~ Facility r 
Forsign. uni"t 1 and Los A.llgeles Iuter.rtational Airport Airmail 
Facility .. 

Seattle -- U. s. Post. Of fica Airrnail F'a.cili t-y, 
seat tle-'.t'acoma International Airport. . . 

. Gu.s Sury_~~ This au.rvey was. also auned a.t detection . 
o£ Sov~et. Illegal agenta based on our .knm:.tledge t~t -communicatio11s 
WGre sent ·through regular :mail channels to Soviet. illegal.s by 
intelligence personnel stationed in the Unit12d ·States in 
official ca~)aoities. Ty-po of mail covered was first-class mail 
directed. to certain target areas such as roordng houoe· and 
transient hotel d.il!,\tricts. This program began in Harch~ 1961, in 
NewY'ork City and was operated with P.ost Office peroonnel. until 
1\ugust 22, 1961, at 't'7hi.oh time we began operating thG program -". 
utiliaing Special Agents. The p·rogram was discontinued in · 
New York on !~a.roh 9, 1962. The Detroit Offiee operatec1 a 
similar survey 'W'rl.ng !'o.stal employees from October, 1961, until 
February, .1962, a.t which timo it was discontinued. The· 
San Francisco Office al110 operated a sim.ill'lr .survey ·from 
Octoberr. 1961, until F~brua.ry, 1962. 

Pacilities utili2~ in NEM York were the FBI Office? 
tJ.Ia.dison Squar<3 Post. Office, Cathedral Sttbst.atlon; Planetarium 
Substation; and the I~ . .""lSOnia Post Otfice, all Eew York. City. 
The Detroit Offico survey was located in the P..oosevelt Park 
AnnGX1 aud the San Francisco operation in the Rincon Annex~ 

. sun s·urver. [This survey . 'V'las a review of mail directed 
to known intelligence officers of the Soviot and Soviet bloc 
count.:rios 'Who WCt"e employees of the U1:1it€!d Nations~ ~'he purpose 
of the garvey was to tietect contacts of an intelligenye nature 
with these individuals since it ~res believed they "Ytere ·receiving 
such r.:tail uaing the secure cover of their Urd,ted Nations 
employment. The progrum t'lras operatet1 i.n New York only from 
June .25, 1963., to June 26, 1964. Th.e physical loca,tions involve.§}(~ 
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in this survey were the, Ne'tl? York Offtce of the· FBI and the 
Grand Central l?ont Office in New York City. Themail involv~d 
~1as post cards and first-class lett~rs. 

t10e Survey. Thi9 our-Vey was instituted to screen air­
mail fro:m r.'Uami to CUba a!ld !?uerto Rico to Cuba in . t~;o apecific 
CUban counterintelligence opcra.tiono. The purpose of this survey 
~'"as to locate cland~otine . communications through the: use of certain 
indicators on the mail as \vell as a kno~Jledga o£ the mail drops 
in Cuba~ 'l.'he mail w~s intercepted at the Biscayne Anne~ Post 
Of fico i:n Hiami and r:.n.1spected items opened at· that looat:i.on or 
in son~ instances d·elivered to 'the FBI Laboratory ~t l?BI Head­
quarters for special processing. First.-claso mail Ha~ primarily 
involved. 

Chir?rop Surve~. This survc~y screened firat-clasn 
mail entering tbe Unit~ States from the People's Th.Zpt'lt'Jlic of 
China and Hong Kon«J. ThG operation b0gan in September, 195~, 
as a mail cover and mail opening began on August 1, 1.956. The 
pro9ram waG finally ·terminated in January, 1966. our original 
introduction int.o this ourvey was in ccrnn~ction 'irJith the efforts 
of t .he U. S.. Cuotoms Service, Restricted · l::'IE~rchandise Section, 
to intercept comn.1unist propaganda being sent into tha United States 
from abroacL Later the Foreign· Propaganda Unit; D. s. Customo, 
was our poir.t of contact, ~;hich subaeql;tently moved to the Ilinco:n 
Annex Post Office. Ultimately, coverage W<lfl secured through 
the Airmail Facility of the U. s. Post · Office in Sa:t:l t'rancioco. 
In all instan¢es~ mail salected for opening wao processed at 
th0 Sa.Yl Francisco l?BI Office. 

Ch.iclct Survey. This survey ua$ initiated in October, . 
1963, in San Francisco and was concerned with airmail originating 
in the United States and being Dent to the People • £ !iopublic of 
China. Coverage was zaaintai:ned through the Airmail Facility of 
thcr U. S. Post Offic(;, San P.rancisco1 howevor, all items selected 
for opening were fur-ther processed a't the San Francinco FBI Office. 
Tuc purpose of this survey was t:o obtain foreign counterintel­
li9·ence information concerning Anicrica11S rt.;!siding in China who 
t-rere of interest to the FBI and other agencico of the u. s. 
Government; to detect efforts to persuade ocicntists and othe.rD 
of Chinese descent in the Uni~ed States to return to China; and 
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. to develop information concerning economic and social conditions 
in communist China, as well as scBcure information concerning 
subjects in tho United Stc;;.tes of security interest who \:;ere. 
corr<:~sponding with pexaons in communist China. This survey ~mn 
discontinued in January, 1966 • . · 

Chica.n survex.. 'J..lhis survey was conducted from Ja."'luar.y 
to t-Jovember, f9GI, in San Francisco.. It \~a·s aimed at ocreoning 
first-class mail from Chinese individuals in Canada to Chinese 
individual!! i:n ~he United States.. The purpose for the survey 
wac to dett:;lct Chinese connnuniat intelligence operations directed 
against the United States. The ®xact loca-tion of the screening 
in thio survey has no·t been determined :from cur records. 

(2) A revi~\>1 of logical r~corda at FBI Headquarters 
did not disclose any information concernin9 mail covers (apart 
from the survey~ listed above) that were physically conducted 
by .!?BI 0mployeea whether alone or in cooperation with Postal 
Service employees. Canvass of selected field office~ was 
unproductive of such information except that our Wc:tshingt.on 
Field Division reportec.l that mail covers, physically conducted 
by FBI employees, t;Ter~ maintained on various ·Soviet and Soviet 
bloc e~tablishm.ents in Washington, D. c., from about 1960 to 
S~ptember 30, 1964~ We are currently atternptin~ to develop 
addi ti.onal infonnation and documentation concerning theo_e 
incidents and further advice will be .forthcoming as soon as H:. 

. is available. 

{3) Docwr~ntat.ion and memoranda requested concerning 
the uurvcys listed in this m9morandu!·~ hrt.ve been prepared, witl1 
the notetl exception of thu Sun survey, and are being delivered 
to the Deparment of Justice under the delivery/access procedurco 
agreed upon by the Departraent. of Justice and the SSC. 

1 - The Attorney General 
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UNITED·S"f:'ATES ' DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION · 

Copy to: 1-MI, OSI, NISO 

Report ol: JOHN C. F. 

OCT 2 0 1970 
100-51132 

MORRIS OIJicez Philadelphia, 
Date: 

Field Office File t/.: Bureau File '6: 100-453233 

Title: 

Character: 
INTERNAL SECURITY MISCELLANEOUS 

Synopsis: Princip a1· activity- of Women 1 s ·Liberation Movement 
in Philadelphia has been celebration of \:Jomen 1 s 

Rights Day on 8/26/70. Occasion used by organizations such 
as Socialist Workers Party and Cormnu.nist Party to distribute 
lite.rature. MAREErf)JASON, Socialist ~·Jorkers Party.m~mber. ac­
tive in Women's Liberation Movement up to mid-September 1~70. 
Address used by Women's Liberation Movement at 928 Chestnut 
Street shared by number of organizations. 

-RUC-

Details: The Philadelphia Resistance Movement sponsored a 
meeting of a Women's Liberation Group at St. Mat~y's 

Church Parrish House in Philadelphia, Pa., on September 20, 
1969. There were approximately sixty persons in attendaBce, . 
of whom fifty were women. HAREE~PJASINSKI was among those in 
attendance along with young adults, college students, and some 
older women. The session which was to last all day had only a 
few persons prese.nt by noon and practically all had left by 
adjour~~ent time in mid-afternoon. 

PH T-1 
Sep.tember 22, 1970 

I 
FROM 

GRADING 
~CATION • 

. C 0 N F'I:-l.n ~NT I A L 
This document contatns neither recommendations nor c:Jc~ns of the FBI. It Js the property of tho PUT and is ·loant>d t <1 
your agency; 1t and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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MAREEN JASINSKI, also known as Jason, held a 
leadership position in the Socialist Workers Party (ffi~) 
in Philadelphia as of mid-September .1970. 

PH T-1 
September 14, 1970 

The SWP has been designated by the Attorney 
General of the United States, pursuant to Executive Order 
# 10450. 

~ ,. 
"The Daily l,forld, rr an East Coast Communist News­

paper, in its issue dated March 17, 1970, contained an article 
concerning a discussion of the Philadelphia Social Science 
Forum held at the Hotel Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Pa. The 
topic of the discussion was the 1-lomen' s Sjiruggle for Libera­
tion. Among the speakers was one MAR~ CALL-k who identified 
herself as from "Women's Liberati611. 11 

·-

"The Distant Drummer, 11 a local Philadelphia publica­
tion, carried ~~ article on June 18, 1970, reporting the es­
tablishment of ~omen's Liberat;lgn C~nJ;er ... a-g__~?, ... .Q:U~m .. 

_street, Phil~de1P.~· 
~ o<lo•...-•--.,~......,.,~;:-1, • - ' ~"'fff> 

The District Committee of the Communist Party (CP) 
of Eastern Pennsylvania and Delaware met in Philadelphia on 
August 9, 1970. At that meeting an arillouncement was made that 
the CP would have a table at the rally of the Women's·Libera­
tion group to be held in Rittenhouse Square in Philadelphia on 
August 26, 1970. It was stated at this meeting that the CP . 
had been invited to participate in the 1-J'omen' s Liberation Move-
ment on that day. ~ 

• > ~ ;, .. • .. ..; t-- ' c2 ..... t ·~ . ' _, . .. ' .. , '!*' 
i I~ . 

· .,. --··- ·~ -- -· · · ~ - ·-- -·- ~--PH T-2· 

J • • . •, 
I I .. ... . (V. ·' .. :- : \.. •,;. . -

i) 

E e . . Augu.st 19, 1970 

JOY F\'{sOKEITOUS formed a~ organization in Phila­
delphia in early"August 1970 callect¥roWE~? using the ini tiaJ.s ' 
from the full title ,~hi.1~~e_lQ_£ia Or~~~ll'~-~1~~ ~1.,9!£.~.tJ. ....... *-.QJ:."r­

-.E;mp],..o.yment Right_s. SO'K:EITOUS was .formerly a member of Natj.o21al 
~illzatiO'n=of~omen (Nmf); hm-Iever, she left that organization 
because of dissenaion among its members. 

2 
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While a member of NOW she reportedly met MAREEN 
JASON who went with SOKEITOUS into the new organization, 
POWER. JASON arranged for POvlliR to use the telephone number 
and address of 928 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, as a 
telephone listing and a mailing address. "New Mobe" also 
has an address at 928 Chestnut Street and JASON arranged for 
that organization to do the printing for POlfffiR at a reduced 
rate. 

SOKEITOUS and others began organ1z1ng immediately 
for a Women's Rights Day rally to be held in Rittenhouse 
Square, Philadelphia, on August 26, 1970. Their only pur­
pose was to call attention to the need for equal employment 
rights for women. Most of the details of organizing the 
rally were taken over by jASON since SOKEITOUS and others 
did not have the time to devote to it and lacked the necessary 
organizational ability. 

When SOKEITOUS and her associates arrived at Ritten­
house Square for the rally on August 26, 1970, they were 
shocked to see organizations such as the CP, the SWP, and the 
Black Panther Party (BPP) all represented there and all dis­
tributing literature. 

A characterization of the BPP is contained 
in the appendix hereto. 

JASON made no attempt to conceal from the members 
of POWER that she was a member of the SlNP and stated that she 
would be departing for Houston in the near future. 

The fourth floor at 928 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, 
where PO~~R has its headquarters, is shared by a number of or­
ganizations to whom the telephone and rental expenses are pro­
rated. These other organizatiJ>ns are th~?l~ ~}~~~£~&~2~, 
-~~.ofessional l~QID~~ 1 s Cau~u.s,~omophile Action Leagu9~~~~~ple 
. trni versi FyJfqw_ep, ...... ~yivania Ass.ociatiotl"""tct''R"eueal· J\bo.~rfon 
-~~~~·l)._1!;uit~<L.!9':f . .'2J.?qr.t~.~~if~~i~l~t~·, ··and seve·r•a.r·· other gr.oup s 

for the study of rac1 sm, anthropology, and sex. . 

Telephones at the address are ans'tvered by volunteers 
·and each organization has a folder in which its mail is -place c.!. 

3 
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and la~ picked up by someone from the specific organization. 
_%p~i1~d~~£hia ~~sist~.~prints material for all of the 
organizations at reauced rates. 

?tt ' 
PH T-3 
August 31, 1970 
Septem~er 14, 1970 

The Philadelphia Resistance, in its literature, 
describes itself as a community of young Americans fighting 
the draft. 

Literature distributed by NOW describes the organi­
zation as a new civ.il rights group pledged to work actively 
to bring women into full participation in the main stream 
of American Society exercising all the privileges and responsi­
bilities thereof in truly equal partnership with men. Its 
program calls for the following: 

Passage of the Equal Rights Amendment now before 
Congress 

Abolition of Laws penalizing abortion 

Revision of State Protective Laws for Women 

Enforcement of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title 7 

Campaign to change the mass media's portrayal of women 

Participation of women on an equal basis with men in 
Church life and practice 

Greater participation of women in programs against 
poverty 

Revision of Divorce and Alimony arrangements 

Revision'of Social Security laws~ 

4 
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Provision of Maternity rights 

Expansion of Child care services 

Revision of tax laws 

Full participation of women in political activities 

Revision of the Education System 

NOW literature shows ·their address as Post Office Box 
1.5.50.5, Philadelphia, Pa., telephone JE 3-7474. 

Literature distributed by PovmR describes its'goals 
as follows: 

Equal pay for equal work 

Equal job and promotional opportunities 

Equal training and edu~ational opportunities 

These goals are to be reached through education 
and political action through the democratic process. 

POWER planned a leadership training course on under­
standing local politics to be held twice weekly for a period 
of four weeks, beginning September 14, 1970, as a part of their 
program to attain their stated goals. 

A program announcement put out by Women's Liberation 

~ 

Center, 928 Chestnut Street, outlined a series of films, panel 
discussions, and symposiums for the month of August 1970. One 
of these, entitled 11 The Causes of ~Jomen' s Oppression and the 
Paths to Their Liberation, 11 was to feature NQl.·J, the Socialist 
Labor Party, SvlP, CP, Gold Flm.;er Brigade, anet:::l-ndepend2,E;L...­
Women's Liberationists. ---' 

........ ~-~~ ... t,.-lo,.~;"'";::~'CM-~~'»'· • ... 

Those desiring further information were advised to 
call the ''lomen' s Liberation Center at HA 3-8330, and to ask 
for T>!AREEN or NANCY. . . 

,NW 5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 33 

: ___ ... i .... 



• • t)· 

r~ 

••• 
PH 100-51132 

Literature distributed at the Women's Rights Day in 
Rittenhouse Rquare on August 26, 1970, included the following: 

A pamphlet issued by Student Mobilization Committee 
(SMC) to end the war in Vietnam, 928 Chestnut Street, 
entitled 11Women tTni te Against the War. n 

A pamphlet issued by the Young Socialist Alliance 
entitled nwomen's Liberation- A Socialist View. 11 

"A Woman's Declaration of Liberation from Military 
Domination," issued by 1,1Jomen, 1 s Strike for Peace. 

A characterization of the SMC and Young 
Socialist Alliance is contained in the 
appendix hereto. 
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BLACK PANTHER PARTY (BPP) 
aka 

•• 

Black Panther Party for Self Defense 

According to the official newspaper of the BPP, the BPP was started 
during December, 1966 in Oakland, California, to organize black people so they 
can take control of the life, politics, and the destiny of the black community. 
It was organized by BOBBY G. SEALE, BPP Cnair.man, and.HUEY P. NEWTON, Minister 
of Defense, BPP. 

The official newspaper, called "The Black Panther", regularly states 
that the BPP advocates the use of guns and guerrilla tactics in its revolution­
ar.y program to end oppression of the black people. Residents of the black 
community are urged to arm themselves against the police who are consistently 
referred to as "pigs" who should be _killed. 

The newspaper, in its issue of September 7, 1968, had an article by 
the then Minister of Education, GEORGE MURRAY. This article ended with the 
following: 

"Black men. Black people, colored persons of America, revolt 
ever.ywhere! Ar.m yourselves. The only culture worth keeping 
is revolutionary culture. Change. Freedom everywhere. 
Dynamite! Black power. Use the gun. Kill the pigs everywhere." 

The BPP newspaper, issue of October 5, 1968 had an article introduced 
with the following statement: 'TWe will not dissent from American government. 
We will overthrow it." 

DAVID HILLIARD, Chief of Staff, BPP, in a speech at the San Francisco 
Polo Field on November 15, 1969, said "We will kill Richard Nixon." 

DAVID HILLIARD, in the "New York Times", issue of December 13, 1969 
was quoted as follows: 'fWe advocate the very direct overthrow of the govern­
ment by way of force and violence.!' 

In the issu.e of April 25, 1970, the BPP newspaper had an article by 
Minister of Culture EMORY DOUGLAS as follows: 
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"The only way to make this racist US government administer 
justice to the people it is oppressing, is ••• by taking up 
arms against this government, killing the officials, until 
the reactionar,y forces ••• are dead, and those that are left 
turn their weapons on their superiors, thereby passing 
revolutionary judgement against the number one enemy of all 
mankind, the racist U. s. government." 

The BPP Headquarters is located at 1046 Peralta Street, Oakland, 
California. Branches of the BPP, and Committees to Combat Fascism, under 
control of the BPP, have been established in various locations in the USA. 
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STUDENT MOBILIZATION COMMITTEE, aka 
Student Mobilization Committee to 
End the War in Vietnam; 
National Student Mobilization Committee 

A source advised on May 16, 1969 that the Student Mobilization 
Committee originally grew out of the Nation~l Student Strike for Peace confer­
ence held in Chicago, Illinois, on December 28-29, 1966, which resulted in a · 
call for massive antiwar demonstrations in New York City and San Francisco, 
California, on April 15, 196?. The National Student Strike for Peace was 
originally called by the Communist Party. Divisions arose between elements 
ot the Communist Party and the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), culminating in 
a takeover by the SWP element in the Summer of 1968 and the Communist Party 
element withdrawing. Source further advised the Student Mobilization Committee 
locally and nationally is controlled by the S\iP and its youth ar.m, Young 
Socialist Alliance (YSA), as evidenced by their participation in Student 
Mobilization Committee functions and their leadership role played in the 
Student Mobilization Committee. 

The SWP has been designated pursuant to Executive Order 10450. 

A report by the Committee on On-American Activities, House of 
Representatives, Ninetieth Congress, First Session, dated March 31, 196?, 
entitled, "Communist Origin and J.tanipulation of Vietnam Week (April 8-15, 
1967)" stated that the Student Mobilization Committee and the April 15, 196? 
anti-war demonstrations we~e communist dominated and inspired. 

A second source on April 3, 1969 made available a copy of "The 
Student Mobilizer" dated April 5, 1969, which v1as self-described as being 
published by the National Office or the Student Mobilization Committee to End 
the War in Vietnam, 857 Broadway, Room 307, New York, New York 10003. In this 
issue the aims of the Student Mobilization Committee were set forth as: Bring 
the Gis home from Vietn~~ now; end campus complicity with the war; and win 
self-determination for Vietnam and Black America. 

In this issue of the publication, the Student Mobilization 
Committee pledged itself to organize high school students, qollege students, 
future draftees, Gis and all young people to fight until every last GI is 
brought home. ·. 
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A third source on August 5, 1969 advised that the Student 
Mobilization Committee currently occupies Room 307 at 857 Broadway, New Xork, 
New York. 

A characterization of YSA is attached hereto • 
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YOUNG SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 

A source. advised on May 15, 1969 that the Young Socialist 
Alliance (YSA) maintains its national headquarters at 41 Union Square West, 
New York, New York, and has as its official publication the "Young 
Socialist." The YSA is the youth organization of the Socialist \'iorkers 
Party (SWP) and has been described by the SWP a~ the main recruiting ground 
for the SWP. 

The SWP has been designated pursuant to Executive Order 10450 • ., 

11~- . 

·. 

NW 5516.0 Docid: 3.29896.41 Page_ 3.9 

;-
- :t. ._ .. , 

t ,. , 

.{. ,. 



' . 
·~ . 

,.. 
N'l•l 55::tno 

. · • I 
;. 

' . . 

• 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Title 

Character 

Reference 

WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

INTERNAL SECURITY - MISCELLANEOUS 

Philadelphia report of SA JOHN c. F. 
MORRIS~ dated and captioned as above. 

All sources (except any listed below) whose identities 
are concealed in referenced communication have furnished reliable 
information in the past. . 

Insufficient contact has been had with PH T-3 
to determine reliability. 
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NR017 PH PLAl 

. ' :.J~.,;;,l 'f3ilflEAU OF INVESTIGATION 

u0iv1:'ViUNICATIONS SECJ.ION 

UCT G ~ 197~/ 
f'! 1:34 PM UR · NT 10-22-70 KLL . TEL.EffE 

TO I 

r ~ 
!li}V ALEXANDRIA 

BUFFALO 

ALLINf~wsw;~r~~NED • 
HERe\N\ a'( 

NEW HAVEN OA"Ta 

BAL Tit110RE 

NEW, YORK (100-164665) 

PITTSBURGH 

WASHINGTON FIELD (100-49208) 

FROM PHILADELPHIA (102-51132) 

0 
WOMEN•S L!BER~TIO[_MOV~~£]j <WLM); IS 

00: NEW YORK. 

MISCELLANEOUS.~ _;., 

...... "'1· 

.· 

RE WFO TELETYPE TO THE BUREAU DATED TEN TWENTY-ONE LAST. 

FOR INFORMATION OFFICES NOT RECEIVING REFERENCED TELETYPE, 

WFO ADVISED AS FOLLOWS: 

RELIABLE SOURCE STATED ON TEN' TWENTY-ONE LAST THAT WLM . '/ 

REPRESENTATIVE IN WASHINGTON, DC, ,D'[;-"S~T-1:?VUlfNG LEAFLET TO'S A • / #"f L.i\ ug J y EC-1 0 /.,fA _LI -4 "l ~3 n l .. ~ ,l' ,,~ (I 7,. :J ;...,t_,_, ~ .__ ./'" ,.. 

SELECTED MEMBER OF WLM TO ATTEND SPECIAL MEETING AT FELLO~JSHvl.P·~·· r ~,.:::--

_-6'> . 

FARM IN LIMERICK, PA., TEN TWENTY-THREE -- T~IENTY-~f'VE NEXT~ll0 '\· .. ?J-f ,. 
.. (!\~\ ' ~ 

MEETING IS FOR PEOPLE INTERESTED IN. DISCUSSING NEED~FOR ACTI'~E...--­,..-·,)1· 
~ .. 

END PAGE ONE -.. - ~ ... -
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PH (10!21-5 1 132) 

PAGE TWO 

-• •• 

p 
REVOLUTION, "BECAUSE FOR AN O~~ESSIVE, RACIST, SEXIST SOCIETY 

\ 

TO RE~LlY CHANGE WITHOUT REVOLUTION IS IMPOSSIBLE." INVITATION 

CONTAINS DIRECTIONS TO LOCA!E' FELLOWSHIP FARM. 

RECEIVING OFFICES ENCOURAGE INFORMANTS WHO MAY HAVE 

RECEIVED INVITATIONS TO ATTEND. LOCATION OF FELLOWSHIP FARM 

KNOWN TO PHILADELPHIA. 
NO PHILADELPHIA INFORMANTS HAVE BECEIVED INVITATIONS. 

PH'tS:tAL S;)!tJFJLiJ~C~ 
PHILADELPHIA INSTITUTING ~~ 

END 

MKA FBI WASH DC 
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J l 

.·. 
\ · FBI 

Date: 10/27/70 

I 
I 
I 

.I 
I 

Transm{t the following in -------~::-'--:-~-:------;--:----------111 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

REGISTERED MAIL f~CfS l AIR TEL Via _____________ ____ 
(Priority) 9,'~ l I 

-----~----------------------------------· ------L-------. ~ / I 
·~J ... - .. 
· \.. ..... . iTO· 
.•1//y!) • 

DIRECTOR, FBI (100-453233) 
. .r 
~~~ .. 

.. l FROM: SAC, PHILADELPHIA (100-51132) (P) 

~SUBJECT: --
0 

WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 
(WLM) 
IS - MISCELLANEOUS 
(00: New York) 

:nON coNTA\NED 
ALLINf;~~~SSIFI~~ HERF:tN t U B't'~J . ,_ 
DATE tJ ~ 

Re WFO teletype to the B~reau dated 10/21/70, and 
New York teletype to the Bureau dated 10/22/70. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are five copies of a letter- \ 
head memor>andum dated 10/27/70, for referral to Legat, Ottawa, \/ 
regarding Quebec license number observed at the WLM meeting. 

For information of offices not previously informed, 
WFO teletype stated that a source had provided a leaflet con­
cerning a WLM meeting at Fellowship ·Farm in Limerick, Pa., 
10/23/70 through 10/25/70. Leaflet distributed to selected 
WLM members stating the meeting was for people interested in 
discussing need for active revolution "because for an oppressive, 
racist, sexist society to really change without revolution is 
impossible. rr Attendees told to contact New York telephone number 
212-.799-;tOOS. ; Direction~ given to Fellotvship Farm. 

,:9f-t-\tilJ-- c1Jui;rlfrl:jecl I ~ 5 ':i.. "51}-o:;t" f.J~(kv 
U - Bureau ( :t!"nc. 5 ).: .~ I¢Y fov O..VThy\J , .• ~ •.. ... 7 -.. ·· .<,· .. 

3 - Alba~y (RH) ·-::.:.,~t.~.:<~ ... · lt)J/
7 0 /v (:1 _...7 ./ .~. -· ~ .:... - . . 

- 'r_' 
; , 

'·· 
' 

2 - Bal t~more (RH) _ . "· 1 I ~!Y:P rH·• • L..t. l:iif.O""'.s'!J I I - ..... • .. __ i' -'P 

2 -Charlotte (RM) '-.\w 0
·£ -- )({~ --;, ·; ... . · • ,:,.~· ._y' •.. ~r-_::::---

2 Indianapolis (RM) ;ec<L,.e.,-t.cl_q;e-D :;:v1l'" - .. -~'"""" 
2 Newark (RM) .. 1 ~\-J. j 

3 New York (100-164665) (RM) 
2 Springfield (RM) 
2 - WFO (100-49208) (RM) 
3 Philadelphia 

OCT 80 1970 

--. 

__ M . Per-----
\&_ ·~· 

. ' 
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PH 100-51132 

• • 
New York teletype stated leaflet was distributed at 

Women's Center, 36 West 22nd Street, New York City, captioned, 
"About a Meeting of Revolutionary Women for •.. 11 Leaflet stated 
in part, "Some of the suggestions we've discussed for raps are 
things like - what do we really mean when we say women's revo­
lution - what are its priorities - what are the pros and cons of 
collective living for women - are we ready for a group offensive 
- what .forms can it take? ••• " and "because we are committed to· 
social revolution (underlining supplied) meaning we know that in 
our form of oppressive, racist, sexist society, any real change 
without r·evolution is impossible. " 

New York teletype further stated that a reliable source 
advised on 10/22/70, that one JEANETTE at the given New York 
telephone n.umber had said that ''!,Revolutionar~ Women's Convention 11 

was being held on a farm in Limer~ck·, 1?~:----Th; teiephon'e' number 
FA 6-3008 in Limerick was given for transportation to the farm. 
JEANETTE said the announcement for the convention was made at a 
WLM meeting in New York City on 10/12/70. 

On 10/22/70, Lt. GEORGE FENCL, Civil Disobedience Unit, 
Philadelphia, Pa., Police Department, had one of his police 
women make a pretext telep~one call tothe New York number. She 
talked to a woman who identified herself as LEE. LEE said each 
attendee should expect to contribute $1.00 and should bring food 
and wine. She said two films would be shown, one on abortion 
and the other on an actual sex act being performed. The film on 
the latter subject was to be narrated by one of the women \-7ho 
participated who would describe her feelings at the time. They 
also planned a guerilla theater called, "Burning City." LEE said 
to the caller that since the caller was from Philadelphia ~·muld 
she contact the "Plain Dealer" to let them know about this affair 
and to have them promote it. The "Plain Dealer 11 is a Philadelphia 
underground newspaper. 

According to an article appearing in the "Pottstmv-n 
Mercury," Pottstown, .pa., on 6/25/51, a 120 acre farm near 
Fagleysville, Pa., had been purchased by a national organization 
to ease racial and religious intolerance and to study other 
social problems. The farm to be called""F~J_lmv-.~hip £.arm. had been 
owned by a wealthy eccentric Pottstown citizen. ··· -

Also referred to as-...FeJ..:t9y1R,fl~P -Ii.9Y.~e ;P.Jccording to 
the article, the farm would be open to students of junior and 
senior high school age who had used the area in the past for 
meetings. Fellowship House is sponsored by the''"Society of 

·' 
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PH 100-51132 .. 
rr~~~sJbut also supported by leaders of all denominations, 
aCVcrord~ng to the article. There were at that time 15 Fellow­
ship Houses in the country following the establishment of the 
movement in 1931. Fellowship House acquired Fellowship Farm, 
according to a spokesman, "because we simply overflowed all 
available places in Philadelphia.rr 

SAW. RICHARD THIRLWELL and SA JOHN c.·F. MORRIS 
surveyed the area at Fellowship Farm in the early hours of 
10/25/70, and cruised through at first light. They obtained 
the license numbers from cars parked in the parking area, 
observing a number of people sleeping in sleeping bags on the 
ground near the cars. Following this they gave a ride to a 
white female, age about 55, who said she was an early riser and 
was out looking for coffee and cigarettes. Ag.ents took her to 
the Limerick Diner for breakfast. She later int~oduced herself 
as PHYLLis:scHUYLER, nee~'Marlow, from New York City. She said 
member-s-·of'•woMEN' S LIBERATION had gathered at the farm for a 
weekend of discussions. Agents listened to her talk for about 
40 ·minutes without revealing their identity. She talked 
incessantly about women's rights, exploitation, unfair salary 
schedules, the need for better, cheaper medicine for all., the 
evils of military industrial complex which contributes to the 
exploitation of women, the necessity for ending the stigma 
attached to homosexuals of both sexes, and the need to erase 
social pressures against illegitimate chiidren. 

Mrs. SCHUYLER seemed to be hung up on sex. She said 
there were a number of lesbians at the camp who had put up 
posters "Lesbians Unite." The avowed lesbians shared quarters 
somewhat separated from the other women. Mrs. SCHUYLER has an 
aversion to lesbians, she said, but she does not think they 
should be penalized for their sexual habits. 

She estimated that there were 200 to 300 people in 
attendance at the conference. {This is very doubtful.) She 
said they had shown a film on the evening of 10/24/70, but 
she had not seen it. She understood it was newsreel type 
footage. Some of the women also put on a theater presentation 
on the subject of exploitation, intending to illustrate how 
the upbringing of children results in attitudes which cause 
them to exploit each other. 

She said the discussions and meetings held on 
Saturday impressed her as mainly bickering and yelling sessions 
with all of the women trying to talk at once and the moderator 
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• -· 
unable to maintain order. They put forth no clear-cut program, 
arrived at no conclusions, and as of Sunday morning, appeared 
to be no more cohesive than they had . been when they first arrived 
at the camp. Mrs. SCHUYLER said she personally was not sure wha~ 
she wanted, and she thought many of the other women felt the same 
way. She regarded the whole thing as an opportunity for a 
pleasant weekend in the country among other females of more or 
less common interests. 

Agents took Mrs. SCHUYLER back to the farm, secured 
additional license numbers, and observed a number of women of 
various ages who appeared to be just getting up. 

Mrs. SCHUYLER said that each attendee had contributed 
$1.00 and had brought some food. She thought the $1.00 might 
have been to help pay some of the overhead and to pay kitchen 
help which was provided to prepare the meals. She said Fellow­
ship Farm is owned by the Quakers and that they made the farm 
available to groups who desired to study means of bringing about 
social improvements. 

LEADS 

GENERAL 

Receiving domestic offices have motor vehicle records 
reviewed for information on registered owners of cars from your 
division. Advise interested office if residence not covered by 
your division. 

Inform New York and Philadelphia of results, with 
infor.mation ava.ilable from your files on the individuals. 

ALBANY 

AT ALBANY, N.Y.: At Department of Motor Vehicles, 
check the following New York licenses: 

XFA029 
8N5785 
YZ8156 
93570Z 

· 8622YG 
4957KC 
5606TK 
1673WO 
YL9479 
81350Z 

.. · 

5428CT 
270Z660 
SORD 
8186YD 
YW3454 
LZ1786 
YG6301 
5575YV 
81330C 
LB3102 
ET4066 

4 
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AT MONTPELIER, VT.: At the Motor Vehicle Department, 
check the follow~ng Vermont licenses: 

T8611 
V7518 

BALTIMORE 

AT GLEN BURNIE, MD.: Check Department of Motor 
Vehicles on Maryland l~cense GR5632. 

.· 
CHARLOTTE 

AT RALEIGH, N.C.: Check Department of Motor Vehicles 
on North Carolina iieense XKF669. 

INDIANAPOLIS 

AT INDIANAPOLIS, IND.: Check Commissioner of Motor 
Vehicles on Ind~ana l~cense 3B856.· 

NEWARK 

AT TRENTON, N.J.: Check Commissioner of Motor 
Vehicles on New Jersey license SYV497. 

SPRINGF-IELD 

AT SPRINGFIELD, ILL.: Check Auto File Section, 
Office of Secretary of State, on Illinois license FH15~. 

WFO 

AT WASHINGTON, D.C.: At Department of Motor Vehicles, 
check following District of Columbia licenses: 

629759 
818090 

PHILADELPHIA 

725367 
800121 

Pennsylvania licenses 64N483 and CK61787 were 
observed. This is being handled separately. 

AT LIHERICK, PA.: Determine identity of subscriber to 
Limerick telephone number--FA 6-3008. 
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UNITED . STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUS ·~ .. (:E 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Rcpiy, Please Refer to 
File No. 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107 

. October 27, 1970 

WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

A conference of members of the Women's Liberation 
Movement was held on a farm near Limerick, Pennsylvania, 
during the weekend of October 23 through 25, 1970, Special 
Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation observed license 
numbers on automobiles parked in the area where the conference 
was being held. Among them was Ottawa·license 9A6952. 
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WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

LEAD 

Please determine registered owner of car bearing 
Ottawa license 9A6952 and provide any information already on 
record with respect to this individual~ 

2* 

( . 

··~ 

-;· 

~ · 
-:..-. ... 

. • 

.. 



! ' 

REPORTINc;: OFFICE OF'FICE: OF ORIGIN 

NEvl YORI\. NEW YORK 

TITLE OF CASE 

4oMEN 1 S LIBERATION MOVEl\ffiNT 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HER-EIN jj uw.SSIFlf~;J./)a,JJit/d; 
DATE tO liP BY~ 

REFERENCE: 

... ~ . .;-.._, 

I O.IITE • 

3/12/7·1 8/15/70 - 3/2/71 
INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

REPORT MADE 6Y ITYPEO D~ 
i car ·· 

CHARACTER OF CASE 

., 
IS - MISCELlANEOUS 

- ~~ 
c ' i .. 

\ · New York report of SA J o ·ROBERT NEWTON, da.t(ed 8/14/70~=-.. ~~ 
~~~~-7~ ·: · .: ~ ~-:=-~:~ .. ~-:-. -~~~~~~·~~~~~~~-~~--)~~-~-~-~:~~~ L~~~ - ~ng~ le ~---~I?)_~:-~-~ ~~d __ ¥.1(.!2-_. __ . : -l~~ i 
: _ :-;' a,:;-~ . . -. - -.... - .. .. -- - --~--- -~~ .. -~..; p~ - - . =~- ---- -.--~ ~-- - .---- ----~- .... : .-.~-.< -- .. : ... -.. 

,~'.r -- - - - - -·--· .. . ---· -..... .. ...... , . ... . - .. _ __ _ , __ . . --- -.. ., ... c: )_ 
ADMINISTHATIVE: \ • ;. 

' . 1 f, .-·-- ,\ 
' x n 

· \' . Concerning ·n..rormation inc_uded in this report about ~- .;.,~ 

%.. women 1 s conferences in Canada '\'lith Indochinese womE:n, 1-1arch 
24. - April 7, 1971, a c~_se file has been opened j_n the 
~q c~ptioned "PROJECTED CONFERENCES IN CANADA vliTH INDOCHIHF:SE -. 

, ;; . . ~ WOMEN·- M1\RCH 24 - APRIL 7, 197:1; IS - .MISCELLANEOUS (NYfile / .... j ': 
.... --· ... . .. 100-171548) II., --- ·- - --- - - - -- ---- -·· - .. . ~ --· _ ...... _ ....... .... _ · - -- ___ ~. ... . _ ...... .. . .. /·~.('- . ;: 

. . 
I ' 

~ 

CASE HAS BEEN : . 
PENDING OVER ONt. YEAR OYI~s QNo _ 

PENDING PROS!!CUTION 
OV'ER SIX MONTHS 

DO N01' WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 
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. AJl.fiNISTRATIVE: (cont'd) 

in this 

'~ .. 

The SAS who observed demonstrattons set forth 
report on the dates indicated "'lere: -· . ·-

j 8/26/70 (At City Hali) HENRY Eo NAEHLE and 

J 
. ·. " . J.. ROBERT NEWTON 

8/26/;0 .. . · VINCENT Ao ALVINO, 
. {At .59th Street and Fi~th JAMES To BURNETT, 

Avenue and Bryant Park, NYC) RATI~OND F. MOHR and 

jl2/12/70 

. EUGENE Fo O'NEILL 

WILLIAM Ho BATTS and 
J. ROBERT NEWTON 

JOHN lv. MINOGUE and 
J. ROBERT NEWTON 
. . 

Case ~iles have been opened and investigation 
instituted regarding all persons · listed in this report 
as o~~icers o~ the Homen's Liberation Center o~ New York 
as well as DEBORAH ENSIGN (listed as a paid staff member 
o~ WLC). 

It is noted that WLC bank account is with the 
Amalgamated Bank o~ New York, whaBrecords are no longer 
available to the NYO because o~ a law suit brought against 
the bank and the FBI by the Fifth Avenue Vietnam Peace 
Parade Committee. 

This report is classi~ied "Secret" to protect ) 
the sensitive nature of the relationship between NY T-15 
pJF"o r<-IY\ :~NI with the Revolutionary Union (RU) as specified 
by "Ghe c n-y . O~fice. . i: 

. The attached report is not being disseminated 
to the local intelligence agencies in view of SAC letter 
71-4, dated 1/26/71. It is · felt that information contained 
herein is not of sufficientinterest to Army, Navy or 
Air Force to warrant dissemination to these agcncies.o 
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ADMINISTRATIVE: (cont'd) · 

,• 

I - • 

·. 
'•' 

' ' 

· ..... , 
·:o. . 

; .. . . ·· 

Characterizations of individuals and organizations 
mentioned in this report have been included wh~r~ .. the:~ are 
available. .· '· . . 

-~~~ause of the extensive inform~tion furnished 
by'· ttJFO~ff/AN/regarding WL.l-.1: organization and activities, t'\'TO 

T symbols, NY T-1 and NY T-3 are being used to further 
conceal the identity of this informa~t. 

· INFOffi.1ANTS 

Identity of Source File Where Located 
l\TV rp_, 
J t..... .., . 

I I IJ.ro l<.rtJit 1J r .used to cnaracter- 100-164665-869 
ize BARBARA REILLYJ'..:t:; · ·-890 

. •891 
134-15562A-819 
. -818· 

. ~ -601 
-700 
-761 

NY T-~ 134-17567A-239 
I .. ,- /J -i lth· D s"-Mtl N J • 

Used to character­
ize JUDY GUMBO . 

.. 

100-16l.J.665-1Bl4 
. -----100-164665-730 -·-:-- ----- ' . . -659 

134-15562A-751 
-865 

-C­
COVER PAGE 

-599 
.:.603 
-758 
-867 
-730 
-780 
-705 
-706 
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NY·l00-164665 

INFORVillNTS: (cont'd) 

·Identity of source 

.... \_, 

-: ... 

J' I ,.") 
'-' . 

File Where Located 

ETTIE DI MAURO~·, W...NY T-4 ~ . ·ceNif ttJvT?tf: loo-164665-66o 
. : . . - . . -898 

ane1 Source) . : . . . -899 ·. 
' . 
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Two copies of this report are being designated 
for the Offices requiring investigation (Los Angeles and 

.Philadelphia) based on information that WLM organizations 
are active in these Divisions. One copy of this report is 
being furnished to other Offices foF __ ~~~qrmation purposes. 
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LEADS {cont'd) 

. 
investigation as set forth in Section 87E of the Manual of 
Instructions~ based on information in this r~port and information 
in referenced New York letter to Los Angeles and furnish 
·results of investigation in report form. 

. . . ·· ... 
PHILADELPHIA 

.AT PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIAo Will report on 
Women's Conference held in.the Philadelphia Division~ October 
23 - 25~ 1970 and conduct any additional investigation pursuant 
to Section 87E~ Manual of Instructions and furnish report 
to Bureau and New York. 

NEW YORK 

AT Nlo..1-l YORK, NEW YORK.. Will follow activities on 
subject organization. 
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Copy to: 

Report. of: 

Date: 

field Office File #: 

Title: 

: · (ftaroc:tcr: 

Synopsis: 

·. 

J. ROBERT NElilTON 
3/12/71 
100-164665 

Office: New York, New York 
·":a· 

Bureau File #: 100-453233 

WOMEN'S LIBEFATION MOVEMENT 

. .. - --· . -· . ..... , _ ......... _. ,, ' ... ·· -. . 
INTERNAL SECURITY MISCELLANEOUS 

Women 1 s Liberation Movement (lill-4), NYC maintains 
. an Office (Nevi Yqrk Homen 1 s Liberation Ce!1ter) (HLC) 

at 36 West 22nd Street, NYC. Although off'icers are listed for 
1' 

WLC for bank account purposes, there are no officers of vlU.f t,_ 
in t.he usual sense. Paid staff inember of WLC and \'i'LC Steering ;:, 

- Committee members set forth. WLM is not a membership organization. 
hoHever_, \'o~C, NYC maintains a ma:i,.ling list of approximatel;y ~ 

~: ------ ··· -·- ··· 3, 000 names o Listing of NYC area WLM groups set forth. lv1eetings ~ 
and activities of NY area WLM groups set forth. Affj_liation . 
and/or sympathy with other organ:!-zations and contact \'lith f'oreign .: 

5 . women r s groups set forth. . _;· 
~~.s~~-~~-·~~-·-- •••-•• ,.. ,·•· • ~-·=--·~-: ••r""'.,....."""""~~-.~=-::~ P*•:::....:..:. __ .. ,.~~~~~·......-.--.-,~~· -•· ._......,..,._, ... ~.-.~~~-· ••• ...... • • ·•i 
; .. o - • • -• · - oo • • • •~ ~ ••~ --- •"'--• ·----·-•· "'" ' - · ""-· - ·-• ••••• • --~ c ,._ •• ,., ' .. • - c ~ • • ;1L . ~ r 't ~ 
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AM NITEL 4-9~71 JEW 

TO 

• ~~ · 

Mr. Tn)::o:t-- i .. 
Mr. Sullivan-~ · '~ 
Mr. l\£r,hr , v ·') 
1\-Ir. Bi"hl)p ···-·· ·. ;· -· ·· 
Mr.Brenn~nt..:D ·- ·t .• :1 
Mr. C~lial:•tn..- ·i 
Mr. Cr.• pc?-- ~ .. 
Mr. Conr::.d .. - ~ \ 
Mr. D·tlbeY--l ,;. 
Mr. FelL-~ ;· 
Mr. Gale. • :·. 
Mr. Ro:am ___ ~ · .~ 
Mr. Tav\·1-. ~ ;:, 
Mr. Wal::urf.l-· i ~~ 
Mr. Sr-:mt•.::; __ ~ · 
Tele. lloo~n- ~ ' 
Miss H•>l·n,•• j r, 
Mlss G;;;d;= j . ' 
------1 .· ~.....,..._....,, , ,.._.,.. .. ~. 

NEW YORK AIRTEL AND LHM TO DIRECTOR 1 APRIL TEN NEXT. IS-MISC. 

AND INFORMANTS AT PHILADELPHIA UNABLE TO FURNISH ANY 

INFORMATION ON ALLEGED WOMENS NATIONAL ~ARCH ON THE PENTAGON APRIL 

J
t . ... . 

l.;· 
.' I ./:~ . 

. .• J;.;r ~ -

/ 

i. 

·. '; . 

i t ~ 
.... _~ · ; 

TEN NEXTo ESTABLISHED SOURCE AT BUS COMPANIES, PHILADELPHIA, ADVIS~D 

NO BUSES LEASED FOR THAT DATi FOR WOMFNS TRIP. PHILADELPHIA HAS 

ALERTED INFORMANTS ~ND WILL ~U~~ISH AHY INFORMATION RECEIVED TO 

BUREAU AND INTERESTED OFFICES~ 
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MAY 1802 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) IOI•If,S • 

UNITED STATES G\ 3RNMENT • ·' 
" 

Memorandum 
TO . 

:1§1 
DIRECTOR, FBI (100-453233) DATE: JUL 1 6 1971 

4~ 
FROM SAC, PHILADELPHIA (100-51132) (RUC) 

SUBJECT: 
~) 
L-WOMEN 1 S LIBERATION MOVEHENT (WLMi 

IS - lHSC. 
JION cONTAINED . (00: New York) 

..r; <1 / . HEREIN l \J BY~'O ALLINFOr;r~SSIFIE~· . 
/ ~-{2/ DATE lil ~ 1-\'~ 

I· j J Re New York report of SA J. ROBERT -NEWTON dated 
. {/'(\../ : 3/12/71; and Bureau communication to Philadel-phia on 6/17/71. 

; ·-,J Enclosed -for the Bureau are ten conies of an LHU 
~ · ~ dated as above. Two co-pies are enclosed for .. New York. 

-~~-.. , . The LHM is being classified confidential as it 
~ -..... ( contains information furnished by confidential sources, the 

: ~ '\~isclosure of whom could impair their future effectiyeness. 

' ~ ~ . Records of the Bureau of Motor Vehicles, Harrisburg, 
~ Pa., as revie"trred on 4/1/71, revealed the following information 
~ regarding license numbers observed at the Fellowship Farm Con-
,, ference on 10/25/70. 

Pennsyl~ania 64N-483 
DAVID A -;--fsELTER 

,429 Semple Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Pennsyl ~~~ .CK~~;~-;· ....... ~-- ·~-· .......... ~- ·~---~·-

RICHllRD L ._ tl:U\RTHOLD 

·' 

2010 Mt. Vernon Street Philadelphia Pa. ------ ·--·_ .... _ .. _ .,.,_,_, .... ,..., ...,,_,.;a. ....... ..-k'-, .. •~"' - · ..... _ .. ~ .. --\·-'-·' . . ~ ... .. , . ........ --....-..~ 

. A revie"r of captioned file reveals that there is 
no active chapter or organization of the 1·lomen' s Liberation 
Movementin Philadelphia. In view of the above, no further 
investigation is being conducted ln Philadelphia UACB. 
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First Source 

Second Srmrce 

Third Source 

Fourth Source 

. I 
' 
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is 

is 

is 

is 

• " 

Officer DIXIE GILDON, Intelligence 
Unit, HPD, vmc • 

.. Lxf<'rM<lf') T 
Lieu tenant GEORGE FENCL, CD 1Tni t, 
Philadelphia PP. 

SA JOHN C. F. JJ[ORRIS, Philaoelphia 
Div:i.sian • 
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
FileNo. 

• •• CONFIDENTIAL -' ' 
UNI'l riD STATES DEPARTMENT OF JuSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVES~IGATION 

Philadelphia, · Pennsylvania 

JUL 1 6 1971 

Women's Liberation Movement (\·TLH~ is made up of 
loosely structured groups throughout the country, '\oThich 
grouns have been publicly described as advocating complete 
equality for women. 

On October 21, 1970, a reliable source advised that 
Betty Garman, WLM representative in Washington, D.C., had dis­
tributed a leaflet to selected WLM members to attend a special 
meeting at a "Fellowshin Farm" in Limerick., Pa., on October 
23-2,, 1970. . 

The leaflet stated the meeting was for people in­
terested in discussing the need for an active revolution 
"because for an oppressive racist, sexist, society to really 
change without revolution is impossible." The leaflet advised 
those nlanning to attend to contact New York telephone nuMber 
212-799-1008 and furnished directions to the farm. 

On October 22, 1970, a second reliable source advised 
that a leaflet was distributed at Women's Center, 36 West 22nd 
Street, New York City, concerning a meeting of revolutionary 
'\vomen. The leaflet furnished directions to a "Fellowship Farm" 
in Limerick, Pa. 

. On October 22, 1970, a third reliable source stated 

This document contains neither recommenda­
tions nor conclusions of the FBI. It is 
the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency~ it and its contents are not 
to be distributed outside your agency. 

----~a~ROITP-1 --
-4-'E~x~m--automa-t-te-

---dovnrgrcrd'ing dtrd----
declass±fiea~i~ 
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WOMEN'S LIBERATION HOVEMENT CONFERENCE 
HELD AT FELLOWSHIP FARH, LIMERICK, PA., 
ON OCTOBER 23-25, 1970 

• 

a nhone call was made on October 22, 1970, to New York nhone 
number 212-799-1008. The phone was answered by a woman iofho 
identi~ied herself as Lee. Lee stated that each attendee 
should contribute $1.00 and should bring food and wine. She 
stated two films would be shm·m, one on abortion, and the 
other on an actual sex act being nerformed. A guerrilla 
theater called 11 Burning City 11 was also being planned. 

On October 25, 1970, a fourth reliable source '\'las 
in the area of Fellowship Farm during the early morntng hours 
and spoke with a ~bite female, age about 55, who identified ) 
herself as Phylli~\&chuyler from . NE?~~LXo.r~ City. This vTO!'lan / . 
told source that members of Women's Liberation had gathered 
at the farm for a ioTeekend of discussions. She talked in­
cessantly about women's rights; exploitation; unfair salary 
schedules; the need for better, cheaper medicine for all: 
the evils of the military industrial comnlex which contributes 
to the exploitation of w.omen: the necessity for ending the 
stigma attached to homosexuals of both sexes; and the need 
to erase social pressures against illegitimate children. She 
advised there were a number of lesbians at the farm who had 
put up posters 11 Lesbians Unite" and that the lesbians shared 
quarters somewhat separated from the other women. 

Mrs. Schuyler estimated that there were 200 to 300 
people in attendance at the conference. She stated that a 
film had been sho"Ym on the evening of October 24, 1970, but 
that she had not seen it. Some of the women also put on a 
theater presentation on the subject of exploitation, intend­
ing to illustrate how the uubringing of children results in 

· attitudes which cause them to exploit each other. 

She said the discussions and meetings held on Saturday 
impressed her as mainly biclrering and yelling sessions Hi th all 
of the women trying to talk at once and the moderator unable 
to maintain order. They nut forth a no clear-cut program; 
arrived at no conclusions; and, as of Sunday morning, anueared 
to be no more cohesive than they had been when they first 
arrived. Nrs. Schuyler said she nersonally was not sure i·That 
she wanted, and she thought many of the other women felt the 
same way. She regarded the who~e thing as an onportunity for 
a pleasant weekend in the country among other fenales of more 
or less common interests. 
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Ofll0t4AL fOlM. t~O. 10 
MAY 1962 !OiliOH 
GSA rrll\k (.(\ CUJ 101-11.4 

I UNITED STATES G.RNMENT 

, - Men~or-andz1m 
.' 

ylo Mr. J. B. A~&ms 

~FROM : Legal/c;;::.e~ ~ / . u\Cfud 
SUBJECT: J::I~1J.g.TT:JD¥ 

C) -~ SENSTUDY 

1 · -'r. Mintz 
1 - Mr. Wannall 
1 - Mr. Cregar 

DATE: 9/5/75 
1 - Mr. Hotis 
1 - Mr. Daly 

Assoc. Dlr. __ 

Dop. AD Adm. _ 

_Dop. AD lnv. - · 
A~ st. oir.:., 

Admin. __ 

Co"'P· Syst. ,.__, 

Ext. AHoir~ _ 

Filos 8. Com._ 
Gon.lnv. __ 
ldont. __ _ 

InSpection __ 

lntcll. --- , 
, .... l.'t.bordtory _f 

V. ug~(Cov'l .. •/ 
'I ~ 1'1 ·~.:.\'i!. ·. V/ · '/'Jan •& t!val. _ 

"/llJ--/ ~"' · ...,s~.c~ lnv. _ 

A, \/(/:,.'/Training __ 
1 VyC/ ' ;//< lr( _,.

1
!T,elephonc Rrr. . --

1 fly..)'· 1.::,.. .:.1 Director Scc'y -

/ f.ft-Y;--: /1,l' \ \ 
The Bureau has been receivi~g numerous· requests ~from ·~ 

the House and Senate Select Committees. As an indication of ~ 
the nui11ber of requests being received, on September. 3, 1975 ,' : 
we received four requests from the House Comn1ittee alone. 
Many of the requests involve complex research and review of 
Bureau materials, e~c. We have recently experienced continu­
i~g pressure by both Committees to comply with their requests 
as quickly as possible. Additionally, we have received in­
dividual telephonic requests from Staff personnel of the 
Comnittees to expedite one particular request ahead of another; 
and in many instances, the request for. expeditious handling of 
a particular item conflicts with the request of some other Staff r/ 
Member. \.• 

I. The current guidelines with the Senate Select Com­
mittee require responses be prepared on short dealines and it 
has reached the point with regard to the Senate Select Com­
mittee that it is not possible to comply ~vith their requests 
within the stated deadlines. l•Thile every effort ·is being made 
to abide by the guidelines adopted by the Department and the 
Committee, the she&r volume of the material requested and th2 
work involved makes compliance v7ith these guidelines not 
possible. · 

SA Daly of this Division brought this matter to the 
attention of Michael ·E. Shaheen, J'r., Special Counsel for In­
telligence Coordination in the Department, and Shaheen star 
he understo~d the p::oblems bei~g . generated by the ~Rt"illrlt;· . ,o ""'"'"""'""' 
requests belng recelved by the FBI. · 

ED . :t.{X~ OCT . 1975 
Mf\T\oN cONTA\N ¥4· . 

ALL \NF~OR U L.ASS\fl~~ ..,.,.~ .. ~_. ·· ~ ··~·"" ""' ' "' -......... 
HERe\~J B'f·rr--· CONTINUED - OVER 
DATE I 

;A t '-'I o~! 
PVD: lad,.. p ;2. -I/ 6 s·c;(·::-1. ..-t) 1 tt· f 

(8) ,?' /....,) l\i'JP JV, 

elt . , ..... k~ NOTRE'COROED \ 1 / \ f·;f, 'J-' fi 
if0~. c-r\-:<:.r~·~ 4 ~ 1 .,,} 1:~: _ •) ~ 01:1 6 OCT 15 1975 \·; 
"I < .tlrl rx_.~._ :•-''"' 

1J'~r . ~-- - ~ ~ Rl~ 
, _j~~l S Buy U.S. Sd'i'inr~s bodtfl~ R;.aN/fltl!jff.O.fi.1jiiJrf'Pr.qfO!l Sa'IJing.r Plan 

Ni 41Q.Ci1Jo~I~732989641 P.age 64 <'> t)fl:;.J..fi'!J;. 



... 
i •,.. 

Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
HE : HOUSTUDY 

SENSTUDY 75 

• 
Shaheen subsequently advised SA Daly that he had:: 

brought this matter to the attention of the Senate Select 
Committee orally in a conversation with Mark Gitenstein on 
9/4/75 including the problems being encountered with in­
dividual Staff"Members declaring that their particular 
request had a higher priority than any other particular 
request. Gitenstein told Shaheen that he would attempt to 
corre~t .this problem. 

In a subsequent conversation with Staff Member Mark 
Gitenstein, Gitenstein stated he had been informed by the 
Department of the problem the Bureau is encountering in 
responding within the deadlines set for various Commi.ttee 
requests·. He indicated that he would take steps to make 
sure individual Staff Members do not on their own initiative 
.attempt to place their request ahead of any other particular 
request without coordinating it with him. Additionally, he 
stated it was his intention to bring this to the attention of 
John Elliff, Task ~orce Director of the Domestic Task Force of 
the Senate Select Comn1ittee, and suggest a meeting be held with 
Bureau representatives on Monday, 9/8/75, in an effort to solve 
this particular problem. If a meeting is held on that date, it 
is expected that'a representative of· the Intelligence Division, 
Legal Counsel Division and the Department will be in attendance . 

. RECOMMENDATION : 

For information. 

- 2 -
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STUDY OP DOf.;ESTIC ll'!TELLIGBNCE 
,J!JRISDICTION 

1- ~..-'fr • . J. B. Adnms 
1 -· Mr . J. A. Mintz 
1 - J1,1r . W • R. TN mmnll 
1- Mr. A. B. F·ui:ton 

1 - T-:!r . A • F . WEtHers , <TJ· • 
1 - Wfr. A. L. I.acey, Jr. 

ON coNTAiNED 
,>.U.INFO~IFIED ~ 
HERe\~ Y?, B'<~i)~ 
OATE fil.(-" ,..---

Reference is made to n:y k:tteJ:- to y-cu captioned :runitcd Str..ka 
Srmate Select Com=nittee en L.1telligence. 11 c~ated April 14! 1975, V!l1Grein n 
copy of 11Int<:;lligence Division Pe:~:>ition Pap8l' on .JuM.sdi<:;t:bn, 11 ds:tGd 
Fcl:rruttt-;.y 13: 19'i'5, Vfa.s enclosed. Tl1:f.i'J 11ositi.orl pape~t ·v;ns also ful"'11ishec1 
to GAO pursuant co it8 rsquest in conf:i.rmstion ·with it~.; ra·\-1ew ·nf ~'BI 
-opcrration s , 

EnclosGd lwrein is a copy of GAO letter dated July 3 s 1975-. 
which tr~mm:nitt6d a list of questions r:esed by GAO 0Cl1Cf:rn.in[ the paps::.? of 
February 13, 19',•5, and a copy of the r-esponse to thes.;:: questions. 

It -vdll b~ :noted that l'Cspor:.r-:c·s arc not pro-dded to cert.Din 
s.• • 'h -n- '' ~ ~ 1 " T t '; • th ' t -questlOl1B concorn"Jng t~ e J:";:;i l~;HI1Ufu en . ... n.s ru.{;Clons .a~J. .! c l:tc:pzr oc~ ·acl 

r~\s.y 19, 10'12. Th::? d::terr.dnB:i:io:n to omit responses b th0se q_u<-:stions 
was made during consultations vlith f;h,. Alan S. Goldberg. GAO 1'ese;:n:ch 
strd:f' r to f0cilit~te ~m -expeditiOUS !'6p1y f.OCUSCd on thoEe iG:::U0S of p:d.T.P.Ul'Y 
irnportD11ce to its ~'nalyzis w "Vi:::: 11~:-VG :.-lg-eeed. t0 pl"O'\rid~; rGGponses to 
such question.s if o.dvi£.Gd by GAO U1ut f·urther c!Hrifi.cP.tion i~ neceFse.r.'Y. 

\ In8smuch. as thii~ m;:tt-::rbl deals \'lith ji.:9:i~:;diction, it is belng 
fo~.;m•dcd for your information .end I'Oi.'i.evr. 

A~soc . Dir ~ __ Enclosures 
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U~ED STATES GENERAL ACCOUNTING ~FICE 
Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dcp. AD Adm. -· 

Dcp. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: ~ 

Admin.:---­

Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com, __ 

Gcn.lnv._ 

GENERAL GOVERNMENT. 
DIVISION 

Mr. W. Raymond Wannall 
Assistant Director 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548 

JUl.. 3 1975 

fdcnt. ---~ 
lnspcctj,?~ 
lntcll\,V!:i___ _ 

Lobo~atorY. __ 

~'&~ o-"~ ):C:'.~- 1/ Intelligence Division 1 ::~.o loun. "--
Rian1l & Ca I. _ Federal Bureau of Investigation 

f • ~ Spec. lnv. _ 
, Training_ 

Department o Just~ce .,.. --~~ . 

Dear Mr. Wannall: \ ~~ ,. l (_..,. Telephone Rm · '- ~1 \,..) / Director Sec'y • -,--;<:::, 
On April 24, 197'5;--~ Kelley /esponded to.-oor requet. _ 

regarding the Bureau's legal autnoriEy--fo-c:ond~domestic intelli- ~ 
gence operations by providing material conc~rning the collection, ~" 
maintenance, dissemination, and destruction of information resulting \ 
from such investigations. 

We have reviewed that portion of the Bureau's response relating 
to its authority to conduct domestic intelligence investigations and 
believe that some clarification of matters therein is necessary for 
us to better understand the Bureau's position. Accordingly, we would 
appreciate a written response to the enclosed questions which relate 
to the papers prepared by you and Messrs. Watter~ and Lacey; a portion 
of the Domestic Intelligence Division position paper, "Investigations 
of Subversion," May 19, 1972; and portions of Sections 87 and 122 of 
the FBI Manual. To facilitate analysis, we would appreciate if the 
Bureau could use the same format as the questions with any questions 
not requiring an ans~.;rer because of a prior response being so noted. 

Should you or your staff desi~e to discuss these questions for 
any reason, we would be glad to do so. If any clarification is needed, 
please call Alan S. Goldberg on 386-3575. Thank you for your cooperation. 

MATtC>lCONTA~\NeD ALLINF;~~IFIED HEREIN l ~ BY~~ 
OATE -rr,'!.. 

c:;3}._~ . 
..-.\,<:\:) 

. 0~.;'-" 

Enclosure~ •' 

cc: Mr. JoBp M~.n1·z 
Assistant Director 
Legal Counsel D~vision 

Sincerely yours, 

PtvJt~ve t1 ~--- ~~ 
Daniel F. Stanton· $ ' 
Associate DireC5o1.~~.(~5 

cj~;) :=:-")f6-~ ~~ 
: ; .. '.. NOT'RE'C'ORD"ifr i f..\ 

,· ~'V 
46 SEP 12 1975 ·

1
' ·: 

Federal B~reAu of IItVESCLgation -
. ( j ' 

-== \ i 
I I 

~). 
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PD f?.LAIN 

• ff:DI,11l!'-1. BVRF.!\\1 OF INVESTIGATION 

COh~MU~ICJ\TIQNS S~CTIOt-l ·-
f . ~ll003 

9:55 ITEJ.;/ SEPTEMBER 6, 1975 
/ 

/ BUREAU 

' ':1: 
, •• 

T 0: 
/ 

SEATTLE < 66-2894) 

l. ,--ltfW ::;-;;PORTLA~'D 
J( ( ;_....-· 

-~~ -SENSTUDY 75 
: ' ··- ,/ 

ALL lNFORMATtON-CONTAlNE&l ...., 
HERSl'}l ~1,Y,t-fCLASSIFlER;}-P(uJ.~ "; 
uATE ~~.a::o_ BY ~r---T-v ~ 

- . 
Assoc. Dir. _ · ~ 
Dep.-A.}).-Adm_ { . 
Dep.·A.D.-Inv_ I 

· Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. __ 
Comp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Mfairs · 

Filos & ~h: , "J'i:7 I Gen. Inv. I .. ; :.· 1 
Ident. ___ ~ ~ •· = 

Inspectio;,f--= , 
Intell. ... · , 
Laboratory ____.:.·; · .' 
Piau. & Ev~L ;.....' 

/·,~~i~ Spec. lnv. ~ · . 
'rraining .-,.L_ 

Legal Cvun. ~ 
Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec'y _ 

J RE BUTEL S~PTEMBER 5, 1975 AND SEATTLE TELETYPE TO PORTLAND, 

SEPTEMBER 

IBLE;R:, FORMER ASAC, SEATTLE, t~AS ro NT ACTED IN ACCORDANC:=!: 
. r ., 

WITH INS RUCTI0
1

ilFS IN REBUTEL ON SEPTEMBER 6, 1975, AT HIS 

RESIDENCE ~AT RT. 1 BOX 743, PARKDALE, OREGON. BIBLER STATEu I• 

I 
h HE CANNOT RECALL PARTICIPATING IN "!~AIL OPENING ACTIVITIES" 

,_\IJHILE IN FBI. HE ADVISED HE \oJOULD NOTIFY PORTLAND OFFICE IF HE _.\} 
z 
~S COt\;TACTED BY SSC STAFF AND, SHOULD THIS OCCUR, PORTLAND \oJILL __.,.- · 
en 
0 \Z:: gJH EREA FT ER ADVISE FBI HQ. 

00 
.~'~ND 

I ~::: r.{PM 
' ~,·· ~ 
·1. :. ~.:a 
·- (/) c:: 

'.1'..1. 
:3-

FBIHQ CLR 

I, 8 4 S E P 1 8 1975 
L NW 5516.0 Docid : 32989 6.4 1 Paqe 66 

~\ . 

t- RE ---. ........._,_ " 
----1 . 

S SCP 1 (; 1275 ·.< h[i.ll;pfli) --- .,~. l; 

s 



,..._,~~ ..... 
\!.f~ NFIU£ i\II Ifrt;",I IY WHEN HE: JOIN£).) IHE BUREAU , AND HAS NO 
:=:c .. we -- -iF- -py- -,..;;,.-i!IIIPIM- _ _ - - . - - - - - -- - • 

jiNTIOl~ o~· VlULAilNG THAT UAJ;H EVEN THOUGH THE dUREAU MAY 
~ -- ---~---- ----- --- -- -- - - -- --~--'-. -- .. -
~H.rlALLY Rl!.LIEVJ:i: HIM UFTHAI .UtiLIGATION. Hti: WAS 
~ :::=!: . . . . - . - .. ... . . . . . . . ~ . -

7:!.kiri"SH!!:JJ T~LEPHUNE NUMBER UF IH£ Lt!:GAL CUUNS£L DIVISION AND 
..... _~ 
~w 
WAS~NVII£D TO CALL THAT OFFICE SHOULD HE Bl£ cu NTACTED 

l-

r 
'/ 

~T 100 
ciY s;;;c. Hi ALSO PUINTJ!:u OUT THA1Hi HAS BEEN UUT~ TH~1 ~UREAU .f Jf_'7 

Jll=r.-16 -I I L--7 :,:.) 9' --- 191 
Nii iLb.ViN YEAJ1S, ANJJ HIS f'lEMUftY uF SPEC'tf'IC DETA LS UUJ,J.B~l\)-~-
vfEttA·J.' !U NS AND i!:Vl!:NTS OCCURrll l~G DURING 

i'iJI P£!1MIT HI1"1 TO FURNISH ANY ACCUrlAT£ 

UNJ itt ST Ui> Y • 

NPtVJ rblHQ ACK FOrl IWU AN U 

8 4 SE P 1 8 1975 
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•• 
NR 051 LA PLAIN 

09:31 Pf1 ·1\IITEL 9-5-75 BDW 
/ •' 

TO Byff'EAU- C 62-116395) 

FROM .NGELES C 66-6243) 

(~UDY 75 
··­
~---

R E B liT EL, SEPT EMBER 5 , 19 75. 

• 
f~Dt.AAL BU~t:AU Of INVESTIGATION 

COMMUN.ICATIQNS S(QTION 

SEP~~975 

JEd:TYPE ) 

~6' 
ALL INFORMATiON CONTAINED 
Hf;Rei~ •. .'P. ~NCLASSIFI~ M.hl \,jt 
DATE !JL(il~tfl]:_ BY ~~:;&•f~b 

THE FOLLOW! NG FORMER EMPLOYEES OF THE BU RESIDlt\'G IN 

LA TERRITORY, WERE PERSONALLY CONTACTED SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, 

· BY SAC RALPH J. RAMPTON, CONCERNING THE CONTENTS OF RE 

~ETYPE: 

R 0 AD , SA N M AR I NO , 

~ LIF::~:: G. ~APP,• 4240 BON HOMME ROAD, WOODLAND HILLS, 

Assoc. Dir. -
Dep.-A.D.-A<im_ 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv_ 

Asst. Dir.: Admin .. __ _ 

Comp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs -
Files & Com. -
Gen. Inv. -­
Ident. ····--· 
Inspection l:t1V • IV 
Intel!. ... I, l:J.!~ 4 
Laboratory /~ 
Plan. & Eval,,.._ 
Spec. lnv. '4"~-~ ,• 
•rrainin"' f. · .--:-"' . . .. /' ' 

Legal Coun~ -~ , 
Telephone Rm.\- j 
Director Sec'y _ 

~"f&ALIFORNIA. ~~~ '=&t 
Ji~ ARNOLD C. LARSON, 4232 ABBINGTON COURT, WESTLAKE VILLAGE, 

CALIFORNIA. 

EACH EXPRESSED SUPPORT OF gfEl88 AND PLEDGED COOPERAT 10~ ~ J .. ~ & 
IN THIS MATTER. I . REC-16 (;;,) -1 l t 3 t') ~ 

JOSEPH K. 'ONDER, AS THE BU IS AWARE, WAS INTERVIE\~~D 

AUGUST 31, 19 75, BY SENATE SELECT· COMMITTEE STAFF MEMBER-' MIKE: :. 
t -

EPSTEIN AND HAS PREPARED A LETTERHEAD MEMORANDUM WHICH CONTAINED - ~ . l 

, JP~·~ 
1\{} \. 

~.:) 1 ( j;N'{j 



/ • •• 

PAGE T~JO CLA 66-6243) 

THE RESULTS OF THIS INTERVIE\v AND WHICH WAS FORWARDED 

TO THE BU. 

IN VIE\IJ OF THIS, NO CONTACT \~AS MADE \viTH MR. PONDER 

AS A RESULT OF RE TELETYPE. 

END 

HOLD 

W 55160 Docid: 329 89641 P.age 71 
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• ~EOERAI. bUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECII.Qt{ . . .:. . ·- - ~ . . • 
cl~ - ~1 ! / . ( 

i \ 
\) . 

I NR026 DL COD ~<v<> . 

19 75 
-s,\0 r::fd ~ 

TO R OR (62-116395) a~~~/~ 
f<o~ v. v . \ /:'}. ~ 

C' . M · SAC, D.~LLAS < Hl5-5 731) ~\Yt~~~ - ~\~·K 
'C) ·~ ~~ '<J' 1:! 

,'.,~Y--~ Q~ ~ 
REB UTKL'Tlj ALE-!<!\ NDR IA , ET AL , SEPTEMBER 5 19 75. 

I {;.! 
: FOR~lER BUJlEAU EMPLOYEES KENNETH E. COMMONS, 2458 DOUGLAS 

DRIVE , CfELEPHg,NE 9 15-949-4 817l A NO PAUL H .;STODDARD , 3014 

CHATTERTON DRIVE, aELEPHONE 915-949-1Ee0), BOTH SAN ANGELO, 
e_~ .._-

Assoc. Dir. -
Dep.-A.D.-Adm­
Dep.-A.D.-Inv-

Asst. Dir.: · l 
Admin. __ _ 
Comp. Syst. - 1 

Ext. Affairs _ l 
Files & Com. _ · 
Gen. Inv. : 
!dent. - -·· 

mXAs, CO NTA CT~t SEPTEMBER 5, 19 75, AND ALERTED REGARDING POSSIBLE 
Cl?\ "-' 

1

1

_2:@gPR0ACH FOR INTERVIEvJ BY SSG STAFF • 
.-o 

: :o~ 
'··~~ :z-

BOTH EXPRESSED APPRE CIAT ION FOR ADVANCE KfWWLEDGE 0 F 

: ~~~SSIBLE CONTACT AND OFFER OF ASSISTANCE BY BUREAU'S LEGAL COUNSEL 
,~ - ~ 

; :~·~VISION. 
: 0::: 
:- '..Y 

-~ NEITHER MR. COMMONS NOR MR. STODDARD ANTICIPATES ANY PROBLEM 

IF CO NT ACTED BY SSG ,BOTH STAT I~\ \(YhY HAVE 

MATTER INVOLVED • 

END. 

HOLD PLEASE 

1/ 

~41~~p lM,~~.~~~ ~ ~) / 

. . 
NO KNOWLEDGE OF SUSJECT 

&45 



NvJC KI 

.KI\l f!Yf<t;AU OF fNVfSTIGAYICt~ 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

~~ 
NR 009 JN CODE 

!O:OOPM SEPfEMBER 5, 1975 SR\~ 

( 62- 1 1 63 9 5 ) 

Assoc. Dir. -­
Dep.-A.D.-Adm._ 
D(>:n.·A.D.-Inv. __ ' 

A:'~ . i ' ·'r.: 

! 
A•L _;v._. 

('< ··· ';l . ~v~ t. _ . 
EJ:t. Affa i:tG -

1 
Fil . $~ Com. _ 

I 
I 
j 
I 
l 

! 

G···•. L:". . ···--
Idc::•t. ..-- .. 

I 
[! 
~ ~80-490) ' 

REBUfEL TO ALEXANDRIA, ET ;L, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975. 

FORMER SAC \~ILLIAt1S vJEBBt~~KE, 1847 AZTEC DRIVE, JACKSON, 

MISSISSIPPI, PERSONALLY CONTI\CTED BY ASAC JACKSON EVENII'!G 

SEPTEMBER 5, 19.::75, A.ND PERTINENTLY INFORMED AS INSTRUCTED 

RETEL. BURKE \vAS M_O-Sr APPRECIATIVE AND CORDIAL BUT OFFERED --­.. ~ 

NO FURTHER REApTIO~~-R COMMENT. 

I -....r 
. ;::: L.U 

LI.J Z 
0::: z 

0 >- (/) 
c . a:: 
;::- ·~ ('' .... 

. -

END. . -".;...) 

SEP 1 81975 
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' • fE{)~RAl 8URE!AU OF INVESTIGATION 
COMMUNICATIONS S~CTION • Assoc. Dir. -­

Dep.-A.D.-Adm,_ 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv, __ 

Asst. Dir.: 

I 
tJ_;WA DE EP STAND BY FRO THREE 

i~ 
~lR 002 EP P"LAI N 

5, 1975 SMC 
./ 

DI?CTOR (62-116395) 

EL PASO (66-1587) 

.. _, 
1 • 

RE BUNITEL, S:EP·TEMB 5, 1975. , ... , -
tr-- ......... .... 
~ FORMER S~C ~7Ri: \11. ISSL Y, 7800 BIG BEND, EL PASO, 
~ .:..~: '-,, :-; 

- - ....... 
ggEXAS, TELEP.JiQNE No:; 75 -8798, CONTACTED IMMEDIATELY 

~ ..... 0.::: --~ 

;;fAsAC IN ABSENCE OF .SAC. DISSLY WAS ADVISED THAT HE 
1\.U~ 
~-NIGHT BE CO NT ACTED BY A SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE CSSC) 
~~~ 
~if AFF AND WAS ADVISED CONCERNING C~.aA{d'o w~~-l~UREAJ.,:!1-/ / {_~ '2 C, -krfj 
- ·-lEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION AS SET FORTH IN REF'~ENCED BU~EAlJ=-- i.> /~ VJ' ...,_ f:... .....__ 

NITEL. FORMER SAC DISSLY ADVISED THAT THERE IS NOTHING~ . 
"' S£p 16 

HE COULD TELL THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE. HE ADVISED .......__ ) : N 
THAT HE \HLL NOTIFY BUREAU IF HE IS CONTACTED f)BY SSC \ .:h·JIA>f 
SfAFF CONCERN! NG THIS MATfER. e--n rf (]\ ~~~ rv; j- .-, ~ /\ -lti7S t( , . 

END .' (yy ,-~,~ 1 / (I d 

mS 41~i.P 1o~IW7~98964p 'a~; u.v {p 



TO 

OPTIONAL fORM NO, 10 .-
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPMR 141 CFIU 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
.! 

t' 
:Mr. J. B .. - Adams 

• 
1 -Mr. 
1 -Mr. 
1 -Mr. 
1 -Mr. 

DATE: 

Mintz 
Adams 
Wannall 

Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Ad~.'l,v 
Dep. AD lnv(Jff' 

Asst. E>ir,: 

FROM :Legal. Counsel ~a--
/9 -~ 0 1{)1 

1 -Mr. 
1 -Mr. 

Cregar 
9/5/75 
Hot is 
Daly 

Admin. __ 

Camp. Syst, _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com,_ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
ldent. __ 

Inspection_ 
lntell. __ 

7 L ,) • ·-r- a,ar0to,r.y 

)f.r'"~,~o.unY 

SUBJEd~~~STUDY 7 5 
-;-__ I ---

0
' P.Lan.&Eval. _ 

Spec.lnv._ 
' Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

on 9/5/75, SA Paul V. Daly of this Division was 
advised by Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination in the Department, that Paul 
Wallach of the Senate Select Committee had informed him 
that the Committee desired the presence of Shaheen and 
SA Daly at an executive session at 2 p.m., Tuesday, 
9/9/75, to explain why the material requested relating 
to mail openings had hot been delivered to the Committee. 

Shaheen requested that every effort be made by the 
Bureau to avoid the necessity of explaining to the Committee 
the lack of production of the mail opening material at the 

Director Sec'y _ 

executive session. 1D 
The above information was brought to the attention~ 

of Paul Mack, Executive Assistant to the Deputy Associate 
Director (Investigations) who in turn advised that Mr. Adams .. r 
had instructed that every effort be made to produce the re- / ~·~~ 
quested material prior to the executive session. ~~f 1 

, ~(../ 

Unit Chief James Lee was advised of this decision. v 

RECOMMENDATION: 

For information. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HERej~A~,Y-~WSIFIED I,L· 
DATE ~kJL BY~~r-~3 

~m SEP 111975 

l
PVD:ladl~\) 

(8) '1\ 

7 9 S E p '1 71975 
Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 

59LP-10I 
NW 551ou Docld : 3.2989641 P.age 75 



I 

( 

{ 

.':-. 

• 
ey General. 

U.. S.. ey_;,i'fATE SELECT co:.nU:TTEE 0!:1 T:;.7GS1JC1J ACT!VI'l.'IBS (SSC) 

2 llr. J. A. Mintz 
(1 -Mr. J. B. Hotis) 

1 - Mr. W. R. Wanna11 
1 - Mr. w. 0. Cregar 
1 - Mr .. T. E. Burns 

Septa~er a, 1975 

I 
.< Reference is made to the mer:torilndum £rom the SSC 

dated nay 14, 1975~ and appendices thereto, :tequ.esting cer.­
tain documents and other information from the FBI and ny 
letter to you dated June 20 ~ 1975,. enclosing a menoranclur.t 
dated Juno 20, 1975, for tha sse ... 

Enclosed for your approval and foruarding to the 
Cor~tteo is the original of a m~-u>randU:.'il uit.l1. cnc1osure 
which supplements our· response to the sse colltaineil in the 
June 20, 1975, memorandum referred to· above.. The enclosure 
to the mQIIlorandu_rn. is a copy of your letter t.o !-ir... Lloyd U. 
Cutler, dated August 5, 1975, which has u direct bearing on 
this matter since: it authorized the FDI to revien the sealed 
~terial contained in ~he Kraft file. 

1\ copy of this m.enorundura ~lith cnclooure is being 
furnished £or your records. 

Enclosures - ( 4} 

62-116395 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREI'tzlfl4-iLASSIFIEO "'j,j; 
DATE BY?fdt\Ut.) 

1 - The Deputy Attorney Gene-ral 
Attention: tiiehael B,,.. Shaheen, Jr. 

Special CounsGl. for 
Intulligonce Coordination 

~-:.:c. Dir. _TEB: lmh \ .•,' t \ 
Dep. AD Adm. - ( 9 ) 
Dep. AD lnv. - , 

Asst. _Dir.: ~~_/ 

~~=~~-syst. j ~·~ln·r . ···u··· R~· 
Ext. Affairs t • Jl...f .._ 1 

Files & Com._ 

Gen.lnv._, 
!dent. __ 

Inspection - ) 

Intel!.-- W / 
Laboratory _ . l\ I W ~~ / ~' 
Plan. & Eva!. - ;j Z/< r · 
Spe~ .. lnv.-~?.._, ;// ~~ , • /• \.' ''"'"'"' i \ •L \ j' I' -..', \ 

L I C • ,J . (! ' ' ;, k ega oun. \., ·~,. ~ , "11 .-., 

Telephone Rm. ,\ • 1 

~Di;ffJ3 ~ila?s:::64"1 P~ ::PE UNIT CJ 

//s. a ~f:J) 
Y -u~,, ·~,' .1'' \ ; ~ ~c.' 9 GP01/975 0-569-920 

I I I ~, . ' ,, , - ,... , 
~ f . _' ;,, - - ~· ..... "! 

~ ~ 

I : ,, 
' . 
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62-116395 

• 2 .ir. J. A. Mintz 
(1- Mr. J. B. Hotis) 

L - ~tt. W. R. Wannall 
1 -Mr. w. o. Cregar 
1 - Mr. T. E. Burns 

September 2, 1975 

U.. S. SENATE SELECT C01ll1ITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERN£-lENTl\L OPERATIONS WITH 

RESPECT TO Il!TBLLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

RE:: REQUEST PERTAINING TO 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILW\t~CB " "' . 1l A L (,.. 

PECLASfiFIED DY~~J.~.V·~ 
ou_ (0\!ltz(® 

Reference is made to SSC letter to the Attorney 
General dated ntay l:.4, l975, '\·tith appendices attached thereto, 
requesting oertain documents and other information froo the 
FBI and to PB:t memorandum to the sse dated June 20, 1975, 
captioned as above.. · 

:Cte..lll number 17 in Appendix D of referenced sse 
letter requested all memoranda and other materials xeflectinq 
written or oral authorization and re-authorization by the 
Attorney General and/or the Director of the FBI for electronic 
surveillance of Joseph Y~aft. 

Referenced June 20, 1975, FBI mamorandwr~ responded 
to the above request as it pertained to tnc unsealed portions 
of the Joseph Kraft file. The scaled portion o£ tho file was 
not reviewed for the requested information since material con­
tained therein was subject to an arrangement between Mr. Lloyd B. 
Cutler, as attorney for Joseph Kraft~ and the Attorney Goneral. 
This agreement pre~ludes examinauion. of the sealed portion of 
Ur ~ I<raft' s file e~capt upon personal approval of the Attorney 
General subsequent to 1~ notification of !lr. Kraft or his 

,;1\ counsel, in ~1riting, at least ten days prior thereto and pro-
" viding him or thenl v7it..l-} an opportunity to discuss the matter 

. personally with the Attorney General before the grant is· made •. 

A~:o:~· :~r~~--=TEB: lmh \ 1'1' h ~ 
A:~t~ i~:r_., _ (8) ORIGINAL AND ONE TO ATTORNEY GENERAL JI.J)J 

Comp. Syst . _ 

Ext. Affai rs _ 

Files & Com. ­
Gen.lnv._. 

SEE NOTE PAGE 2 

:~::·c== NOTE TMT NOTE ON YELLOW, PP 2-3, IS SECRET ~lf\ 

~:~~·;"~ . This document f;:·;i;b~lt7'ed in response to '!JOUr request and is not for dissemi- ~j Q, 
Pion. & Evat- nation outsirle Yb?:tr Committee. Its use i~ limited to official proceedings by '-Y 
Spec . In•. - ·- your Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized persO'i'V- i 

L:;::n~nogu.:= nel without the exp'i·ess approval of~.~,~~- f',BI . / 1./} 
Telephone Rm.- . __. "'\-~:i?!.' "" r {t:) 
Director Sec ' y _ MAIL ROOM c::J TELETYPE UNIT -~f\~'\) flo~ ft d. _ // (_,..., .J' j ~ :.-- GPO: 1975 o- ss9-920 
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By latter dated 1\ugust !>, 19·75-t the i\ttornoy Ccnoral 
· advi.ood .r-~.. Cutler tha·b pursuant to t ho above urrangcnont t..'tlc 
2\~torncy Ccnor<"ll 'tmG furp.iohing notification that no sooner than 
tan dnys from ouch dntc ~n appropriato official of ~1c PD! nay 
rc.:.1ovc :.Eron the scaled .filGs momoranV.a requested by t!1a Sr . .mai:a 
S~lcct conrluttca on Intclliuenco Operations. 

A review of the scnl~d po~tions of th0 Joseph x~aft 
file by a representative of the I?DI on August 25. 1975, failed 
to roveal any written or oral authorization or re-authorization 
by the 2\:ttortl.~Y General and/or the Director of the I?l3I for 
electronic ourvcil.lancc of Josopll Y~aft i.lS rcquost~d i...'l'l re­
ferenced sse l~ttcr d~t.cd nay 14, 1975 .. 

L~closed with thio rnemorn11dum for your infornation io 
a copy of the l\ttorncy General's .nugust 5, 1975~ lcttor toUr. 
Lloyd u. Cutler,. .referred to above~ 

Enclosure 

1 - The ~ttorney ~Gneral 

NOTE: ffErET 
The subject of above SSC inqui~y, Joseph Kraft, 

is the well-known newspaper columnist. A review of the 
Kraft file reveals that the French security service, the 
DST, conducted a microphone surveillance on Kraft's hotel 
room for approximately one week during a 1969 visit by 
Kraft to Paris. Such coverage was effected through the 
urging of w. c. Sullivan former Assistant to the Director 
who travelled to France at such time apparently at the 
direction of deceased FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover. Details · 
of the above coverage have appeared in the media apparently 
as a result of leaks within the administration of former 
President Nixon. Kraft himself testified in detail 5/10/74, 
regarding this matter before the United State Senate Subcom­
mittee on Administrative Practice and Procedure, the Subcom­
mittee on Constitutional Rights of the Committee on the Judi­
ciary, and the Subcommittee on Surveillance of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. ·Pursuant to an agreement between 
Kraft and the Attorney General certain documents, recordings 

~~-
SE,~T NOTE CONT~lUED PAGE 3 

! NW 55160 Docl.d.: 32989641 Page 78 

L --- - --- ----------------------------------------------------~-------------------



-- -- ·---~ 

• • 
SENATE SELECT COl~1ITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

RE; REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 

NOTE CONTINUED: SE~~T 
and other records which descr~~ the contents of the over­
hears from the electronic surveillance were sealed. The 
above memorandum to the sse reflects review of such sealed 
documents for requested information as per authorization 
from Attorney General contained in the enclosure to such 
memorandum. This note has been Classified "Secret" in 
order to protect the confidentiality of our relationship 
~1ith the French security service the. disclosure of ,.1hich 
could reasonably be expected to result in serious damage 
to national security. Classified by 6283, XGDS 1, Indefinite. 

~RE L!.J?JClf: 
SE~T /'~ 

- 3 -
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• • ®fftrQ nf t~~ ~]\ttnnn:g ®.nwrnl 
lt:hw~ingtnn, n. ar. 2.053l'I 

August 5, 2975 

.·. 
Mr. Lloyd N. Cutler, Esq. 
~ilmer, Cutler & Pickering 
1666 K Street, N.W. . 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Cutler~ 

My offic~ has received you~ letter, of July 23, 1~75, 
concerning the Church Committee access to FBI files which 
maybe under seal pursuant to my agreement with 11r. Joseph 
~ . . . . 

~raft. In order to comply stri~tly.w~th that ~greement, 
Z am writing to notify you that rio sooner tha~ £en days 
from t.od.ay appropriate offi!=ials of the FBI may remove 
·£~~~ ~~e se~led ~;,P~ ~P~0ra~d~ rpquP.~r.pn h~ rhP. SP.narP. 

Select Committee on Intelligence Operations. . . . 

After these documents are removed.and prepared for 
submission to the Committee ~ursuant to the procedure you 
suggested, you will be furnished copies of those documents. 

.· 

•. 

. Sincerely, 

-'( dl._._ c.u. .,_( ft. 7 'L.., 
· kd'\-7ard H. Levi 
.Attorney General 

·. 

.. NW 5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 8 0 
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®ffm nf t4~ 1\ttnnt~l! os~n~rnl 

IJ an4ingtnn, JJL Ql. 2nssn 

Ike.!' 1/w u Yo Jroyt ht~ f}~. ji(,JJ 

o/~ /w?< Pul(~ ~~ ~ ~ 
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®ffin~ nf 14~ .... i\ttnntQQ ®.enrrnl 
llJlUI~ingtnn, la. Q!. 2U53n 

August 5, 1975 

•'. 

Mr. Lloyd N. Cutler, Esq. 
~ilmer, Cutler & Pickering 
1666 K Street, N.W. . 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Dear 1-lr. <;!utler.:. 

• \ .. 
·' ~¥"'.a. I' 

., .... , 

M·y office· has received your. letter, of July 23, l975, 
concerning the Church Committee access to FBI files which 
maybe under seal pursuant to my agreement \·lith Hr. Joseph 
"K?aft. In order to comply stri.;:tly. >-lith that agreement, 
I am wri~ing · to notify you that ~o sooner thah· fen days 
from t.od~y appropriate of.ficials of the FBI may remove 

'from the sealed files memoranda requested by the Senate 
Se~ect Committee on Intelligence Operations~ . . . . 

/f' 
'ol ...... 

.• 

After these documents are removed and prepared for 
submission to the Committee 'pursuant to the procedure you 
suggested, you will be furnished copies of those documents. 

Sincerely, 

.-!( ~ Cu...(' ft.1 L.... 
, kd·ward H .. Levi 
Attorney General 

·~ • '"' I I·~ ' • • ! l ' '' • ---------------------------------
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TO 

FROM 

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 !DITIOH 
GSA FPMR (41 CFRl 101-11 .6 • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
lr 

I 
Mr • . J t B. Adams 

• 
1 - Mr. Mintz 
1 - 'Mr. Mooney 
1 - Mr. Walsh 
1 - Jxtr. Wannall 

DATE: 9/2/.75 
1 - Mr . ·Cregar 

L~g;l Counsel ~"""rw~ 1 Mr. Daly 

Assoc .. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Ad};.).)_,V 

Dep. AD ln~':lp~­
Asst. Dir.: V \ 

Admin, __ 

Camp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affa irs _ 

Files & Com. _ 
Gen.lnv._ 
ldent. __ 

Ins ct~ 
ell.~ 

Laboratory~ 

. : ~ .{. 1 - Mr. Hot is 

P._ [~ ALLINFORMATIQ'JCONTAINEO · 
SUBJECT:\ SENSTU_DY 75 j HEREJ~~~y~...,_lASSfFI~1 tuu~ ·,,--}-~ ./ DATE~ BY~=14-~~· 

n~ 
c.lnv. _ 
ning __ 

~ 0 Director Sec'y _ 

On Sep.tember 2 , . 1975, Mark Gitens.tein of the Senate 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Sel€:ct ·G~IIIIllit .tee reques.ted the· .follow~~~- .curr~nt .. e"IE~~oye._es . ?._f ~ 
. the Bureau be made~ (;!.yaiia6le for .Staff ~nterv~ew by the Senate 

1 
~.l 

Select ·Gonnnittee concerning their knowle.dge of · .the "official ··. '' 
and confidential"- files which were maintained in former Directo · 
Hoover: s Of~ice. The ·.current ·ass~gnment of. the~e persc;mnel set / 
for.th ~n .th~s memorandum was· furn~shed py Mr. G~tens.te~.n. ~,. ·_ · . ~~(It 

(:I) Y.I'llomc;s. Bar.den Dudne.y-Chief C~erk, WFO; / ' . . di\, .~ 
(2). ISp.E;c~al Agent ·Joseph :E. Dowl~ng-WFO; L/ '1-P 
.(.3) ~pecial Agerit ·Joseph E. B~ttle-WFO; · · 
.(4) t.K:'enneth Shafferr-.Glerk, WFO; 

--(5) Raymond Smith~Auto Mechanic, FBI. Academy, Quantico; 
(6) !Jes.se 'Pet·erson., ·Jr. -Mechanical Section, 

. Administrative Division, · .FBIHQ; 
{7). '-Thomas ·F. · Peyton-Exhibits Section, Administrative · 

Division, FB.IHQ; · 
......-(8). Inspector J .ohri· P. Dunphy-Adminis·trative Divisi~"Q. , 

FBIHQ; and . . . 
1 

• 1} 
/ (9) MJ::S. Erma D. Me.tca1f-D~r.ecto.r s. Off~ce , · FB.IHQ.~ 

All of. the afo.r·ementioned employees we.re interviewed 
during .the inspection inquiry into .the "official and confidential" 
files matt·er which was conduc.ted .at the request of .the Departmen,t; 
The ·committee has already been. delivered a .summary of .the results: 
of. that inspection inquiry and has· ·.reviewed FD.-302 1 s .rep·orting the 
interview of. employees. conc·erni~g .this matt·er. · 

1 - Personnel- File - Thomas. Barden· Dudney 
1· -· Personnel File· - Joseph :E. Dowling 
1· - · Personnel File· - J .oesph :E. Battle A J j ~ 
1 - · Personnel· File· - Kenneth Sh<:ffet · "1 ... 4/ /31/ -.. {9 .,t\ H 
1· - · Personnel File - Raymond Sm~th ~o'- /, I#' /~ ~ 
1· -· Personnel File - Jesse· P.et·ersp.n.., .,;_.J.:s~~~ 1,.--,~., \ . 

1 -· Personnel File· ·- Thomas .F. · Peyton \ l 
1 - · Personnel· Fi.le· .- J ._ohri.· .P. Dunph.Y .. .-I) 
1· - · .Personnel· F~le· - Erma D. Metccilf S.:.. 1 ;,; 1 ~~~ 

· PVD: lad Jn. 
(18} J1D 

9 SEP 17'\975 

s11ocr ~tc. ... \6 -RRg-~:MMENnAT'IoNs - oVER 

NW 55 __ . . Docid: 329a9&iY [~£ge'~ilzgs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
~-l=.U• _ _ 



,.• • 
Legal Counsel to Mr. Ad.ams 
RE : SEN STUDY 7 5 

. RECOMMENDATIONS : 

('1) That .the aforementioned employees. be· .re-leased 
from existing. employment ·agreements~ f-or .pur.po.ses of interview 
by .the Senate· Select ·Cotmnl.tte.e. 

·(2). That .the Legal C.ounsel' Division will advise: ·.the 
S·enate Select ·committee when app.ropriate .. clearance. 'has. been 
received for the aforementioned employees and make .the necessary 

. -· 2 .-
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... 

.. 

• • 
ThG A~y Gen~al 

Z
. {:;, FDI 

S.· SENATE SEI&GCT CO!IlliiTTEE. 
N INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

• 1 Mr. J. B. Adams 
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

(1 - Mr. J~ B. Hotis) 

August 26, 1975 <) 

i J;[I • J: Qeeklllillft ~ 

\ 1 -Mr. w. R. Wannall 
1 - Mr. w. o. ·Cregar \)l\ 
1 - 1\fr. J. P. Thomas ,, ' 

' ' ' 

~ 
k 
'.(,. 

' """\ . "\;-\J .· 
FBI memorandum August 18,_ 1975, in r.esponse to an .'\. . 

SSC request for FBl materials1 contained infortn.ntion tbat \\'::··, 
materials responsive to Pa!'_t __ ~. of that reque$t relating to .. ~ ··. 
"llonenrs Liberationn would be available for 7:eview by SSC \~ · 
St'a:ff Llembel.'Se --Those .materials were 1·eviewed by SSC Staff . ,~·l 
Menbors Michael Epstein on August 20, 1975, and Martha Talley\~~~· 
on August 21., 1975. ·~ ., · 

On August 25, 1975, !Jr. Epstein requested delivery ·~ 
of the aforenentioned material.. · ,· · 

• -.<P Enclosod is a memornndum. f:or your approval for 
~ forunrdine to the Co~itt~e in response to M~. rpstein~s 

o ~ request. 1-) 

. ~ ." 
\. ~ .. S' 

~ ~-. ..., 

' .. ~ ~. 

~~ ~ 
~ t!}al AlSQ enclosed for your records is .n copy of the 
~~ ~ t"iomorandum pr-oparad for tho C~mmittoe. 
v-;~..-
OWt:n 
::!(/J ri:nclosures (2) 

l'§r'N,, 
1 . ,.,, 

"·~ 
~ q 

f ' 

)···. 
<;" '} • ~100 REC-16 

o::l f 
, ~. ~~: 62 ll639t:: ~~~ - . D 

~-

~~--~ .. 

«~ 
J f :'! ~ 1 -. The Deputy- A ttQrncy Genern l 

z raw A tt~ntion: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. S EP 1 C • 0 .. 5 .::;_tt~ • S,pecial Counsel for 5 ) '" 1 

;;#'~ ~ .. l t~ 11. c d. t . 
,,~·lf\ nsu\\'t,e ~~~p . oor :t.na . ~ - ----

Assoc. Oir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 

t,f,..\\U\,.: . d~ 
JPT:jvl J . ..-'f.~~- (t~~~ . i 
(lQ) 1\~·· ~~~vc~.~£4%Tg:ij§'~~,~ 

~~~;;.-~ I " ,, 

NOTE: "'~-. · '· 
~~=~~·srs•. _ Materials being furnished are serials 67 1 BS, '87, 90X 
Ext.Affairs_ (Philadelphia airtel to Bureau 10/27/70) and enclosed UIJ.i, 126, 
Files & com.- 137 and 165 of Bureau file 100-453233.. Regarding serials 67 
Gen.lnv._ and 126, 'New York reports dated 8/14/70 and 3/12/71,_ no pages ldcnt. __ 

Inspection_ after -the table of contents were reviewed by the .SSC, nor are 
Intel!.-- they being furniShed he!'eWi th, in aS mUCh aS the sse did 110t ,-r 
~~~:.'~o~::L: request the r,~~;l~ils of the reports. . ;,2i~ 
Spec. lnv. _ \ t.? '\ { . ~'~ ~~ '<'' __.-{ 

L:;::n~:~:= .. ~\, ~ 9 s · S[C~ti r~lATtnmt ATiA~~~ED JJr f~~ . \.t// ~ r 
Telephone Rm. _ j\ 1, l · f'"' . 
~c'5'5ic6o- Do:I~~ :~~~ p~~~E~~PE UNIT CJ «4( 

GPO 95~·545 



' ' 1 - Mr. J. B. Adams 
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) 
-4t • a J, ·s~ehra:l'l-
1 - Mr. w. R. wannall 
1 • Mr. w. o. Cregar 

62-116395 1 - Mr •t~dgu~'C ~~mi&75 

~ 
' I 

. ,\ v 

Assoc. Dir. -

Oep. AO Adm. -

Oep. AO lnv. -
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin.-­

Comp. Syst. -

Ext. Affairs -

Files & Com.­

Gen.lnv._. 

ldent.­
lnspection -

lnteii.-­

Laboratory -

Pion. & Eva I.­
Spec:.lnv._ 

Training-

L.egal Coun.-

l1. s. S~AT.E SELECT f!GlmiTTE!!; W 
STODY GDVERNl\mNTA£ OPEJ.lATIONS WfTII 

. llESPEC'r TO lNTELLlGENCE .AC~IVlTIES (SSC) 

Ref~re-nQ:e is nade· to the. oral .:request of sse· Staff 
llembor Michael Epstein on ~~ust 25~_ 197·5,, for delivery Qf 
FBI :materials :relating to "'Wc:unen1 s_ Lfb~ltationJ n which 
materials were pr~viously rev~ewcd by ssc·staff Deohors~ 
pursuant to the request made by the SSC on August 5 1 1975" 
Part. t. 

The Special Counse-l :for Intelligence ·Coordination, 
Un1ted States Department nf Justic~, ba$ ap,provod ~ompliunco 
with the aforement±oncd or~l request of Mr. Ep.$tein. It is 
noted that normally $tteh requests ar-e suhmittetl in writing. 
~nd future requests fQr de~iv~ry of materials should be 
.submitted in writ.intt to the Speeial ·Counsel. 

The reques-ted material has been processed and 
will be delivered to the sse with this memorandum. 

1 - The Attorney General 

JPT: jv 1 (') 
( '0,) ..... 

.. Jf ,. :·t. 
I 't"" . 

ORIGINAL AND· ONE COPY TO AG 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED -r 

HEREit;l ~~,Y_t'}~LASSlFJ.~ A I ll J I ,;R· 
DATE .~..L BY~t~l 

Telephone Rm.- ,.-, 

Director See'y - MAIL ROOM CJ TELETYPE UNIT L-J ENGUJSU!t~l 
GPO : 1975 0 - 569-920 
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5-140 <Rev. 1-21-74) FEDE~AL BU~EAU OF INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

Addressee: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 

• 

0 L TR 11£] LHM 0 Memo 0 Report dated 8/26/7 P 
bo s. Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 

Caption of Document: Activities. (Oral request of SSC 
/3/25/75 re "Women's Liberation.") 

ngmatmg f1ce: 1 ~ 1.$ 0 . .. or· FBI ~ . 

De!ivornd by• ~~~-~.:;:;m~,., -r-/j-t-15'J-r/-L.1-=-f __ 

Received by: 0\. o::J:l!l. :--rn q Q L. f,... 
Title: ~..?' Vl."C 1,._,"' 

~turn th~s receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI 

ALL \NFORNIATION CONTAINED ' 

HERI!I~rp,:r£SSIF!W.!J.tlr~· OATE 0 lt1L BY?f4-rl'...., 
0 

~1 ·~ ..;LU~_UR.b 
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING. 

TO: I~telligence Co~~nity Staff 
ATTN: Central Index ' 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 

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

2. DATE PROVIDED 

"'!' I DOCUMENT lsRIEFING I I INTERVIEW I I TESTIMONY I I OTHER 
.,. , .. ~ 

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

X sse 

HSC 

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

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN+ urCLASSIFIED L( .... 
DATE {(). Ut rt BY ~fvo 

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other­
wise state verbal request of (name), in~tiative, subpoena, etc.) 

~al request of SSG Staff ~~mber on 8/25/75 f~t 
delivery ·of materl~l previwsly requested on 8/5/75~ 
'a'tt x., for 1l'Cv!(\W 

6. CLASSIFICATION OF 
INFORMATION (enter 

U, C, S, TS or 
•Codeword) 

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are 
used underline for emphasis) 

Infoma.ticnhandl'ing 
lntcl.linenee collt!ctton 

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

3791 (6-75) 

62-116395 

:rMK:Fmk. 
(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL CO~lJNITY INDEX 

IN CONNECTION lil'l'H SENS'rtJDY 75 

~ ' . 
' 1_ 

,- ,, 
\ I-' 

~' ' I ..o ",..t 

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE ~ -
NW 5516 0 Docld : 3298 9641 

II;:___ 
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'INSTRUCTIONS 

• Type or print clearly in ink. 

• Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom. 

• Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required. 

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

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

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary. 
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..,..--u-~::1 Utev. 1Q-Ll1-0fl . •· ,, 

. ~ .. ,-/r·.fFEDERAL 41ufiEA~U OF INVFtTIGATION . -
REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN OATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

NEW YORK NEW YORK 8/14/70 1/15/70 8/3/70 
TITLE OF CASE. REPORT MADE BY 

CHARACTER OF CASE 

~r :::::: .. -.-~ 

J: ROBERT NEWTON 
4lOMEN 1 S LIBERATION MOVEMENT. 

.. ;;;. 
-~.-:'" 

TYPEO BY .!t 
" ' kbm .. 

L \ f ON'fA\NED 

· tJ~· r.-----=r::...:~~~'~:.--~:.;_O-tiR Jlz_u-+fc_:_~_~_BY_lF_~_M_tJ4 __ \.:.....--.u..-1---I-S_-_M_I_s_cE_L_LA_NE--=--O-US ________ ;~~ 

l 
r 

·~; 

\ REFERENCE 

New York report of SA J. ROBERT NEWTON 

-P*-

·~-
-~ .,.. 

dated 1/23/70. · ~~ \ 
' 

/;:,./2~_.. ! t 
u t~; ,...9 ~ ·:>:, 

, ;r~- I ,_ 
;l ;,. ··-

ADMINISTRATIVE 

The SAS who observed the demonstration on 4/15/70: 
at Foley Square, NYC, were HORACE P. BECKWITH and ANTHONY 

CONSTANTINO. 

The demonstration on 6/22/70, was 
YMOND F. MOHR. SEE REVERSE. SHJE f-l}l-_ 

observed by SA 

ADD. !Jl~S£Mlf~ATION .. 

OVER SIX MONTHS 

v ·.~;, 

SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 

Bureau (100-453233) 
108th MI Group., NYC 

, 1 NISO, NYC (RM) 
- · 1 - OSI, 2nd Air Force, NYC 

1 o o .. 4 5' 3~ Jf. 
--·--......:...-

l 

5 AUG 19 1970 
j 

2 Baltimore (100-
2 Boston (100-40255) (RM) 
COPIES CONT 1 D NEXT PAGE 
2 - New York (100-164665) 

r-----------------------------~------- · · 
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NY 100-164665 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONT'D 

.. ·.·.-.• 
J 

The demonstration on 7/15/70, was observed by SAS 
ALBERT E. FALLER and J. ROBERT NEWTON. 

With regard to future planned activity by Women's 
Liberation Movement (WLM), included in this report~ a separate 
case file has been opened for this activity captioned "AUGUST 26 
WOMEN • S STRIKE FOR EQUALITY" (NY 100-170260). The August 26 stril~e 
will be worked under the new case and reported accordingly. 

Characterizations of individuals and organizations 
mentioned in this report have been set forth where they are 
available. 

This report 'is being classified "confidential" because 
the disclosure of informat~on from informants ·of continuing value 
(NY T-1 through NY T-22) could reveal the identity thereof and 
could be injurious to the national security of the us. 

-· - Be~ause of the extensive information furnished by 
; IIJF_DI<.ti1AAII regarding WLM organization and activities, two T 

· symbols (NY T-1 and NY T-3) are being used to further conceal 
the identity of this informant. 

In view of the fact that ~ JNro~MiitJI . ~"'.P,_ JA1Pctz~14TJ errJ 

wtttc.H l~tJDS ·,o IDeNTIFy Sl\)fo/l.Mi4NT • advised that there 

I 
a.t' t: 110 t::.Lt:l; vt:U U.L .l ~cers 01 vne WLM, no acv~ ve investigation of 
those persons listed on the bank account declaration is being 

linstituted at this_ time.. · . . . .. ·. 

COPIES CONT'D 

2 - Chicago .(100-46797) (RM) 
2 - Charlotte (100- (RM) 

'1- Newark (100-51168) {INFO (RM) 
2 - New Haven (157-1498) {RM) 

. 2 ~Philadelphia (100- (RM) 
2 - San Francisco (100-62721) (RM) 
2 - ·Seattle (100-30009) (RM) 
2 - \vashington Field (100-49208) (RM) 
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INFORMANTS 

• . 1 
\. . 

Identity of Source 

NY rr- 1 
l NP:-ofL.MRN1 

.. (" .... 

Used to characterize 
CAROL LEFCOURT 

.· 

NV T-2 
i l N r:= i> l?..,IYI A N I 

_NY T-3 
I Nr'O{{mfirvT 

-c-
CO'V"ER .PJ\G . .:: 
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File Number Where Located 

100-164665-258 
-577 

100-164665-lB 
134-15562A-583 

-559 
-591 

'-672 
-457 
-496 
-505 
-509 
-511 
-514 
-524 
-554 
-638 
.-631 
-659 
-664 
-621 
-517 
-561 
-677 
-622 
-623 
-591 
,..688 
-478 
-607 

+34-842-738 

100-164665-255 

134-15562A-529 
. -551 

-561! 
-651 
-688 
-749 
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INFORMANTS CONT 'D 

Identity of Source 

... 

fl
:.TT~OMAS DUFFIE] ·. 
nvestigator, e6~,.f: -f'~t..~t.--- cri 

NY Telephone Compan:J 
40 West Street, ~c 

~fProtect by request) 
(Info furnished to SA 

· FRANl\ J. MEYERS ) . 

NY T-5 
._( "'F 0 lt.hll't; NT 

· NY rr-f\ __ 
J N F'o)"Z(YIJ4NT 

Used to characterize 
·SUE ANMUTH 

'MV l'fl-7 

l 1JfO~fYIRIIIT 

-D-
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-583 
.:.652 
-626 
-624 
-630 
-590 
-lJ82 
-462 
-466 
-479 
-495 

100-164665-52~ 

100-164665-1Bl2 
-lBlO 

134-12736A-57 

134-16386A-153 
-161 

100-164665-lB? 
100-164665-430 
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-571 
-274 
-411 
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-173 
-150 
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INFOR'IvffiNTS 

Identity of Source 

1-N '1'-P. 
l_tJ fofl-i"}frN r_ 

NY T-9 

TH1a..!J 

NY T-10 
r rJ r o r'Z.rfl.4;.., -r 

NY T-11 
I ,j fo ~ MA tvl' 

5 

Used to characterize 
JUDY vffiiTE 

Used to characterize 
JOYCE DEGROOT 

Used to characterize 
ARTHUR MAGLIN 

Used to characterize 
RUTHANN MILLER 

Used to characterize 
EVELYN NOVACK 

Used to characterize 
MARY ALICE WATERS 
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-547 
-417 
-549 
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-779 
-790 

134-9382A-1430 
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INFORMANTS CONTtD 

Identity of Source 

'llTU' m , o'"'l 
' .. .£.J. :... • • - _;. ::.._ 

· ftJFO./{MI-ltJ/ 

,. 

• - --' · - -·~ -~ 1 

·- ~ __ · , PSI 

NY T-13 ~ 
frHOMAS CONROY tOll//= J'c;o~(. t:!" 
~el Source · • ~ 

NV 'P-111 .. . ' . 

f tJFo R.IVI(.jN] . . 

PSI 

. NY T-1~ 
: · lf.lf of?:./IIA NT 

NY 'T'-16 
IJJFOI~.IYI/IN! 

NY T-17 

.· 

A Confidential Mail 
· Box of the NYO 

NY T-18 
i l~Fotz.rYitfN"(, 

NY ~-19 
' _ltJFo~tnff,v 1 

NV T-:::>0 

Used to characterize 
;J'OAN BIRD 

I fJ Fo ,z lil-A- t0 T 

P::>l 

NV 'P-?1 

1 tJ Fo((MitN T 

Useq to characterize 
LESLIE CAGAN 

Used to cha·racterize 
DEBBY GERSON 
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File Number Where Located 

NY 100-1480l.t7 

100-148047-A49-77 

134-17655A-10 
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INFORMANTS CONT 'D 

Identity of Source 

NY T-22 
. fNfo~J!1/1AI( 

Used to characterize 
MARY ALICE WATERS 

File .Number Where Located 

Copies of this report are being furnished for 
information to local intelligence agencies. 

Copies of this report are also being-designated to 
offices which information listed in this report indicates WLM 
organizations <in•: those field offices. 

All .offices receiving copies of this report with 
the exception of Philadelphia and Charlotte have received 
previous copies of WLM reports. 

LEADS 

CHARLOTTE 
\ 

AT CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA. Will conduct appropriate 
investigation as set forth in Section 87E of the Manual of 
Instructions to determine organization activities of· captioned 
organization in their respective division: and submit results 
of investigation in report form. 

PHILADELPHIA 

AT PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA. Will conduct appropriate 
investigation as set forth in Section 87E of the Manual of 
Instructions to determine organiation activities of captioned 
organization in their respective divi9ion. and submit results 
of investigation in report form. 

NEW YORK 

AT NEW YORK, NEW YORK. Will follow activities of 
subject organ~zation. 
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U1-clTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL= BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

CONF*NTIAL 

4 - 108th MI Group, NYC (RM) 
Copy to: 1 NIS0 3 NYC (~1) 

1 OSI, 2nd Air Force, NYC (RM) 
Report of: J. ROBERT 100-JTON 

8/14/70 
Office: New York, New York 

Dote: 

field Office Fil~r #: 100-164665 Bureau File#: 100.:.453233 

1itle: WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

Character: INTERNAL SECURITY MISCELLANEOUS ... 
/ 

Synopsis: Women's Liberation Movement (WLM), NYC! maintains 
an office (Women's Liberation Center) (WLC) at 36 

West 22nd Street, NYC. Although officers are listed, for bank 
account purposes, there are no officers or "lLM in the usual 
sense of the term. Financial data set forth. Lj.stings of 
natir-n-l'7ide and New York area WLM groups set forth. WLM is 
not E membership organization, hm<~ever, WLC, NYC:- maintains 

I 

·a ma5_ling list of 3,200 names. Meetings and actlvities of 
New ~-ork area WLM groups set forth. Affiliation and/or 
symp~thy with other organizations set forth. 

-P*-. 

DErA:'LS: 

Thi~ c.lC'h!un,cnl c-,mt,,an"' l•C"'lthtr rc:-f'omnlcru.ltttiuu~ nur condu~uon.s of the FBI~ {tis the propC'rty of the FBI nnc.l i:s lo..-ned to your nttcn~y. it null it~ cc.mtct~ls 
arc not to he: ttist: 1bti' ·d (~tl' sillc )'OUr n~cu··y. 
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TO 

O,TIOHAL fORM NO, 10 t 
MAY 1962 !DITtON 
GSA fPMR (41 CFRI 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GO E NMENT 

Memorandum 

.•. 
- t' "" 

~ A,o,. o;,_ 'f o.p. Af Adm. _ 

1· - :Mr • Mintz. Dep. AO lnv. _ 

1 - M;r .. ·Gallagher Asst. o;,,,. 

(Attn: David Rarity, Jr .. ) ~~:::·srst.'" 
1 - Mr. Wannall Ext. Affairs_ 

DATE! 8/25/75 Files & ctn 
Gen. lnv. OJI(l-1" 

1 Mr. ·Cregar ldont. __ 

1 - M;r . . Hot is tt!r~ 
1 Mr • Daly fl.(. .,.-J.,.abaratory ~ . ) ) J ll \. ~\~lf:-·:~"•,.V 

' --- j.' 7 ,..- / ,. J' Jtinj& ~~1. _ 

SUBJEcr§ENS.TUDY ~ ~ . V . ~~:::~::v~m. 
~--- _ ~ __ .. _.v- Director Srt c'y _ \ 

an· 8/22/75, Supervisor David Rarity, J:r., advised j~ 
SA Paul V. Daly of. ·.this Division that it was. his understandip.g~. , -
.that the Senate Select Gonnnit.tee was going to interview Dr. 
~idn~_ott.l.i~IL9~t_ .th~_ CIA i_p. the ne·ar future. Rarity .sYated 0 ~ 
t:fla't .the. Bureau had a pending investigation captioned "Dr. 
Sidney Gott:;lieb-Destruction' of Goveriunent· Prop·erty" invo.lvip.g ..:2_ 
Gottlieb relating to. his. destruction of certain records .at .the 
Central Intelligence Agency and .reques.ted .that a determination ' 
be made as. ~o whether· such an int·erview was beip.g. cont-emplated 'i, 
by .the Comm~t.te·e. T) \ 

~'f) 
J .ohn Elliff, Task F-orce Director of the Domest~ ·:.1 

Task Force f-or .the Senate Select Gonnnittee, was ·telephonically ~ 
advised of our invest~gative int·er.est in M;r. Gottlieb and of ~ 
our desire thcit the Gonnnit.tee be aware of this investigat.ive :x 
int·erest so .tliat the·ir activities would not adversely· imp.act · (:) 
on .the. Bureav.' s investigation. · .Elliff was appreciative of CJ 
being advised and indicated that ·he was also aware of the a 
Senate Select ·Gonnnittee 's int·erest in Dr. Gottlieb and would ~ 
insure that .the Connnittee Staff Member was apprised of the · 8 
Bureau's inve~t?-gative int·eres·t. He .stated they would take ll 
care to make :.s.ure .that the·ir inquiry would no;t. ham:p~ th~ . _.._ 1 .. . 
Bureau's inv~.s.t?-g·ation in this matter.£C 16 (c;Jc9-- ;/~:f'et!1· ' 
RECOMMENDATT;N~: S\ 100 R ... ,,. tm SEP 11 .1975 ·· : ! 

For information. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED · ......-: 
1 

_. ~ 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED •. >/:~~!$ jttLI \) ~"' .' . \1 
Dl\T~"f.ft..:w, .{t._ ~ · 

'111 1' t.f' ...t-¥tftif'( r 

'7(JB S:E$l2~D'~~7~idney Gottlieb-.Des·truction of Government P.roperty 

· PVD.: ladlf\D 
(9.) 

.. ~-...- Doaid : 32989J.iV' l£.-i~;}dfJ?jgs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



A. a. Wlton 

ilNTELPROS 

1 ~ a .. ~· "X'ann""11 ~ •• , .• • z;,. yr c:u.a. 
:!.
1

- ~~. \V. o. Cregar 
. • ~lh- 3._ G. Deegan 
l .. .~.\!Jr. R. L. ChQCkelford 

8/19/75 

1 • r.!Ir. A. B. Fult()n 
1 - JJ.IJ:r. D. nyan 
1 ... Nir. D. K. Pettue 

This is to identify nine serials, copies of wbicll were 
furnished to Al:thur Jefferson, staff mer.aber of the Senate Select 
Collllnittee (SSC), on B/15/'15 for 1'etentton in .sse offices, 

The nine serials~ eight of which relate to Black Extremist 
:matt~rs and one to t~ew Left, -comprise a total of 34 pages • 

• jefferson originally requested the se,:ials for delivery 
on 8/12/75. Subsequent to the request for deliv.ery, the serials were 
excised to insure information which would tend to identify sensitive 
sources was deleted. Exotstona in each serial, prior to being r.aade 
available for delivery, were approved by appropriate Section Chlef. 
Jefferson aeeepted delivery from .SA Pettus and signed attached list 
indicating receipt. 

Barbaxa BanOff• SSC staff l'llEY.mber, pl'eviously requested 
that a n•lmber of serials relating to· White Hate matt~:rs be excised so 
that they could be deliV$l'ed to SSe offices. The att~he(llist contains 
212 copies relating to White Hate which have been e~eised and reviewed 
by the appropriate- Section Chief for delive:cy ta SSC offices. One set 
of the 212 serial$ i~ being permanently maintained in room 4426• JnfL 
lm exact duplicate set, which 1a available for delivery to sse offices, 
is also being :u1aintained in 4426 untU a specific request is made by an 
apprOpriate SSC Staif member for d~livery. 

Enclosures 
62-116009 

1 .. 62·116395 (Senstudy} 
1 - 100.449698 (New Left) 
1 - lOQ-448006 (Blaelt Extremist) 
1 - 157•9 (Vlhite Hate) 

DKP:lfj 
(~t 
, 'f :I 
/- i 

ij. OSEP 1 8 1975 
N\!1' 5516:0 Docid: 329 89641 P .age 102 
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• 1~ - ,,.. 

J.Viem.orandum to~ Xv!r. \V. R. \Vannall 
Re: Cointelpros 
62-116009 

•• 41 

Attached are nine copies of serials which wer~ delivered 
to Je.fferson on 8/15/75 as well as the list indica~ receipt which was 
also Signed by Jefferson. 

ACTION: 

None. For information. 
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lVfs. W f· Wannall 

A. B.,~ton 

I 
COn"'TI:tLPROS 

8/25/75 

1 - l\IJ.r. A. B. Fulton 
1 - ~./Ir. D. :Ryan 
1 - lVIr. D. K. Pettus 

This is to identify additional copies of excised serials 
which are being made avaUable in room 4171, JEH building, for 
review b.y staff members of the Senate Select Committee (SSC). The 
copies bav.e been excised to protect sensitive sources and delet~ infor­
mation from other agencies where there were sensitivities. 

Prior to being made available for review to :utembers 
of the SSC staff, each serial is approved by the Section Chief. 

A total of 138 copies of excised serials regarding CPUSA 
\\aS made available to sse on S/19/75. 278 copies of CPUSA were 
also ruade available on 8/22/75. The tnltlal 138, whteh consists of 
two volur.aes, and the latter 278, whicl1 eonsists of four volume£:, are 
being maintained in room 4426, ,f£H. 

ACTIO~: 

62 ... 116009 

_1- l00·3-10fl!,:!PUSA)--~ -~ 
1

1
- 62•116395 '~tudy) - ~ ~· J 

- --....... - ........ ----· · 
DKP:lfj 
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UNITED STATES GO ERNMENT 
1 - Mr. N. P. 
1 - Mr. J. B. 
1 - Mr. J. A. 



• 
Memorandum to Mr. W. R. 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-116395 

• 
Wannall 

s~ 
about the only real issue on which we have shown unbending 
resistance has been that concerning the revelation of the 
identities of our confidential informants--and that issue 
is still in dispute. 

Now comes another issue which on its surface may 
appear small but which I consider a major one. And this issue 
concerns me personally and is difficult for me to be 100 per 
cent objective about, try as I might. On every review of this 
matter I still come up with the same conclusion. We must not 
let ourselves be dictated to in how and with what personnel we 
intend to defend ourselves. (And let us not kid ourselves. 
When I say "defend, " I mean that we are playing this "game" 
with our defensive unit). To sum it up, it is as though the 
opposition not only wants to make the rules of the game, but 
also insists on dictating who and who not we can use in the 
game. It is that simple. 

What Is the SSC's Motivation Which Has Created This Issue? 

Obviously, I cannot answer this question with any 
degree of certainty. But I can make a studied guess. I have 
been the Bureau's consultant on th ··nterviews by the sse, most 
of them by sse Sta-ff -Member Micha . . i.n the King case 0 I 
There have een instances w en, af· e~ consulting with me, an ~ 
Agent or former Agent would be counseled by me to not answer a 
particular question. I have done this generally for two main 
reasons. First and foremost, it has been vitally necessary for 
me to protect the identities of~ost imPq~nt and valued 
informants relating to the SOLO operatigy~nd more will be(~) 
said about this later in this memorandum. Secondly, there h~e 
been many instances where the interview has gone well outside 
agreed upon parameters necessitating my advice in some 
instances for personnel to not answer certain questions. This 
was the correct and only course of action I could take. It 
has obviously rankled the SSC (actually, probably just Epstein). 
I believe that this is evident from the 34-page LHM which I 
recently prepared on Epstein interview of me and which I have been 
told the consensus is that it clearly indicated my considerable 
cooperation with the SSC but that at the same time I was not 
permitting myself to be dominated. If Epstein believes me-a 
hindrance to his work, it is logical to believe he would desire 
my removal. I might add at. this point that there have been a 
number of insta es here the consultation with me by personnel 
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. · • • 
Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall ~~· . ,,-, 

RE: SENSTUDY-75 ''.:1 '!.:.::t 
62-116395 CONE 
has resulted in my directing that answers be given. As a 
matter of fact, I am sure that I ~r~ 1 often directed answers 
to be given tha)> to not be given.~ ~;\..; 

When the issue (involving my removal) first arose 
about two weeks ago, I was given to understand that Epstein, 
as a result of interviewing me, might believe that I had a 
direct involvement in the King composite tape which was 
prepared in the Laboratory and mailed to the King family and 
that there, therefore, appeared to be a "conflict in interest" 
on my part if I continued to handle the King case aspects for 
SENSTUDY-75. As I full well know, and as I believe my 
superiors are also convinced, I have been honest and forthright 
on this issue. I was not directly involved in the composite 
tape preparation or mailing and thus there is no "conflict of 
interest." 

The Shaheen Letter of 8/20/75 

I do not believe that Shaheen's letter and its relay 
of the Deputy Attorney General's (DAG) suggestion as to my 
removal is altogether timely under the circumstances. First, 
Shaheen is aware that I was interviewed on the King case and 
that he would receive the results thereof, as he has of all King 
interviews we know details about. Shouldn't Shaheen and indeed 
the DAG have first had the benefit of the results of the interview 
of me? (Shaheen now has it as my 34-page LHM was delivered to 
him 8/20/75). Secondly, wouldn't it have been far more 
appropriate for the Department to have at least first asked for 
our views before making the suggestion as to my removal? 

The.DAG refers to Church's letter as having "some 
merit." I find "some merit" unconvincing. It seems to me that 
for the action being asked for by the DAG's suggestion there 
should be a showing by Church of considerable or substantial 
merit, not just "some." To me, "some" could apply to merit which 
is minuscle in proportion. · 

Arguments Persuasive of My Not Being Removed 

I am concerned of the precedent that might be set by my 
removal. Just as I have by chance become the Bureau's "expert" 
on the King case and also had supervised that case, we have two 
other similar situations in the hopper at the moment. Supervisor 

'~ CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-116395 

• 

James L~e has been considerably involved in handling our responses 
to the SSC concerning mail opening operations and he personally 
supervised matters relating to this down.through the years. 
Supervisor David Ryan has been immersed in preparing material and 
coordinating the preparation of material relating to COINTELPRO. 
He likewise was the principal overall Bureau supervisor relating 
to COINTELPRO down through the years. Significantly, both of 
these areas, like the King case, have been designated as abuse 
areas by the sse. Remove Phillips today from the King case and 
we might be asked to remove Lee and Ryan tomorrow from their 
participating in the SENSTUDY-75 project. Surely we cannot 
permit the loss of these men in these important areas. 

In his letter, Church refers to my "personal interest." 
I have no personal interest as I am not guilty of any illegality, 
impropriety, abuse or whatever. My only interest in the King 
case has and remains an official one and I am prepared to defend 
anything and everything I did officially in that case. 

There is no showing in either of the communications 
attached that the FBI's (and, thusly, also the Department's) 
interests will be adversely affected by my continued assignment 
in this matter. Conversely, there are strong arguments available 
to show that my being removed could well work to the detriment of 
the FBI/Department. J refer now to~r SOLO operation and the ~ 
overriding necessity for protecting he informants engaged there· 
There has already been one clear cut important exa~ple where I ~ 
believe it is likely that I prevented information from being 
acquired by the sse which could well have been damaging to us 
and the informants. This concerned the testimony in an Executive 
Session of former SA Robert Nichols. I accompanied him to that 
Session although not present. My questioning of him in advance 
of his testimony revealed that he had, or at least believed he had, 
certain information which, if given to the SSC, about one Stanley 
Levison, could well have been most damaging to us. (Levison was 
the secret Communist Party member who was King's principal 
advisor). When questioning of Nichols turned to Levison's back­
ground, Nichols resisted questioning and eventually told Epstein 
that he was proceeding on advice of me. I felt that it was 
imperative to have given him that advice and the record of the 
Nichols testimony and factors relating thereto are clear on this. 

- 4 - CONTINUED-OVER 
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• 
S~HtT. Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall .-

RE: SENSTUDY-75 ~:1--W~,~t-n-H 
62-116395 

Immodestly I must be candid to let you know that there 
is not likely another individual presently on the rolls of the 
Bureau who would have the background and knowledge of all aspects 
of the King and related matters to be able to handle the important 
consultation phase of the SENSTUDY-75 project relating to the 
King matter. 

Additional Observations \Vhich Should Be Considered in Any Overall 
Judgment On This Matter 

In his letter, Shaheen refers to "for the sake of 
appearances." To me this is far too general and imprecise to 
be used as an argument of merit. Just exactly who does he 
have in mind in respect to "appearances?" Appearances to whan? 

Senator Church is equally imprecise in his reference to 
"standpoint of appearances. " Appearances to whom? He refers to 
"some may conclude" that there is a conflict between my personal 
interest and the interests of the FBI and the Department of 
Justice. Exactly who are the "some" he refers to? 

It appears to be an irony indeed that Church can V.ery 
indirectly and obliquely suggest possible improprieties on my 
part, improprieties in the eyes of un$pecified persons, without 
the Senator citing even a single specific example or incident 
and his obvious lack of ability to do so after the exposure by 
the sse to considerable involvement on my part. I say it is 
ironical because at the same time that there is an ob~ique 
suggestion as to an impropriety on my part, the sse staff, which 
is looking into abuses, has been guilty. There are a number of 
improprieties which I am prepared to document. Some examples are 
illustrated. 

After my first consultation experience which occurred 
in Atlanta, Georgia, when SSC Staff Member Lester Seidel 
interviewed retired SA Alan G. Sentinella, I wrote a memorandum 
from W. 0. Cregar to you (Mr. Wannall) dated 5/13/75. I pointed 
out two instances related to this interview which were very 
suggestive of a lack of objectivity on the part of Seide!. One 
concerned Seidel's comment that the FBI was not letting Sentinella 
give him "good information." I pointed out that to begin with 
this was an unjustified allegation and Seidel was set straight 
immediately after his remark. Actually, the mere fact that Seidel 
was referring to "good" information suggested that certain 
information fits SSC's desires and others does not. There appeared 
to be a lack of regard for merely securing the facts regardl~ss of 

What those facts might indicate. Another indic~tor of lack of 
objectivity was J.\U.'"""" ~ y abou "illegal use of taps." 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-116395 ~-" -WfmENTIAr · 

Our files are replete with instances where Epstein, in 
questioning present and former SAs, has gone outside the parameters 
agreed upon for interviews. 

There have been instances where interviews were 
conducted with former SAs without giving us agreed advance 
notice. Noteworthy, recently one pertained to former 
Laboratory Section Chief Richard Millen and John Elliff of 
the sse, when it was brought to his attention, agreed"that 
we should have had advance notice and apologized. Another 
concerned an interviewdformer Assistant Director Charles Brennan. 

I find the bulk of Church's letter is comprised of 
weasel-worded innuendos. He uses such terms as "may be 
a cause of concern"; "possible problem"; "presumably, compiling 
materials." The latter reference is to a presumption that I am 
compiling materials for the SSC on the King case. It seems to 
me that the Senator should either know or not know the fact, and 

l 
if he does not know, he should not presume anything. To set the 
record straight, I have not been compiling materials. The 
assignments have been made to other personnel. I have, however, 
assisted the other personnel in locating materials and in 
coordinating replies. And, of course, I do review the replies 
prior to their transmittal. As a matter of fact, if the SSC's 
insistence that I be removed were to come to pass, I believe 
that it would end up having actually suffered to a degree in 
securing information from us. Our retrieval system is not the 
best for the purposes we have encountered and my participation 
in the retrieval of much of the material involved has placed me 
in a position to locate or assist in locating material which 
might well otherwise never be located for the sse. / 

It seems strange indeed that in these days of such 
concern by Congress for the rights and privacy of individuals, 
there seems to be no addressing my privacy or rights in this matter. 

I find it also strange that the Senator never once 
mentioned my name in his letter. He, or whoever prepared the 
letter, certainly knew my name. I would like to know why the 
Senator chose not to mention fuy name. 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-116395 

• 

Again referring to when this matter first surfaced 
about two weeks ago, the initial advice to me of it was by you, 
Mr. Wannall, who had obtained your information orally from 
Messrs. Shaheen and Blackhurst of the Department, who had 
apparently received their information orally from the sse. I 
explained my position and I received from you your confidence 
in me. One aspect related to the fact that the SSC "compikaint" 
was far too general and that if the sse had something to say it 
ought to be in writing and specific. I appreciated and so stated 
to you this confidence in my integrity in this entire matter. 
You next told me that you had discussed this matter with 
Associate Director Callahan who shared your views both as to my 
integrity and as to the issue relating to obtaining specifics, 
not generalities, and in writing. It heartened me. Finally, 
you passed to me the fact that Mr. Callahan had discussed the 
matter with the Director and the general reaction was that the 
sse would first have to "put up or shut up" before any action 
would be taken as to my removal. This was likewise most 
heartening to me .. : 

I see nothing in either the Church or Shaheen letters 
that indicates the sse has "put up." As far as I am concerned 
the sse has dealt with generalities and has produced nothing 
of substance. I trust that our position today would be.the same 
as it was initially, "put up or shut up." 

Not surprising is Church's verbiage, such as serving 
"the interests of the country" and "assure the American people. " 
To me, this may sound alright as a speech on the floor of the 
Senate or a political speech. It is very unconvincing to me in 
the context of the issue involved. 

Summarizing and concluding as to the Church letter, I 
am reminded of the often told story about the Texan, a man of 
considerable proportion, some 6'6" in height and weighing about 
250 pounds. As the story goes, when all the BS is squeezed out 
of him there remains a mere midget. That's how I feel about the 
Church letter. (I would not mention this closing item were . 
Jim Adams in town and this memorandum would have to pass .through 
him. Sorry Jim!). 

~IAL 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R~ Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-116395 

RECOMMENDATION: 

• 

I believe it is obvious as to how I feel about acceding 
to the suggestion of the SSC and the Department. I hope I have 
been helpful in preparing this memorandum. I would be happy to 
discuss it with the Director. The final decision is, of course, 
his and I will, as I have done for almost 35 years, be guided 
by that decision. 

- 8 -
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FROM: 

•• 

Jorm A. Hintz, Assistant Directot' 
I.iegal Counsel Division 
::federal Bureau of L"lvestigation .. 
'·· .. 
Michael. E. Shaheen! Jr. 
Special Counsel £o:r> Intelligence 

Coordination 

• 
AUG 2 01975 

The attached letter is self-explanatocy and~ though m=ntioning 
no name, concerns .Seymc>l:' Phillips. 

On F.rsiday, August 1.5, 1975, I orally advised }1esa.Y.>S. Call.a.la"'l 
~rvi t>JAnnM 11. that the Denutv Attorney General. thought that SenatOI' 
Church's letter had sare merit and that for tl).e sake of appP.Arances 
it was the .Deputy•s SlJ2"..gestion that 1-r. Phillips be removed fr.cm 
J;)uch conspicuous .and open involvement wit.'l the SSC1 s reqU""._sts and 
agent interviews as they may relate to Hartin Luthel:' King mattern. 

co: ~. Callahan 
~· Wannall 

Paoo u3 
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JOHN G, TOW~R, TEXAS, VIC£ C" 01AIRMAN 

PHILIP A.. HI\RT, MICH. 
WALT£R F. MON'DAv;, MINN. 
WALTER D. riUDLU .. t:S1oN, K't, 
RODERT MORGAN, N.C • 

• GARY HART, COL.O. 

HOWARD ••· OAKER, JR., TENH. 
UARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ, 
CHARLC MC C. MATHIAS, .SR., MD. 
RICliAU S. SCHWEIKER, PA. 

WILLII\M G, MILLER, S"f',\ DIRECTOR 
FftED.ERJCK A. 0. SCtiWARZ. Jh.,.. CHIEF COUNSEL 

CURTIS R, SMOTHERS, MINORI'TY COUNSEL 

Honorable Edward H. Levi 
Attorney General 

SELECT COMMITTEE TO , 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL. OPERATIONS WITH 

RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

(PURSUANT TO S. RE:S, Zl, t•TH CONGRESS) • i 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 I 

August 14 I 1975 I r 

lj 
(Jefc-J/r/ 

{ t f::\;j~!\-

U. S. Department of Ju~tice 
Washington, D. C. 20530 

AL~O~MATION cQNTAINED 
HERSI~ !~,Y~SSIF~i.A/AA /J A: 
DATE ~-BY ~~Q 

Dear Mr. Attorney General: 

I .am writing to call your attention to a mat­
ter which may be a cause of concern to you and to the 
Select Committee at some time in.the fntnrA. 

. --. -·· 
As you may know. a soecial unit has been estab-

Committee's requests for materials and to handle certain 
arrangements for the Committee sta£f's interviews. The 
Special Agents assigned to this unit accompany Bureau 
witnesses to the Committee offices, travel to out-of-town 
locations where Committee staff interviews are conducted, 
and apparently "de-brief" interview subjects after the 
interviews. 

One possible problem has arisen with this arrange­
ment. As you are aware, one of the alleged abuses which 
the Committee is examining pursuant to s~·Res. 21 involves 
the FBI's activities with respect to the late D~. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. As the inquiry has proceeded·, informa-
tion has been ·developed to indicate that one of the . 

··special Agents wha has been handling Committee st.aff inter.--:­
views, "de-briefing" witnesses, and, _presumably, compiling 
materials with respect to the King matter was also the 
supervisory case agent during the time that some of the 
alleged FBI improprieties regarding Dr. King took place. 
Moreover, as a logical step in our investigation, it was 

/~-)~ . . 
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recently necessary to interview.this Special Agent to 
determine the nature and extent of his involvement in and 
knowl~dge of the alleged abuses at the time when he served 
as supervisory case agent with respect to the King case. 
During the interview he did provide detailed information 
concerning his substantial participation in this matter. 

The Committee in no way intends at this juncture 
to pre-judge the propriety of the FBI's activities with 
respect to Dr. King, and it would be inappropriate to 
characterize the conduct of any of the Bureau's personnel 
regarding this case until all·· .the facts are in. N~verthe­
less, I am concerned that in this kind of situation, the 
interests of the FBI and the Department of Justice m~ght 
best be served, from the standpoint of appearances, by re-
~· r-.;derJ.'ng ,, .. - , ___ .: _________ .._ --= .... i..:.:~ r<-~-.:_, ,., .... ~-~ ~~ ~'h,.. 
\,;U l::t..&. .1' l-1~1C: O.~b.J..':j~i1LLC.1.1.\..o v..a.. L.J..1..&..~ Ul:"'-""'..._--..a.. .s..a.~~·~'- t...,\,., '-••-

King matters. It is possible that. some may conclude that 
there is a conflict between the Special Agent's personal 
interest, and the interests of the FBI and the Justice 
Dcpart~8n~ i~ er-su=~ng· th~t full. disclosu=e to t~e·Cc~~i~7 
tee is made with respect ·to this case. 

Finally, let me assure you that the Committee 
has no evidence that the present arrangement has prevented 
the Committee from obtaining the full disclosures sought; 
but it seems to me that it would be mutually beneficial 
for appropriate steps to be taken so that we will both be 
able to assure the American people and the Congress that 
our oversight responsibilities were fulfilled in an objec­
tive and impartial way. 

I hope you will share my view that this course 
~ill best serve ou~ respective interest~ and, of course, 
the interests of the country. ;' ·.~ . 

cerely,u 

...J-1--1---~ ~ 
Frank -Church 

.. ~. · • 1 ·. Chairman 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 

August 15, 1975 

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

coN1f\\NEO. 
ALL \NfORMI\IIO~SS\f}t.p .., -,MJ/b~ERVIEW OF @jC CHARLES W. BATE~ 
\it.Rt.\N }~·-~~B~ BT" SSC STAFF MEMBERS 
Df\l£~ 
. ~dP-16' -&:;2rP Off" 1 Onhthe evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel 

and Mr. La~ Johnson, Staff Members of the Senate Select 
Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles w. Bates 
of the San Francisco Office. This meeting occurred over dinner. 
No statements were made by either of these individuals as to 
any rights that SAC Bates might have in connection with the 
interview. 

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO 
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party 
in San Francisco. Bates advised him that he was in charge of 
the San Francisco Office from July, 1967 until the end of 
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago. Bates stated 
that he was aware of the investigation being conducted on the 
Black Panther Party but was not personally conversant with 
all the details of this investigation as such details were 
all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions 
Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts 
of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals 
under COINTELPRO. He asked if Bates agreed that these actions 
were proper. Mr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of 
knowing the facts as he related were true or any other of 
the circumstances involved and that, therefore, he was unable 
to comment at all. 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any recommendations 
for legislati6n which the Committee could propose that would 
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence field. 
Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this 
entire field and that it was thef~erogative of FBI officials 
.at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend 
such legislation. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are. not to be ~iitr~bpted outside 

your agency. bd. --( tb 37.0 - w3 qp 
I 1' l 

' { 
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BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

w: 

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

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

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

WfP.516:H'f . 

that a congressional '" ~~,. committee of the FBI was sound V · 
During the Mr·. Seidel asked if Bates felt ~ 

and proper. Bates informea-·t.hat .f-? certainly agreed with the 
concept of congressional;over~'as 'long as it was constructiv~ .. 
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel- asked if Bates felt that the 
FBI's security operation should be completely divorced from 
its criminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency 
or a separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it 
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the 
security field had been effective and appeared to be proper 
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was 
personally acquainted with Mr. William c. Sullivan, former 
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates worked in 
the same division with Mr. Sullivan in the 1950's and knew 
him as another supervisor at FBI Headquarters. 

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware of the dis- (' 
agreements that Mr. Sullivan had had with Mr. Hoover and he 
was informed that he had no details concerning this matter. 
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INTERVIEW OF SAC 
CHARLES W. BATES 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry 
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced 
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970. He 
then asked if Bates was aware of why Mr. Morgan was tranS!erred 
fum San=E'r-a1'i"C'i"'ssq, I@tes toid-fi"iin€h-a"t-sc5me"""'prohiem hcid • 
~~sen 1n connection with his runnin~--~~~~a~p_F~~c~s~g-Oft.i~~--­
~1: tka~-was no€ ~erson~Ily aw~re of th~ spe~~fic det~ls. 
but a :.tiey wou'l""dJ5e ava1"'11lli'.tew·a~~:p{ea'a:qua-pters. Se:Ul'el 
sa1d £fie on~y re-a~on-rre-wa~SkJL:ng WaS that he WaS thinking 
about interviewing Mr. Morgan but he did not want to embar~as~ 
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco 
had anything FO ~o-~ith a drinking~~~oflem. Bates said again 
l!tiat he was not aware of the specif'ics. 4 

Loc...h 
On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. ~ Johnson 

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

The above represents specific matters brought up 
during these discussions. 

- 3 -
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• •• 
UNITED STATES DEPAHTJ\1ENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 
.;n .. ugust 13, 1975 

ALL INFORMJ\TION CONTAINED. 
HEREIN IS /\Uj!,C~SS~:-o?1"11fl U.S. SENJl.TE SELECT COHlUTTEE ON 
DATEI~/Jf2ijg__BY . "kGINTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF sl':(j:EO ...g,~_gRENN_~.!@V BY 
SSC S'l'AFF HEHBER 

Prior to interview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S. 
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS HILLER at 
FBI Headquarters making four inquiries 6n Luqust 6, 1975; 
on the same dater the following answers were receivea:-

Is it permissible for agent to give general 
answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to 
membership number and Chapter m.unbers at various dates? 

Ansv1er: Yes. 

Local media has previously ~et forth a memorandum 
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting 
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated 
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department 
and the FBI 1 San Francisco, \·lhen 1 in fact, the memorandum 
came from the Bureau. If questioned concerning this meinorandum, 
may agent point out that this document orig·iilated with the 
Bureau rather than San Francisco.? 

Answer: Yes. 

In contemplation of possible questioning concerning 
false correspondence. directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and others 
aproad, can agent refer sse Staff to Bureau \vhen questioned 
concerning identity of agent's. preparing correspondence? 

.lmsv1er: Yes • 

This document contains nei t·~er recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is· loaned to · 
your agency; it and its c'ontents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. , 

,' 
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• U.5. SENATE SELECT CONHITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 

'INTERVIEW -OF SA LEOS. BRENNEISEN 

•• 
Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion 

as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence 
Program (COINTEL)? 

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

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

LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the 
Sari Francisco Office of the FBI op August 11, 1975, and 
interviewed :SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03 PH to 2:30 PH. 
SEIDEL prefaced the interview by explaining that he·had 
been advised that BRENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the 
COINTEL in ·san Francisco from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970. 
It was pointed out to him that the case was assigned to 
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1971. 

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

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

SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent 
had submitted in COINTEL .. He was ~dvised that an estimate 
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure would be 
some hm suggestions a· month-with possibly six months in 
t\·10 years v1hen no suggestions. were made. He inquired as 
to agent's knm·1ledg·e of v1hat percentage of total I?roposals 
from all sources submitted to the Bureau had been approvec, 
and he \'las advised: ~nly a small percentage. 
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INTERVIEW QF ·SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 
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At this point, SEIDEL requested agent to outline the 
types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He 
was answered that anonymous letters, letters with pseudonyms, 
and letters signed \vi th the name of an existing person had 
been used. 

It was pointed out that the program had included 
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to 
landlords advising that the Black Panther Party was occupying 
their property; letters to people supporting BPE programs, 
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the 
BPP color book for children encouraging the shooting of 
police officers and/or articles from the 11 Black Panther 
Party 11

, the official .BPP ne\·lspaper, showing their propensity 
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations containing 
articles that. showed the BPP in direct opposition to their 
aims I such as a letter to a Je\vish organization shO\ving BPP 
support of Palestine guerrillas. 

It was pointed out that letters had been directed 
to ELDRIDGE CLEAv~R in Algeria in the names of BPP members. 
At this point, SEIDEL interrupted to explain that he was 
enli$ting the complete cooperation of the intervie\vee, that 
there had been some Congressional criticism of the COINTEL, 
that the:r:e \vere some segments of the population that we~e 
anti-FBI a.'1d that he desired to present the FBI in a proper 
light, and that he had good friends in the Bureau. 

SEIDEL asked, was it necessary to have utilized 
COINTEL. Agent advised that it was difficult to correctly. 
judge the effect of the prog~am but it was felt it was not 
without some effect because the Black Panther Party had not 
only dwindled from a membership of approximately 1,000 in 
1969 to perhaps 200 in 1·973, but that the organization became 
split with dissension and had dropped much of its former 
advocacy for violence. 

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give his 
recommendation on what COINTEL in the future should be; 
whether there should be a division between security and 
criminal investigations to different agencies in order that 
a possible intrusion on the rights of an individual in 
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his 
being prosecuted by the Bureau,. in a criminal matter. Agent 
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·u.S. SENl'.TE SELECT C011MITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INT~RVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

•• 

refused to furnish his 11 off-t~uff" opinion, pointing 
out that he felt that it was without the scope of his 
release. 

Without further questioning agent concerning the 
types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the 
Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation 
at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals were 
submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR. 

SEIDEL vlas advised agent's release would not q.llow 
him-to discuss ELSUR. 

SEIDEL asked if· the San Francisco Division had made 
any 11 snitch 11 proposals. When asked to clarify the question, 
he stated that this was a suggestion to the ef~ect that a 
B-lack Panther Party member be accused of being an FBI 
informant. Agent replied that to the best of his recollection 
no such recommendations had been made to the Bureau by San 
Francisco, and· on the contrary, agent knew that it had been 
pointed out by San Francisco that any such allegation.should 
be most carefully co·nsidered inasmuch as BPP history has 
indicated that they had dealt severely with suspected infor­
mants, even to the point of killing them. 

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

SEIDEL at this point instead of questioning made 
the statement that the Bureau gave this matter 11high priority". 
No comment was made to this statement. 

SEIDEL next questioned agent if he had read any 
publicity concerning a Hay 11, 1970 letter from the Bureau 

. to San Francisco entitled, "Special Operations Research 11
, in 

which it was suggested that some consideration be given to 
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly 
originated \'lith the Oakland Police Department and the FBI. 
He exp~ained · t;hat some ne\vspaper had received a copy of t.~e 
docu,.'Uent under the Freedom of ·.Information Act and thereafter 
published it. He inquired if a response to the letter 
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had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was 
his recollection that San Francisco had responded recommending 
against both proposals, pointing out that the B~P had in the 
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Police 
Department for a raid on National Headquarters to the · 
e~Jarrassment of that agency. San Francisco was of the 
opinion that if spurious documents were furnished to the 
BPP they would imnediately publish them, rather than attempt 
to develop an informant and the operation presented a great 
deal of possib~e embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau . 

. · 
SEII?.EL asked for agent's knm'lledge of why the letter 

h~d been captioned as pr~viously described rather than 
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. Agent 
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter. 
SEIDEL then t.vent on to explain that he had bee_n advised that 
the Bureau had several .COINTELS and the one covering Special 
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering foreign operations. 
Agent made no .comnent. 

SEIDEL requested what proposals had been made "to 
disrupt the BPP n~wspaper; hmv did the proposals originate, 
and Hhat offices submitted them. He was advised that it was 
agent's recolle ction that the Bureau may have requested 
suggestions from several offices but that to agent's knowledge 
none had been approved. When SEIDEL continued to questiont,e 
agent concerning specific proposals and why their approval 
was not recommended by San Francisco, he \vas advised that one 
proposal was the use of a foul-smelling chemical to put on 
the paper. San Francisco was of the opinion it would not 
be practical inasmuch as it would contaminate an airplane 
and would subject the airline or the printing company to 
damages. SEIDEL was further advised that it was believed 
the suggestion may have been ~ade for the changing of a first 
page of an issue at the printing company to embarrass the BPP, 
but it was pointed out that this would also merely result in 
a claim being filed against the printer. 

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a 
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible 
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming . 
at the time when the pape~ was being piinted in New York 
with the master copy being fiimed in San Francisco. San 
Francisco did not s~ggest appr.oval because a mere delay would 
have been of little ·benefit because the paper 'das not timely. 
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SEIDEL asked about the disruption of the BPP 
Breakfast Program. The answer was given that agent had 
no recollection of this, and SEIDEL was asked did he have 
any information from the Bureau that we had attempted a 
disruption of the program in San Francisco. He related 
that he believed not and that it probably happened in 
San Diego. 

SEIDEL asked abbut a suggestion that informants 
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP and the 
Republic of New Africa (RNA} . Agent stated he had no 
recollection of such a proposal a~d did not believe it had 
been submitted by San Francisco because the membership and 
activity in RNA had been minimal in this area. 

SEIDEL then asked if we had suggested that landlords 
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their 
rent from the BPP. Agent advised he had no recollection 
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it. 

·. 
, SEIDEL inquired as to the amount of knowledge.· 

that SAC CHARLES BATES vlOuld have had concerning COINTEL. 
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself, 
had never dis cussed the program with Mr. BATES "~.-lhile it was 
in operation~IDEL the~ i~guired if former SAC HARRY \ 
~GAN had· been ill during the "'t*iffie""EE§_:-was-as_;:;_ignea-r<:>:--sa-n- . \~ 
F~~~.e-~n_d:t:~,:-::e"as"on--:tor-~-rs--tr~nsfer. Agent replied 

.he fiael no-J.:'liformat."'i:on-"}ence-r-n·:cng-th~·~.:::m~tt:,e}:.:•_-_:::_---~~-----------::::=-.. -~---~ ~---.,__.,..,_ . -
SEIDEL '.-las asked if he felt that any of the actions 

agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division 
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not.believe that 
these were ma-tters that were in violation of any existing 
criminal statutes, but there might be some question as to 
whether the FBI had the specific authority to do these things. 

SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating 
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an 
inquiry and desired to obtain the opinions of both Headquarters 
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the 
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release. 
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Agent was not placed under oath and when agent 
refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or 
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put 
away his pencil and pad. Agent rep:lied that that \'las not 
necessary. The only right explained to agent ,.;as the fact 
that all informa-tion furnished by him was at his own · 
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made 
that any part of the interview might be utilized in a 
possible court proceeding against_the agent. 

Agent did not consult with Bureau representative 
duri_ng course of the interview. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREA,U OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 

August 14, 1975 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED. 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DATF// /.3 !J/ -'93 sy-:5? -:~.:TftP / !PI.EG 

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

INTERVIEW OF FORME~ ~]J'__J' • __ CLAij) 
B'/ SSC STAFF MEMBE~ -- -'"" 

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

He was interviewed in his home at 66 Elm, 
Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from 
5:40P.M. to 6:55P.M., August 12, 1975. 

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

, , I -

Seidel was~ compelJ,~.Q,_~ more than one occasion 
to declare tnat he was-pro-FBI, that the object of his 
inquiries was to assist the United States Senate in under­
standing the problem in order that they could consider 
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the 
future. 

Seidel did mention the fact several timeq that 
information had been leaked to the press that J~1• 1Seberg, 
the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclus1ons 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 
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INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

•• 

Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed 
a COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would 
have if he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered 
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions 
someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation 
of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might 
also cut down on the number of BPP supporters. 

Clark was asked to whom the main BPP case was 
assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San 
Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember 
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than 
one Agent.had handled the matters. 

Seidel ~sked how many BPP informants the San · ~ 
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall { 
~ea.~ 1:1e did not believe that Seidel had a right to know.\ 

. ~\... " 
;}· ·" Seidel inquired about the BPP wireJt:ap, asking 

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

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

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

Questioned concerning whether he felt COINTEL had 
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter 
was susceptible to proof but the BPP had sure gone into a 
steep decline. 
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•• 

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

During this conversation, Clark got the general 
impression that perhaps Seidel did not feel that COINTEL 
had been necessary but Clark had argued that it had made 
the BPP more difficult to operate·and possibly easier 
for the FBI to i~vestigate. 

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

Seidel then went on t·o discuss the business of 
pressure. Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark 
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone 
was interested in doing the best type job possible and 
finding out everything possible concerning the BPP. There 
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the 
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be satisfied. 
Clark stated that h~ related that perhaps too much 
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt at 
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division 
knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other 
hand, he related that Bureau officials were probably 
under pressure because of the national interest and the 
demands on them in Washington. 

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

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

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

Se.ide.J___,a_~k~g :i,f Clark had worked under former 
sAc Ha:r;ry-Morgan·:- ---He-advis-ed-that"'he· had ·re:trr-ed. -pr:i_m:-to· ____ _ 
'fne~time Morgan was assigned--to- the San Francisgo __ J,;>:i,vj.sion! _ 

---~-· _____ ............... ....._ ___________ --- ---- --

Clark pointed out that during the interview, a 
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seidel 
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation, 
although as the duration of the interview lengthened, it 
must have been obvious to Se-idel that it was not operating. 

4* 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No.· 

San Francisco, California 

August 14, 1975 
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED. 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED . /R_6 6 U.S. ?ENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON DAIE!ftiafi2_syS'f-.Q.7"fl;(J 

INTE~LI~ENCE ACTIVITIES., (S$C) _ . . , · 

-INTER~IEW OF Fq~~~JXJ:iLIAM._ A~ COHEJJ%D. 
'fJt SSC STAFF MEMBER · . . · . . 

On August· 14, 19·75., tetir~d. former Spe~ial Agent· 
William A. ColHmaet was~rerviewed :from. 9:30.A.M: to.'· · · 
·11!15 A.M .. by Lester B; Seidel, ·Investigator for~:the u.s. 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activitbi~(SSC). 
The interview took place at the Holiday Inn on Van Ness 
Avenue, San Fra~cisco. · 

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

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

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

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

Th1s document conta1ns neither recommendations nor conclus1ons · 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 
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The former Special Agent replied that he was 
not party to any of these arrangements and did not know 
any of the details. 

Seidel then asked if f9rmer Special Agent 
Cohendet knew the origin and purposes ·of the COINTEL 
Program. He was informed that the former Agent did not 
know the origin of the program, and said he believed its 
purposes were those as set forth in the instructions which 
Seidel had and which spoke for themselves. The former 
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been 
assigned to him but due to the press of other functions, 
he had been unable to give it a great deal of time and 
felt that during the period that it had been assigned to 
him, it had been largely ineffective. 

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

of this material. 

Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of 
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion 
of the form~r Agent, such letters, particularly having to 
do with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the 
usual suggested avenues, would have little effect on the 
recipients who were .active ~n such f~elds themselves much 
of ·the time. In the more serious areas of perhaps trying 
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police 
informant, the former Special Agent said that the use of 
this technique would not be used for fear of causin~ bodily 
harm or death to an innocent person due to the wel~-known 
propensity of the BPP of dealing harshly with any suspected 
deviator let alone informant. 
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Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to 
the BPP investigation and the former Special Agent stated 
that in his belief it was e~tremely valuable tn many ways. 
For instance, it assisted and gauged the true Huey Newton, 
his plans, and weaknesses. It was also valuable in esti­
mating the possible effect of a certain COINTEL program 
as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result · 
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually 
rejected most .suggestions as being unlikely to be successful. 

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

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

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

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if 
there had been any pressure fr.om the Bureau in the develop­
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent ·cohendet 
acknowledged that there certainly had been great pressure 
in this direction, as it was well known that informants were 
a necessary part of any investigation and a police organi­
zation can never give up on this phase of its work no matter 
how difficult the circumstances wer~ in their development. 
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants was 
particularly dif£icult because of the fear that many persons 
in the black community felt concerning the BPP as well as 
the lack of desire to cooperate against another black 
person. 

3 

NW 5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 1 3 3 



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

•• 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET 13 V 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

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

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

Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information 
to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent 
Cohendet said that he had no personal knowledge of what · 
had been done in this direction. 

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

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

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

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said 
that he had noted that the "faking11 of police records as 
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he 
believed the COINTEL abuses were being overplayed by the 
press. From what he . learned in interviews in San Francisco, 
it seemed to him that the program had been mostly played 
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been exerci$ed 
in the implementation of the program. 
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A general discussion of the BPP ensued in which 
former Special Agent Cohendet reiterated th~ criminal 
background and threatening attitude of many of the BPP 
members, their mendacious ways, and their lack of credi­
bility in their public statements. The former Special 
Agent credited the news media with helping to build up 
the BPP beyond its actual strength and influence. 

Se_idel. _as:kE?d about the former Agent's knowledge o.(l. 
for the removai of :Eo~rmer~SA~:Ha:rry -Mc>rgan·-fr·om ~s·ari~- - ------- -

~ Fr'ancisco-. ·-·He said the -only reason he was a-skin<i "th-1s __ _ 
'que S't':tdn --*'as_ in orae·:r-:c;a-avo±d--emba:rrcts'Si.J:i."'g-former-sAC 
'Mor-gan-when he interviews -him ·concerning his· possible---­
khew-i-e-dge-o:EJ3PP ·a.c-tTvrt.ies ·somet-i-me· in t·h~ :f;uture. -Former 
S.p~e.ci<~I). __ Ag.ent_ Coh~nQ.et .hc;<l. n.o_kno_wledge as to why 
Mr. Morgan was transferred. - --

In summation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he 
thought the ELSUR technique was far more valuable in the 
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the 
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree 
to the above observation. 

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

August 13, 1975 

:\~\~t.\). [~h ~ .. 
:\\~~ CV~~ \t.U 1(?1>_· U.S • SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

~~~~~;~L~~~~- INTELLIGENCE ACTIVIT€IES (SSC) 

'f.."-~,t.#~ INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA)l~XID E~ TQJ)~ 
\)~ BY SSC STAFF MEMBER --------------~-__) 

On ~ug~s_t_l1t_l9J5J retired former SA .David E. Todd 
was interviewed from 1:00 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. by Lester B. Seidel, 
Investigator for the SSC. The interview took place at the 
Holiday Inn, San Francisco. 

By way of background., in· all contacts with Seidel 
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to him great reluctance 
to discuss these matters without clearance· from the Bureau, 
and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had released former 
SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose 
of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative 
to provide information or make information publ~c; that while 
employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government 
and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to 
provide the information, and that if the Senate Committee 
desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should 
have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should 
have been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and 
t~en after the FBI determined it a~visable to make these answers 
-availab~e to the Committee, that would have been the proper 
channel. 

Seidel pointed out the Committee and the Bureau had 
made an agreement whereby the Bureau would make Agents available 
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed out to 
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a 
retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion 
on this matter. 

This document contains.neither recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by 
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of 
the Counterintelligence Program-{COINTEL) itself, and that if 
the Bureau felt that such a Program was necessary in the interest 
of national defense, he had carried it out in the best way he 
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals 
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were 
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the 
Program as a whole. 

Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's 
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether 
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd 
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served 
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to 
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C., 
and had become Supervisor in San Francisco in December, 1969, 
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau 
career he had worked both criminal and security matters. 

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

Seidel then asked when the technical surveillances on 
the Panthers were installed. Former SA Todd replied that they 
were ~unctiorti~g at the time he was appointed Supervisor. Seidel 
then asked how was the technical surveillance related to the 
COINTEL, if at all,- and specifically whether information coming 
from the technical surveillance was used in carrying.out the 
COINTEL. Former SA Todd advised that he could not recall · 
specifically what was done in either Program without reviewing 
the files and comparing the information therein with the source. 
Seidel seemed very interested in this, but actually the question 
could not be answered on the basis of recollection alone, and 
was not. 
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Seidel then asked how would the Panther COINTEL 
be defined with regard to aims, _techniques and results. The 
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the 
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The 
question concerning techniques was left unanswered, and as 
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not 
feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was 
pursued in the San Francisco Office, but he could not speak 
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned. 

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

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

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

. he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the 
office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom­

. mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office 
~retty much as to how it should be carried out • 

. 
~ Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful 

in causing disseniion within the Party. Former SA Todd told 
him that he did not feel this had bee·n particularly effective 
in any way, and that causing disse~ion had not been a primary 
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and · that 
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two 
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing i"nformants by 
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party; 
and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding 
arrest warrants had been issued in order to flush them out so 
they could be apprehended. 
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Sei~el asked specifically about the eoiNTEL involving 
the Breakfast Program, and was told a recommendation had been 
made for putting some kind of .contamination in the Breakfast 
Prog~am food, and that this office had felt this extremely 
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried 
out here. 

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

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

Seidel was also told that in this phase of the 
eOINTEL, it was former SA Todd's recollection that this infor­
mation regarding Newton's high standard of living had been 
·disseminated by informants, and that the press was well aware 
of Newton's standards of living without having to make this 
in.formation available to them. 

Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the 
Bureau in earring o~t the eOINTEL. Forme~ SA Todd told Seidel 
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor, 
but could not recall specifically what the Bureau instructions 
were. The only other instructions received were at a two day 
conference in t-Vashington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by 
fo~mer Assistant to the Director William Sullivan, and Section 
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the 
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau, 
but that former SA Todd did not recall any firm prohibition against 
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taking certarn actions without Bureau authority, and that the 
field had some leeway in ,.,hat they did, but, in general, offices 
made proposals to the Bureau with copies to San Francisco 
prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San Francisco 
got copies of all proposals, and was told this ·was because 
San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other 
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

. . . 
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Approxima t~e 
Dates" 

Deco 1969 

Feb. 1970 

May 1970 
Aug 1970 
Aug 1970 

Jan 1971 

Feb 1971 

March 1971-

April 1971 
Auril 1971 
Hay 197 1 

August 1971 
August 1971 
August 1971 

Deco 1971 

•j 

CHRONOLOGY 

Designated supervisor• Reviewed .Cointelpro file. 
No recollection of any actions by s. F. in file. 

•-' -· 

Conference in Washington, D._c. Briefed on Baltimore 
Black Panther murder. Cointelpro discussed. 

Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by s. F. 
Marin Court shootout· (Jonathan Jackson-Judge Haley) 
Cleaver releaeed from prison. 

Letters to Algeria to provoke Cleaver to return to 
u. s .. so arrest could be effected. 

Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelledo 

Robert 'Ylebb murder. 

Sam Nauier murd.ero 
T-rTo J.ie~T York police officers wounded. 
Four lie1-t York police offi~ers murdered. 

George Jac~son killed in prison break attempto 
Officer KoKalski murder attempt - \·Tashington & Bottom ar:res 
s. ·F.· Ingleside Station attack .. Officer Young murderedc 

. . 

Retired. 

COINTELPRO: Recom~ended against many proposals. 
A~proved reco~mendation to try to induce Cleaver 

to return to u. s. 
· l"i'ould have au-oroved actions to uersuade Panthers 

·to change loyalty from Party and become informants, but 
cannot recal-l any specific ones. . 

Would not have apvroved any proposals solely for 
harrassment or for leaking information to uress• there 
mu6thave been some bona fide investigative-puru~se 
behind proposal before considering it. -

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalities. Requested if could review 
Bureau files urior to interview. This was denied. 
Cannot testify with any specificity without_ review 
of files. 

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: Sensitive techniques 
Informants ~ Sources 
Ongoing Investigations 

·Foreign Intelligence 
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Ongoing l~tigation: Panthers v. FBf & IRS, USDO, s. F. Civil rightso 

national Defense: Documents revierled 1-Tere ClaSSified. 
Does executive branch have right to defend 

natiQn against advocates of revolution (public 
interest issue). . 

Inform~nts & sources: Cannot reveai. (Includes information 
that might reveal identity

0
) 

provide or 
Neither my responsibility nor my prerogativ~ to;make this information 
public. I ~-:as acting as an agent o:f the Federal govern::nent, and 1 t · · 
is responsibility of government to provide the information 

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in 
writing should be for(rarded to FBI and if FBI deems it advisable 
to make these ans1vers available to Committee, that should be 
proper channelo 

,. 
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:! ... The) 1nve4gation of the Black, Pant hi ~art~ was a 
~atlonal Defense matter. Information on file points to colla­
boration ... with foreign povTers by leaders of the Party • .. -

Throughout the ti-ro-year period in rThich I supervis·ed 
the investigation. there were strong liaisons between Black Panthers 

.and dissident groups abroad as well as rTi th the governments of 
foreign nationso The Black Panthers had supper~ and/or branches 
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and wer~international in 
scope o Eldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony rrarrants, had be en 
granted asylum in Algeria and I·Ti th his entourage was residing 
in a villa provided by the Algerian governmento During this 
period he made at least one trip to- i·Ioscow, Russia. Several 
Black Panthers travelled to Cubao Huey Nei-;ton, in 1971, travelled 
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Kong at the invitation 
of thecf~inese e;overnment at a ti!!le -v;hen the United States had 
no dip~~atic relations with them~ 

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1969, 
the Black Panther Pa:rty was under co-leadership of Huey Ne-rrton, 
then confined to prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living 
in exile in Algeriao The Black Panther Party, both in the nerTs­
paper it published "l·reekly at San Francisco, and in public statements 
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it 
nublished instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use 
of -...rea"Qonsl e.nd printed detailed dra~·iings and instructions on 
the manufacture of bo~bs and explosive devices, and it agitated 
onenl~ for the 3Urder of nolice officers. The term "off the 
pigs, ' iihich :n.eans .111cill the polices- 11 rTas· a Black Panther catch­
phrase. The history of the Black Panther Party during the period 
I acted as supervisor is replete with incidents of murder, violence 
and inciting to revolution. The revolutionary quotation of Hao­
Tae-Tung, "Political :po1ver gror1s out of the barrel of a gun, 11 

became a Black Panther motto. 

Sometime in early 1971 a split occurred in the Black 
.Panther- Partyo Huey Nerlton, follorring his release from prison 

- in 1970, gained control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley, 
California, and he broke openly with Eldridge Cleaver, publicly 
expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party. The · 
Newton ~action thereafter grad~ally took a more moderate approach, 
advocating ~ocial change thro~gh co~~unity service in place of its 
prior profile of violence~ No change was noted in the policies of 
the Cleaver faction directed from Algiers, and it continued to 
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in Ne~r York 
of its own newspaper proclaiming itsrevolutionary policies; and 
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of 
violenceo · · 

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

. Ambush attacks against police officers ·which resulted in 
7 officers murdered, 3 1·1ounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, ~rhich 
led to. the solution of the other cases and established these attacks · 
to be a natio~wide conspiracy; and the m':lrder of tw·o Newton-faction 
Black Panthers. q ;/r' 
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INTERVIEI'i' OF SAC !i5iARt.ES w. BATED 
BY SSC STAFF MEJ:v1BERS 

On the evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel 
and Mr o Loch Johnson, Staff 1-iembers of' t"'fi'e' Senate Select 

· Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles w. Bates 
of the San Francisco Office. This .meeting occurred over dinner. 
No statements-were made by either of these individuals as to 
any . rights that SAC Bates· might have in connection \'li'th the 
intervie\.,. 

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO 
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party 
in San Francisco. Bates advised him that he was in charge of 
the San Frandi~co Office from July, 1967 until the end of 
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago •. Bates.stated 
that he was aw·are of the investigation being conducted on the 
Black Panther Party but was not personally conversant with 
all the details of thi.s investigation as such details \'lere 
all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions 
Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts 
of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals 
under COINTELPRO. He asked if Bates agreed that these actions 
were proper. Mr. Seidel \'las told that Bates had no way of 
knowing the facts as he related were true or any other· of 
the circumstances involved and that, therefore, he was unable 
to comment at all. 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any recommendations 
for legislation \vhich the Committee could propose that \•lould 
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence .field. 
Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this 
entire field and that it was the prerogative of FBI officials 

.·at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend 
such legislation. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is t~e property of the FBI and is loaried to your 
agency; it ~nd its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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Mr. Seidel also inquired as to whether Bates felt 
that an extension of electronic surveillances into the domestic 
intelligence field would be of assistanceo Bates informed 
him that the FBI was operating according to current court 
decisions as involve electronic surveillances .and that the 
courts had recently precluded this action in strictly domestic 
intelligence matters. Mr. Seidel was informed that this was 
a decision for FBI officials in Washington. 

On several occasions during the evening, Mr. Johnson 
asked Bates if he was aware of the "Houston Plan." On each 
occasion Bates informed him that he was not aware of the 
"Houston Plan 11 and his only knowledge of it is what he has 
seen in the public press. At one time Mr. Johnson asked if 
Bates thought that Mr. Hoover had ·turned down the "Houston 
Plan" because he \'las afraid for his. job. Bates again replied 
that he had no firsthan·d knowledge having anything to do vli th 
the "Houston Plan" but he v1as certainly a<..; are that Hr. Hoover 
was not afraid of anything or anyone. 

Both Hr. Johnson and Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that the use of 11 black bag jobs" would be of advantage in 
conducting domestic counterintelligence operations. Bates 

-replied that he had no personal direct knowledge of such matters 
and had never been involved in such matters. 

During the evening, 1-1r. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that a congressional oversight committee of the FBI was sound 
and proper. Bates informed ·that he certainly agreed with the 
concept of congressional overs~bt as long as it was constructive 
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt that the 
FBI's security operation should be completely divorced from 
its ocriminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency 
or a separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it 
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the 
security field had been effective and appeared to be proper 
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was 
personally acquainted with.Mr. William c. Sullivan, former 
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates ~vorked in 
the same division with Mr. Sullivan in the 1950's and knew 
him as another supervisor at FBI Headquarters. 

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware of the dis­
agreements that Mr. Sullivan had had ,..,ith Hr. Hoover and he 
was informed that he had no details concerning this matter. 
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BY SSC STAFF !>iEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry 
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced 
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970 •. He 
then asked if Bates was aware of why Mro Morgan was transferred 
from San Francisco. Bates told him that some problem had 
arisen in connection with his running the San Francisco Office 
but that he was not personally aware o~ the specific details. 
but that they would be available at FBI Headquarters. Seidel 
said the only reason he was asking was that he was thinking 
about interviewing 1'1r. !>forgan but he did not want to embarrass 
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco 
had anything to do \'lith a drinking problem. Bates said again 
that he was not a'i'lare of the specifics. 

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

The above represents specific matters brought up 
during these discussions. 
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San Francisco,·california 
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~~~~ ~JVV U.S. SENATE SELECT COM11ITTEE ON 

~~~~\}sS~~~~~ INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 
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~\.\. \\~ \%o ~ INTERVIEW OF (SA LEO S. BRENNEIS~ BY 
\\~~~JJb--- SSC STAFF HEt·1BER 
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Prior to interview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S. 
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS MILLER at 
FBI Headquarters making four inquiries 6n l.uqust 6, 1975; 
on the same date, the following answers were received: 

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

Ansv1er: Yes. 

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum 
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting 
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated 
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department 
and the FBI, San Francisco, when, in fact, the memorandum 
came from the Bureau. If questioned concerning this memorandum, 
may agent point out that this document originated with the 
Bureau rather than San Francisco? 

Ansv1er: Yes. 

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

Answer: Yes. 

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

,' 

NW 55160 Docld : 32989641 Page 148 



•' 

. , e 
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

iiNTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INTERVIEW.OF SA LEOS. BRENNEISEN 

•• 
Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion 

as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence 
Program (COINTEL)? 

Ansv1er: You are not obliged to answer those 
questions you do not desire to answer, but if you wish you 
may comment on the legality or morality of the plan. 

SA DENNIS MILLER related that he desired that it 
be borne in mind that the Bureau in no way wi~hed to impede 
the sse investigation. 

LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the 
San Francisco Office of the FBI Q~ August 11, 1975, and 
interviewed:SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03PM to 2:30PM. 
SEIDEL prefaced the interview by explaining that he had 
been advised that BH.ENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the 
COINTEL in San Francisco from }lay 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970. 
It v1as pointed out to him that the case was assigned to 
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1971. 

SEIDEL asked if agent had, in fact, approved all 
proposals corning from the San Francisco Office. ·He was 
advised that not necessarily because if another agent made 
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would 
be th~ person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supervisor 
or Reli.ef.Supervisor. 

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

SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent 
had submitted in COINTEL. He was advised that an estimate 
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure wouid be 
some two suggestions a·month-with possibly six months in 
two years v1hen no suggestions. were made. He inquired as 
to agent 1 s kno·i:lledge. of \vhat percentage of total proposals 
fro~ all sources submitted to the Bureau had been'approved, 
and he was advised only a small percentage. 
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At this point, SEIDEL requested agent to outline the 
types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He 
was answered that anonymous letters, letters with pseudonyms, 
and letters signed \'lith the name of an existing person had 
been used. 

It was pointed out that the program had included 
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to 
landlords advising that the Black -Panther Party was occupying 
their property; letters to people supporting BEE programs, 
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the 
BPP color book for children encouraging the shooting of 
police officers and/or articles from the "Black Panther 
Party", the official BPP nevlSpaper, showing their propensity 
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations containing 
articles that showed the BPP in direct opposition to their 
aims, such as a letter to a Jewish organization sho"t..,ring BPP 
s~pport of Palestine guerrillas .. · 

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

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

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give his 
recommendation on v.1hat COINTEL in the future should be; 
\'lhether there should be a division between s~curi ty and' 
criminal investigations to different agencie~ in order that 
a possible intrusion on the rights of an individual in 
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his 
being prosecuted by the Bureau,. in a criminal matter. Agent 
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refused to furnish his "off-th:::-cuff" opinion, pointing 
out that he felt that it was without the scope of his 
release. 

Without further questioning agent concerning the 
types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the 
Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation 
at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals wsre 
submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR. 

SEIDEL was advised agent's release would not allow 
him-to discuss ELSUR. 

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

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

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

SEIDEL next questioned-agent if he had read any 
publicity concerning a Hay 11, 1970 letter £rom the Bureau · 

-to San Francisco entitled, "Special Operations Research", in 
which it was suggested that some consideration be given to 
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly 
originated with the Oakland Police Department and the FBI. 
He expl,.ained that some ne\vspaper had received a copy of t_l}e 
document under the Freedom of ·.Information Act and thereafter 
published it. He inguired if a response to the letter 
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had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was 
his recollection that.san Francisco had responded recommending 
against both proposals, pointing out that the B~P had in the 
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Police 
Department for a raid on National Headquarters to the · 
embarrassment of that agency. San Francisco was of the 
opinion that if spurious documents v1ere furnished to the 
BPP they would immediately publish them, rather than attempt 
to develop an informant and the operation presented a great 
deal of possib~e embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau. 

SEIJ:?.EL asked for agent's 'knowledge of vlhy the letter 
had been captioned as pr~viously described rather than 
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. Agent 
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter. 
SEIDEL then went on to explain that he had been advised that 
the Bureau had several ~OINTELS and the one covering Special 
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering foreign operations. 
Agent made·no .comment. 

SEIDEL requested what proposals had been made·. to 
disrupt the BPP n~Hspaper; how did the proposals originate, 
and what offices submitted them. He was advised that it was 
agent's recollection that the Bureau may have requested 
suggestions from several offices but that to agent's knowledge 
none had been approved. \vhen SEIDEL continued to question t...,e 
agent concerning specific proposals and why their approval 
was not reco~mended by San Francisco, he was advised that one 
proposal was the use of a foul-smelling chemical to put on 
the paper. San Francisco was of the op+.nion it would not 
be practical inasmuch as it would contaminate an airplane 
and would subject the airline or the printing company to 
damages. SEIDEL was further advised that it was believed 
the suggestion may have been made for the changing of a first 
page of an issue at the printing company to embarrass the BPP, 
but it was pointed out that this would also merely result in 
a claim being filed against. the.printer. 

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a 
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible 
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming 
at the time \vhen the pape.r was being printed in New York 
with the master copy being filmed in San Francisco. San 
Francisco did not suggest appi:oval .because a mere delay vmuld 
have been of little benefit because the paper was not ~imely. 
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SEIDEL asked about the disruption of the BPP 
Breakfast Program. The answer was given that agent had 
no recollection of this, and SEIDEL was asked did he have 
any information from the Bureau that we had attempted a 
disruption of the program in San Francisco. He related 
that he believed not and that it probably happened in 
San Diego. 

SEIDEL asked about a suggestion that informants 
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP and the 
Republic of New Africa (RNA) . Agent stated he had no 
recollection of such a proposal a~d did not believe it had 
been submitted by San Francisco because the members~ip and 
activity in R~A had been minimal in this area. · 

SEIDEL then asked if we had suggested that landlords 
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their 
rent from the BPP. Agent advised he had no recollection 
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it. 

·. 
SEIDEL inquired as to the amount of knowledge.· 

that SAC CHARLES BATES \>lOUld have had concerning COINTEL. 
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself, 
had never dis cussed the program \vi th Mr. BATES \vhile it was 
in operation. SEIDEL then inquired if former SAC HARRY 
MORG&~ had· been ill during the time he was assigned to San 
Francisco and the reason for his transfer. Agent replied 
he had no information concerning this matter. 

SEIDEL was asked if he felt that anyof the actions 
agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division 
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not believe that 
these were matters that were in violation of any existing 
criminal statutes, but there might be some question as to 
whether the FBI ha~ the specific authority to do these things. 

SEIDEL ended .the interview by again reiterating 
that .he was a friend of the· Bureau, that he -v;as making an 
inquiry and d.esired to obtain the· opinions of both Headquarters 
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the 
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release. 
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Agent was not placed under oath and when agent 
refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or 
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put 
away his pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not 
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact 
that all information furnished by him was at his own · 
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made 
that any part of the interview might be utilized in a 
possible court proceeding against _the agent. 

Agent did not consult with Bureau representative 
dur~ng course of the interview. 
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INTERVIEW OF FORMER ~ ALBE.RT P. cLAR9 BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

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

He was interviewed in his home at 66 Elm, 
Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from 
5:40 P.H. to 6:55P.M., August 12, 1975. 

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

Seidel was compelled on more than one occasion 
to declare· that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his 
inquiries was to assist the United States Senate in under­
standing the problem in order that they could consider 
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the 
future. 

Seidel did mention the fact several times that 
information had been leaked to the press that J~~Seberg, 
the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official. 

Thls do.cument contains neither recommendations nor conclus1ons 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 

·your ,.agency; it ·.and it-s. contents. are .. hot· t:o. be~ distribu-ted .. 
outside your agency. 
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Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed 
. a COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would 
have if he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered 
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions 
someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation 
of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might 
also cut down oh the number of BPP supporters. 

Clark was asked to whom the main BPP case was 
assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San 
Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember 
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than 
one Agent.had handled the matters. 

Seidel asked how many BPP informants the San 
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall 
and··._:_.:: he did not believe that Seidel had a right to know. 

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

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

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

Questioned concerning whether he felt COINTEL had 
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter 
was susceptible to proof but t~e BPP had sure gone into a 
steep decline. 
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Seidel again brought up the Seberg matter and 
asked ·if it had done any good. Clark stated he replied, 
"Maybe. 11 

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

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

Seidel then went on to discuss the business of 
pressure. Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark 
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone 
was interested in doing the best type job possible and 
finding out everything possible concerning the BPP. There 
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the 
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be satisfied. 
Clark stated that he related that perhaps too much 
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt at 
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division 
knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other 
hand, he related that Bureau officials were_probably 
under pressure because of the national interest and the 
demands on them in Washington. 

Seidel related that he was interested in ascer­
taining what Agent would make the best witness to appear 
in Washington to explain and testify concerning COINTEL. 
He specifically requested Clark's recommendation and mentioned 
the names of Special Agents Leo S. Brenneisen of San 
Francisco and Bob Baker of Los F~geles. Clark stated that 
he had countered by suggesting that somebody in Washington 
who directed the program and .approved all proposals might 
be a better witness. 
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Clark recalled that near the first of the inter­
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to 
obtain information, asked a few questions concerning US 
and the Republic of North Africa (RNA) • He was advised 
that US had not been active in this division and there had 
been no pertinent RNA activity brought to his attention. 
Seidel asked if Ron Karenga of US had visited San Francisco 
and Clark replied he had no exact recollection of this. 

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

Seidel asked if Clark had worked under former 
SAC Harry Morgan. He advised that he had .retired prior to 
the time Morgan was assigned to the San Francisco Division. 

Clark pointed out that during the interview, a 
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seidel 
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation; 
although as the duration of the interview lengthened, it 
must have been obvious to Seldel that it was not operating. 
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On August 14, 1975, re.tired. former Special Agent · 
William A. Coh~ndet was interview~d from 9:30 A.M: to 
11:15 A.M. by.Lester B. Seidel, Inv·estigator for the U.S. 
Senate Select Committee OJl Intelligence Acti vi i...gs(SSe) . 
The interview took place at the Holiday Inn on Van Ness 
Avenue, San Francisco. 

Mr. Seidel mentioned that he was serving as a 
counsel for the SSe, in~estigating all phases of the United 
States intelligence community, and he had chosen the Blac~ 
Panther Party and the Counterintelligence Program (COINrEL) 
as his field. He stated that he was hoping for full 
cooperation on th~ part of the former Special Agent. 

He 1vas advised tha.t former Special Agent eohendet 
was willing·to cooperate 1vith the committee and he trusted 
that something constructive would come out of the effort 
being put for1vard. Former Special Agen1t. Cohendet also 
pointed out that in his opinion the Black Panther Party (BPP) 
had been a group. devoted to violence, thievery, and fraud, 
and the committee should realize the type of Subjects with 
whom they are dealing in order to place the investigation 
in its proper framework. 

The first question concerned the former Special 
Agentts background and Bureau service. This was briefly 
£urnished. . ." : · .. 

_ Seidel then asked when and how the technical 
surveillances had been installed, 1vho initiated them, and 
who approved them. 

This document contains neither recommendations 
o£ the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and 
your agency; it and its contents are ;not to.he 
outside your agency. 
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The former Special Agent replied that he was 
not party to any of these arrangements and did not know 
any of the details. 

Seidel then asked if fprmer Special Agent 
Cohendet knew the origin and purpo?es ·of the COINTEL 
Program. He \vas informed that the former Agent did not 
knovl the origin of the p:cogram, and said he believed' its 
purposes were those as set forth in the instructions·which 
Seidel had· and vlhich spoke for themselves. The former 
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been 
.ass.igned to him but due. to the press o.f other functions, 
he had been ~~able to give it a great deal of time and 
felt that during the period that it had been assigned to 

.him, it had been largely ineffective. 

Seidel then asked if there was any con~ection 
between ELSUR and COINTEL and the reply vlas given that 
obviously there vlOuld be if the ELSUR material being 
reviewed could be considered as having any pertinence to. 
a COINTEL operation. However, former Special Agent Cohendet 
could not recall having used this material \vhile the case 
vzas assigned to him, at least to any significant degree. 
Not having the files available made it impossible to 
state positively if there had been any specific instance c~ ~{~~ 
of this material • 

. Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of 
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion 
of the former Agent, such letters, particularly having to 

. do with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the 
usual suggested avenues 1 would have little effect on the 

- recipients ·who vlere active in such fields themselves much 
of the timeQ In the more serious areas of perhaps trying 
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police 
informant., the former Special Agent said that the use of 
this technique would not be used for fear of causing bodilv 
harm or death to an innocent person due to the well-known -
propensity of ·the BP.P of_ dealing harshly with .any suspected. 
deviator let a·lone informant. · · 

2 
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Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to 
the BPP investigation and the former Special Agent stated 
that in his belief it was extremely valuable in many ways. 
For instance 1 it assisted and -gauged the true Huey Ne\•tton 1 

his plans, and vieaknesses. It was also valuable in esti­
mating the possible 'effect of a certain COINTEL program 
as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result · 
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually 
·rejected most _suggestions as being unlikely to be successful. 

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

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

Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to 
comment on the effec.ti veness of CO INTEL as used against 
the Socialist Workers Party, not having had any experience 
with its use in that field. 

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if 
there had been any pressure from the Bureau in the develop­
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent Cohendet 
ac~lowledged that there certainly had been great pressure 
in this direction; as it was well kno-vm that informants \'lere 
a necessary part of any investigation and a police organi­
zation can never give up on this phase of its wqrk no matter 
how difficult the circumst~nces were in their developnent. 
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants v;as 
particularly difficult because of the fear that many persons 
in the black community felt concerning the BPP as \'lell as 
the lack o£ desire to cooperate against another black 
person. 

3 
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Seidel asked about foreign funds being raised 
.and given to the BPP, and former Special Agent Cohendet 
recalled that "Masai" Hewitt and others v1ent to. Sweden 
and other countries vlhere the BPP raised money on speech 
making tours. 

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

Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information 
to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent 
Cohendet said that he had no personal knowledge of what 
h~d been done in this direction. 

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

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

· seidel asked if the former Agent thought that 
leaking this type of information was appropriate. No 
co~~e~t was offered as to this question. 

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said 
that he had noted that the 11 faking 11 of police records as 
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he 
believed the COINTEL abuses ~ere being overplayed by the 
press. From what he learned in interviews in San Franciscor 
it seemed to him that the program had been mostly played 
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been exerc·ised 
in the implementation of the program. 
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A general discussion of the BPP ensued in which 
former Special Agent .cohendet reiterated the criminal 
background and threatening attitude of many of the BPP 
members, their mendacious ways, and their lack of credi­
bility .in their public statements. The former Special 
Agent credited the ne-v1s media v1i th helping to build up 
the BPP beyond its actual strength and influence. 

Seidel asked about the former Agent's knowledge o~ +kc 

for the removal of former SAC Harry Morgan from San 
Francisco. He said the only reason he was asking this 
question was in order to avoid embarrassing ~ormer SAC 
Morgan \vhen he interviews him concerning his possible 
knowledge of BPP activities sometime in the future. Former 
Special Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why 
1'-ir. J:.1organ wa~ transferred. 

In smnmation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he 
thought .the 'ELSUR technique was far more valuable in the 
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the 
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree 
to the above observation. 

Former Special Agent Coheudet was not advised 
of any rights that he might have in declining to ans-v;er 
any questions and Seidel said he was actually seeking 
witnesses for a possible hearing in Washington, D.C. He 
stq.ted that no names 1.vould be mentioned in any write-up 

·he would make concerning his interviews. 

5* 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTME~T OF JUSTICE 

In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 

-

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIOi'\ 

San Francisco, California 

~~~{y~· l}feltJ 
. ~~~~~~~~~~ U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

August 13, 1975 

~~~~~~~~~~~~ INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

~"'"' \~,~ \~oJP' ?_!i) ~(y~"'d 1/::Y INTERVIEW OF FORMER @A DAVID E. TODD 
\J~,_:;.r BY SSC STAFF MEMBER 

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

By way of background, in all contacts with Seidel 
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to nim great reluctance 
to discuss these matters without clearance from the Bureau, 
and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had releas~d former 
SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose 
of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative 
to provide information or make information public; that while 
employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government 
and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to 
provide the information, and that.if the Senate Committee 
desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should 
have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should 
have been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and 
then after the FBI determined it advisable to make these answers 
-available to the Committee, that would have been the proper 
channel. · 

~ 

Seidel pointed out the Commi tte·e and the Bureau had 
made an agreement whereby the Bure~u would make Agents available 
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed out to 
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a 
retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion 
on this matter. 

This document contains ne·ither recommendations nor conclusions· of 
-the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency • 
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by 
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of 
the Counterintelligence Program- (COINTEL) itself, and that if 
the Bureau felt that such a Program was necessary in the interest 
of national defense, he had carried it out in the best way he 
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals 
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were 
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the 
Program as a whole. 

Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's 
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether 
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd 
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served 
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to 
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C., 
and had become Supervisor in San Francisco in December, 1969, 
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau 
career he had worked both criminal and security matters. 

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

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

2 . 
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Seidel then asked how would the Panther COINTEL 
be defined with regard to aims, _techniques and results. The 
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the 
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The 
question concerning techniques was left unanswered, and as 
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not 
feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was 
pursued in the San Francisco Offi·ce, but he could not speak 
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned. 

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

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

Seidel asked if there had been similar pressure placed 
on the office in the COINTEL, and former SA Todd replied that 
he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the 
office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom­
mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office 
~retty much as to how it should be carried out. 

_,. Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful 
in causing dissen,ion within the Party. Former SA Todd told 
him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective 
in any way, and that causing dissen:fion had not been a primary 
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and that 
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two 
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing informants by. 
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party; 
and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding 
arrest warrants had been ~ssued in order to flush them out so 
th~y could be apprehended. 
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Sei~el asked specifically about the eoiNTEL involving 
the Breakfast Progr_am, and was told a recommendation had been 
made for putting some kind of .cont·amination in the Breakfast 
Program food, and that this office had felt this extremely 
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried 
out here. 

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

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

Seidel was also told that in this phase of the 
eOINTEL, it was former SA Todd's recollection that this infor­
mation regarding Newton's high standard of living had been 
disseminated by informants, and that the press was well aware 
of Newton's standards of living without having to make this 
in.formation available to them. 

.. Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the 
Bureau in earring o~t the eOINTEL. Former SA Todd told Seidel 
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor, 
but could not recall-specifically what the Bureau instructions 
were. The only other instructions·received were at a two day 
conference in Washington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by 
former Assistant to the Director William Sullivan, and Section 
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the 
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau, 
but that former SA Todd d~d not recall any firm prohibition against 
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taking certa1n actions without Bureau authority, and that the 
field had some leeway in \'lhat they did, but, in general, offices 
made proposals to the Bureau with ·copies to San Francisco 
prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San Francisco 
got copies of all proposals, and was told this was because 
San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other 
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence. 

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

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

Seidel indicated that out of his investigation in the 
hearings, undoubtedly there would be some legislation coming 
out of Congress that would either enable or prohibit such 
things as the COINTEL, and he stated that was one reason he 
was asking concerning its effectiveness, and wondered what former 
SA Todd would recommend. Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
felt it essential that the Government should have the right to 
defend itself against individuals and groups who advocate 
violent revolution or who are aligned with foreign powers, 
and that there was a need for some sort of legislation within 
the framework of constitutional government which would enable 
the ?overnment to do thi_s; but, of course, it should be done 
under .. :proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what 
sort of control, an~ was told that this was a matter for 
Congress to decide, but perhaps Congress should look into some 
legislation similar to wiretap legislation, where the responsi­
bility is upon a Federal judge to issue a warrarit. 

Former SA Todd had prepared a brief summary of what 
he recalled of the activities of the BPP, and he made a copy of 
this available to Seidel. Former SA Todd also had made a 
chronology to assist him in answering questions, together with 

5 . 
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some notes concerning COINTEL pqlicy, former SA Todd's general 
recollection of matters, questions·of law regarding agent­
princip~~ privileged information problems, ongoing litigation 
and national defense, and informants and sources. Seidel asked 
for a copy of this chronology and this, too, was given to him. 

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

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

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

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

6:#' 
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Approximate 
Dates 

Feb. 1970 

May 1970 
Aug 1970 
Aug 1970 

Jan 1971 

Feb ·1971 

March 1971-

April 1971 
Anril 1971 
Hay 1971 

August 1971 
August 1971 
August 1971 

Deco 1971 

• I • , • . ."RONOLOGY .. fl 1 ' • •• 
Designated supervisor. Reviewed Cointelpro file. 
No recollection of any actions by s. F. in· file. 

Conference in Washingtonf D._c. Briefed on Baltimore 
Black Panther murder. Cointelpro discussed. 

Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by s. F. 
Marin Court shootout· (Jonathan Jackson-Judge Haley) 
Cleaver released from prison. 

Letters to Algeria to provoke Cleaver to return to 
u. s. so arrest could be effected. 

Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelledo 

Robert 1-le bb murder. 

Sam .Naoier murd.ero 
T-rro J.{ei; York police officers wounded. 
Four l~e1-r York police officers murdered. 

George Jackson killed in prison break attempt
0 

Officer Ko~·mlski murder attempt - Washington & Bottom ar:zoes~ 
s •. £. · Ingleside Station attack - Officer Young murderedc 

. . 

Retired. 

COINTELPRO: Recom~ended against many proposals. 
A~proved reco~~endation to try to induce Cleaver 

to return to u. s. 
liould have anuroved actions to persuade Panthers 

.: ··to change loyai ty from Party and become informants, but 
cannot recal~ any specific ones. 

vTould not have apvroved any proposals solel·y for 
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there 
~have been some bona fide investigative puruose 
behind proposal before considering it.· -

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalities. Requested if could review 
Bureau files orior to intervierr. This was denied. 
Cannot testify with any specificity Iii thout review 
of files. 

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: .Sensitive techniques 
Informants ~ Sources 
Ongoing Investigations 
Foreign Intelligence 
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Ongoing l~tigation: Panthers v. FBI & IRS, USDC~ s. F. Civil rightso 

national Defense: Documents revierTed were classified • 
. Does executive branch have right to defend 

natiQn against advocates of revolution (public 
interest issue). 

.-
Informknts & sources: Cannot reveai. (Includes information 

that might reveal identityo) 

provide or 
Neither my responsibility nor my prerogative to{make this information 
public. I 1-ras acting as an agent of the Fed era government, and 1 t · · 
is responsibility of government to provide the information 

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in 
writing should be forflarded to FBI and if FBI deems it advisable 
to make these ansi-Ters available to Committee, that should be 
proper channelo 
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Tne ~ investig.on of the Blac~ ;~;ther ··ty: rras a 
Defense matter. Information on file points to colla­
with foreign powers by leaders of the Party. 

Throughout the t1-ro-year period in rrhich I supervis·ed 
the investigation. there ~ere strong liaisons between Black Panthers 
and dissident groups abroad as well as \ti th the governments of 
foreign nationso The Black Panthers had supper~ and/or branches 
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and wer~international in 
scopeo Eldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony vrarrants, had been 
granted asylum in .llgeria and '\·Ti th his entourage vras residing 
in a villa provided by the Algerian governmente During this 
period he made at least one trip to .. l·ioscow, Russia. Several 
Black Panthers travelled to Cubao Huey Ne1-1ton, in 1971, travelled 
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Kong at the invitation 
of thec:fthinese government at a time when the United States had 
no dip~~atic relations with them~ 

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1969, 
the Black Panther Party 11as under co-leadership of Huey Ne-rrton, 
then confined to prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living 
in exile in ..Ugeriao The Black Panther Party, both in the nerrs­
paper it published ueekly at San Francisco, and in public statements 
by its officers and ~eaders, advocated violent revolution; it 
oublished instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use 
of Tfreaponsl e.nd printed detailed dra~dngs 'and instructions on 
the manufacture of bo~bs and explosive devices, and it agitated 
ouenl~ for the :nurder of uolice officers. The term "off the 
pigs, 1 i'ihich means ."kill the police i 

11 rTas· a Black Panther catch­
phrase a The history of the Black Panther Party during the period 
I acted as supervisor is replete with incidents of.murder, violence 
and .inciting to revolution. The revolu~ionary quotation of 1·1ao­
Tse-~ung, 11 .?oli tical po1ver gro1·1s out of the barrel of a gun, 11 

became a Black Panther motto. 

Sometime in early 1971 a split occurred in the Black 
Panther. Partyo Huey Nerlton, follorring his release from prison 
in 1970, gained control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley, 
California, and he broke openly with Zldridge Cleaver, publicly 
expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party. The · 
Newton ·faction .thereafter gradually took a more moderate approach, 
advocating ~ocial change through co~~uuity service in place of its 
prior profile of violence. No change was noted in the policies of 
the Cleaver faction directed from Algiers, and it ·continued to 
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York 
of its own newspaper proclaiming itsrevolutionary policies; and 
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of 
vlolenceo · 

The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver 
faction of the Blaclc Panthers have been documented in the. book 11 Target 
Blue, 11 by former Deputy Police Commissioner Robert Daley of New York 
City (Dell Publishing Co., Inc., 1973): 

. . Ambush attacks against police o·fficers which resulted in 
7 officers murdered, 3 i'Tounded, and one attempted murder thrrarted, vThich 
led to the solution of the other cases and established these attacks · 
to be a natioJ:+Wide conspiracy; and the murder of two Newton-fac~ion 

1 Black Panthers. q *' 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO : Mr • ·J B . . Adams 

1 - }:lr. 
l - Mr. 
1 - Mr. 
l - Mr. 

• 
Callahan 
Adams 
Jerikins 
Mintz · 

itt Assoc . Oir. 

Dep. AD, A.)j ~_/ 
Dep.AJ:>~J, . ~ 
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Admini}--
Comp. ~yst. _ 

Ext. Affairs_ 
Files & Com. _ 

DATE! . 8/19/75 Gen.lnv._ 
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1 M C Inspection_ 
' - .r. r~gar lntell. --
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{ , Tele phone Rm. _ 

V Director Sec'y _ 

Memorandum· 8/12/.7.5 ·from M;r. Cregar to M;r. Wannall 
. outlined discuss·ions. ·between the ·Bureau,.' .the .Department ·.and 
. . the Senate Select ·Gommittee. concerning .the protection of in-
, dividuals. to ·whom we. 'have . incurred an obligation to protectii=:ag 
.. their identity and/or .relationship with 'the- FBI as· ·.related to 

.COINTELPRO docUm.ents . · ·Prior. to. ft!-rnishing -copies· ·of_ Bureau 
documents .relating to COINTELPRO, we were. excising .the iden­
tities ·of individuals ·to whom we. had incurred an· obligation to. 
pr.o.t"ect ·their identity and/or rela.tionship with 'the FBI and the 
Commit.tee complained that .this was not ·in line w:ith ·.the agreed 

. upon pr.o.cedures . · · 

· Pursuant to. .the 'ins·truc,tions ·of .the· Deputy. Attorney 
General, an .attempt was made at .reaching a compromise. ·conc·erning 
.this matter. As part of . . the. ·compr·omise·, it was suggested .t"hat· · 
a c·ertain ·number of thes·e indi v.iduals whose name had .beeri dele.ted 

. be furnished to. the 'Senate Select ·.Commit.tee· representatives· for 
.their int·erview by · the Go'mmitte.e .- · 

As a- result .of. the preliminary discussions, SA Daly 
of .. this D.iv.ision was oadvise·d on· 8/15/75. py S.teven Blackhurst 
that .the Attorn_ey .General. had met with 'Seriato.r Church ·on the 

.. evening -of 8/14/75 and .Chtir.ch ·had agreed .that .the 'Gohnnittee 
w.ould . .attempt ·a limi.ted number ·of l.nt·erv:iews ·of peo.ple :whose· · 
ideriti.ties and/or .relationship w:ith .the. Bureau had been pro.;. 
.tecte_d. As a condition precedent ·to inte.rv:iew, the Bureau was 
to. be a-llowed to. contact ·.the · prop.ose·d interviewees ·to inform 

. . them of .the proposed int·erv.iew to. de.teimine ·:whether .the ·inter-

. viewee was ··.receptive to such an int·erv.ieh' ~ _ J / f.L? ? - __ _ -: {;3'$ ... 
ST 109 I I :; .?J - -· 

Alt. INFORMATION CONTA~lNEO 
HERelf:J~I?, ~~L.ASSIFtED . • 
DATE.~BV~ 

· PVD.: lad lflv 
. (10) 

7 9 S E P 3. 71975 

ft£C•3l ~ ;:,JJ ~s ·- . -~ 
CONTINUED - OVER .1 
~r>:\ ~~j 

.t '\),- I (I 



' 
Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE : SENS.TUDY 

• 
on· 8/18/75, SA Daly was .. telephonically advised by 

John T. Elliff, Task Force DireC:t'O:r ·of the Domestic Inte·l­
l~gence Task Force ·of the Seriate "Select ·committee, .that · 
Senator Church 'had .reconsidered his agreement with 'the 
Attorney .General to. the aforementioned procedures and·had 
drafte·d a letter to. the Attorney General stating .that .these 
pro.cedures were ·not ·acceptable to .. the C'ommitte:e. Elliff 
stated Chur.ch was not ·in town on this date and that ·.Church 

f 

. had not ·as. yet signed a letter in line ·with .the above but. ·he · 
anticipa.ted such· ·a .letter to. be signed and furnished the ·ne.:. 
partment ·and the. Bureau in the iminediate· 'future. Elliff 
.stated .Chur.ch' s .. change in position· in this matter was 
.occasioned by arguments. advanced by .the Senate Select ·Gom­
mittee Staff Membe'rs that this procedure was. contra~y to 
established pro.cedure:s. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Actiop. Informati~n . 

. 
IJ..pa"' 't"lltl ~I r+ C) f C:..cJF'J 

of S~l'\a to 'I' <!. """".,...<.. ~ '~ 
) .e.. t+ c..-r ·, t II.) d I ~ ~ 

a-...~ 'r"e CllN\MQ.'f'.Ja.71c"'; 

.. -· 2 -
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r· 

· Assoc. Dir rt 
Dep.-A.D.:A~ 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv: - , 

Asst. Dir.: -
Admin. 
c ---- · omp. Syst. -- ' 
Ext. Affairs 
Files & Com. = 
Gen. Inv. 'f 

!dent -~~~ Inspectidn , . ~ . · 
Intel!. · 
Laborator;~ 
Plan. & Ev~ 
Spec. Inv. -
T . . -razrung __ 

Legul Coun. 
Telephone ~~ · 
Director Sec'y .:::_ 

{c..,_ 

2~ . THIS .WILt.~~<CONFlRM. RE-FERENCED TELEPHOf£ CALL IN WHIICH c_, 
. .: ' .--

~N D lEG0 '2!AS ~V1SED THAI FOR~R EMPLOYEE t THOMAS E BISHOP, 
z: ,._ 
·JtlSIDES 1'7·417 1lfANC1SCO DRI.VE., SAN DIEGO, rALIFORNl , 92 .128. 
~ 

...,~ E-M>. 
:::::0 

~D 
2u:~ 1-:z: •.u% 
"~o 
_(I) 

:;ffi 
.--::" o... 

~. Q A s E P~ 1 8 1975 
~ FM ¥ 516.0 Docld: 329896 41 

ALL INFORt..~TlON CON'TAtNED 
HER5l~.!.,t; ~{fifSSIFI~LJ!t/JA 
DATE l.JL[-1- BY$

1 
__ Ml._

8 
ST. l09 

REG··37 

P.age 1.75 

W- /fb ifs-;;_&3Lj 
ii21 SEP 10 1975 ~ 
_......,._ __ 



I 
·{ \ • 

CODE 

I 
'i'O SACS lltA.MI 

NEw YORK 
I 

• /. 

1 - Mr. J. A • .Mintz 

TE;LETYPE 1 -Mr. w. R. w~ 

SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 

1 -Mr. W. o. Cregar 

-~~~~R FBI (62-116395) 

~SENSTu6Y 75~ BUDED SEPTEMBER 8, 

(Attn: S. F. Phillips) 
1 -Mr. J. G. Deegan 

1975-. 1 - Mr. J. T. Aldhizer 
-~-

nEMMAIRTEL MAY 23, 1966, NYAIRTELS .MAY 18, 1965, MAY 28, 

1965, AND NYLET JULY 29, 1965, ALL CAPTIONED "MARTIN LUTHER 

KING, JR. , SECURITY MATTER - C, " MIAMI FILE 100-15079, 

NEW YORK FILE 100-136585. 

THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED ACCESS TO 

t -~- · .ALL MEMORANDA AND OTHER MATERI~LS WHICH -RELATE TO ELECTRONIC 
···c 
~~!i; ~ ~ SURVEILLANCE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING BY STATE AND LOCAL 
• C'":' ' I Cl\ -
f ~~-:-~~:~>-~AGENCIES OR GOVERNMENTS. 
: c._. .. co~ ' c. • ·-.~ 

: j:.. •. ~" 
( ·<:; • 

REFERENCED COMMUNICATIONS INDICATE THAT THE DADE COUNTY 

~ .. · : \· SHERIFF'S OFFICE, lrliAlrii, 'FLORIDA, ~ THE NEW YORK CITY POLICE 
~::: ... . " -tfi:Ci 'W-l 
4CC.J--

~~~~ -•~- . COV.lm.AGE OF DR. KING. 

DEPARTMENT USED ELECTRONIC SURVEii;,L4NCE EQUIPMENT IN THEIR. 

~~ 

9 _ 
~- . 
i4 
>s 
() 
u 
a 
Q 
~ 
0 
0 --.1 1..-: < ---c::r::o 

IN ORDER FOR FBIHQ TO BE .t\BLE TO RESPOND TO THE SSC REQUESl' ~ 
IT WILL BE NECESSAltY FOR MIAMI AND NEW YORK TO CONTACT APPRO-

. fS.l: ~00. .. 
PRIATE OFFICIALS OF THE DADE COUN'lW£11Il!fti~ s-"OFFICE aND TBE(;63 

0 IJ 1111
flfi {1_-//k/r r- I . 

NEW YORK CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT AND ADVlS THEM OF m1f'ssc . '·· -
Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm . .-. 
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir. : 1 - 100-106670 (King) 
Admin. __ 

Comp. Syst, _ 

Ext. Affairs_ 

Files & Com, _ 

Gon.lnv. _ 
!dent. __ 

JTA: pal/dshli~ .. L' ~ ··: t1.; ;: · 
(8) U'"'l'' ·,· --· , 

~ , • • t I . • 

Inspect ion _ ,-
) ' 

lntell . __ .(()./ 

Laboratory_ ~\ V 

:;::: ~:v~ Q S E p 1 1JI975 
Training __ f., <:1 1 

Legal Coun. _ 

Directo c' MAIL ROOM l 
Telephone Rm. _ 

NW_ 5!h~:rr Docid: 329ll~l 

--

-· 
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• 
PAGE TWO 62-116395 

REQUEST. SECURE THEIR CO:MMENTS RELATIVE TO: WHETHER 

THEY HAVE ANY OBJECTION TO OUR RELEASING TO SSC THE MATERIAL 

FROM THEM CONTAINED IN REFERENCED COMMUNICATIONS, WHICH WOULD 

DISCLOSE THAT THEY USED ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES IN THEIR 

COVERAGE OF KING. THEY SHOULD BE APPRISED OF THE FACT 

EVEN IF FBIHQ DOES NOT VOLUNTARILY SUPPLY REQUESTED 

INFORMATION t SSC MAY SUBPOENA FBI RECORDS. 

EXPEDITE AND SUBMIT BY TELETYPE IN THE ABOVE CAPTION, 

ATTENTION INTD, W. O. CREGAR, BY CLOSE OF BUSlNESS SEPT.&IBER 8 1 

1975. 

END 

NOTE: 

Pursuant to a request from the Senate Select Committee 
(SSC), Bureau files were reviewed and specific information 
pertinent to the above question was discovered. 

Communications from New York and Miami disclose that both 
the Dade County Sheriff•s Of£ice and New York City Police 
Department used electronic surveillance equipment in their 
coverage of Uartin Luther King. 

Headquarters considers it appropriate and necessary to 
have New York and Miami contact the local agencies involved for 
their position regarding possible disclosure and release of 
information pertaining to their electronic surveillance coverage 
of King to the SSC. 



• 
CODE TELETYPE 

1 - Mr. w. o. Cregar 
1 -Mr. J. P. Thomas 

NITEL 

TO A~4DlUA 
N:~TA 
J~CKSON 
RtCHMOND 

F~ DI.JlECTOR (62-116395) 

PsENSTUDY~ 
'-----sENATE-sEiEcT COMMITTEE 

SEPTEMBER 3, 1975 

(SSC) HAS REQUESTED IDENTITIES 

OF ALL SUPERVISORS AND COORDINATORS FOR WHITE HATE COINTELPROS 

FOR 1964 THROUGH 1971 IN RECIPIENT OFFICES. 

BY NITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, TO ATTENTION !NTD, 

W. 0. CREGAR' FURNISH IDENTITIES OF SUCH PERSONNEL AND DATES 

OF PERTINENT COINTEL ASSIGNMENTS. IF INDIVIDUAL IS STILL 

ASSIGNED TO YOUR OFFICE, SO STATE. 

END 

JPT:en ~ro 
( 4) 

NOTE: 

Above based on sse 
item 9, deadline 9/12/75. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HERel~h{lkl\fCY\SSlF_k~~ Jt, ... 1, hv. 
DATE ~J1L BY ~i~O 

request dated 8/26/75, Part I, 

fSI 109 

601- dLf J-2~~ (;j~ ' 
REC~37' 1ile SEP 10 1975 · 

Assoc .. Oir.­

Oep. AD. Adm. -

Oep. AD lnv. -
Asst. Oir.: 

Admio.-­
Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs -

Files & Com.­

Gen.lnv._. 

ldent.-­
lnspec:tion­

lnteii.-­

Laboratory -

Pion. & Evol.-

Spec.lnv.-

Training- "''i75 

I ' 

Legal Coun. -sr: ? ~- 1 \~ 
Telephontl"Rm9- \:. \ 
Director sei•y _ MAIL ROOM c:J TELETYPE "(}~~ IYJ 

~\',,·, 

~ 
.I 

- I I' 
GPO : 1975 0 - 569-9?0 , 

/-·- · / 
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f. ,. 
tf'J' 
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.• : . ·:~ 
" 

CODE 

D TROIT 

TO BOS,ON 
C~CAGO 

OS ANGELES 
EWARK 

NEW YORK 
SAN DIEGO 
SAINT LOUIS 

TELETYPE 

FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395) 
/"" . ··- "... 
··:: SENSTUDY 7 5 • 1 

" 

' 1
., . . ~' 

~ - w. 0. Cregar 
·· l - J. P. Thomas 

NITEL 

SEPTEMBER 3, 1975 

·. __ ,..,..-· 
.....___-8:ENA:TE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED IDENTITIES OF 

ALL SUPERVISORS AND COORDINATORS FOR NEW LEFT AND BLACK EXTRE---- -________ .---~ 
MIST COINTELPROS FOR 1967 THROUGH 1971 IN RECIPIENT OFFICES. 

BY NITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975; ATTENTION INTD, W. O. CREGAR~ 

FURNISH IDENTITIES OF SUCH PERSONNEL AND DATES OF PERTINENT 

COINTELPRO ASSIGNMENTS. 

YOUR OFFICE, SO STATE. 

END 

JPT: pal \"~~ 
(4} 

NOTE: 

IF INDIVIDUAL IS STILL ASSIGNED TO 
,/ 

/ 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEReiN IR U~SSIF~J4_· 
DATE lO(.Jl?(JL.!L- BY ·· r---~-,-a 

Above based on SSC request dated 8/26/75, Part I, item 8, 

Assoc. Dir . -

Dep. AD Adm. -

Dep. AD lnv. -
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. __ 

deadline 9/12/75. 

Comp. Syst. -
Ext. Allo irs _ 

Files & Com. _ 

Gen.lnv._. 
!dent. __ 

Inspection- SE,~Q &:}h7:~ ·.; 
Intel!. -- / , D ;:j V 
Loborotory - !r. -~ f V L 3 
Pion. & Evol. _ ·~-l>:"t/ k-"l!~U 
Spec . lnv. - • i! ~-U.,£ jj IJf P£ 
L:~::n~~EP 1 71975 
Telepho';.e Rm.- · 
Director Soc'y- MAIL ROOM CJ 

NW 551.6.0 Docld : 32989641 

r~r 109 

REC-37 

- '( 
,. ~ _ I ~ J t -, 

" . 

t L · . 1 - · ·-_I '3 \ -J _ - ... . · LP . /} v - . (ilt._-bt.~j . ' 

l~ SEP 10 1975 
., 

I , 
I~ 

GPO : 1975 ~9:.0 , . 



4-312 (Rev. 12-11-73) 

Date of Mail __ 9....:..../_2"--/7_5 _____ _ 

Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section. 

See File 66-2554-7530 for authority. 

I 

ALUNFORMATION CONTAiNED 
HERWt1~~~rC1.ASSIF1~ M.AA ~~· 
.OATE ~ . {(1) BV ~~-d 

Subject JUNE MAIL SENS1UDY '75 

Removed By 7 9 S E P 1 71975_ 

File Number 62-116395-630 

Permanent. Serial Charge. Out . 
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lil"t:l-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) • • 
FBI 

Date: 8/29/75 

Transmit the following in ---------:-::::---:---:-:------7'""-:--------; 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via _____ A_I_R_T_E_L _______ A_I_RMA ___ IL _______ -=~~----~----~ 
(Priority) 1 

------------------------------------------------L------- -
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) 

ATTENTION: BUREAU SUPERVISOR THOMAS F. HOWARD, 
ROOM 4052, HOOVER BUILDING 

~f~_;~SAC, JACKSON (62-496) (c) AU.lNFORtMT~tON8~?~~eo I ~ 9- -- HERBlN\{Utf~ · '~Ul-1.-M ~ 
~--,~ENSTUDY 7 5 _ . _ DATE 112 UztiC!- BY ~ 

BUD1ID-"'87'Z97t5 

Re telephone call from Bureau Supervisor THOMAS F. 
HOWARD to Jackson Division Supervisor L. ~. BUTEAU, 8/25/75; 
telephone call from Bureau Supervisor HOWARD to SA FRANK B. f , 
WATTS, 8/27/75, and Bureau teletype to Jackson, dated 8/25/75, , J 
concerning information requested by the U. S. Senate Select ,,,/ 
Committee to study governmental operations with respect to 
intelligence activities. Bureau Supervisor HOWARD, in 
referenced telephone calls, requested certain information, 
namely: 

Item #1. All materials reflecting contacts and 
reports of contacts (and the substance 
thereof) by the and/or among the FBI, the 
Meridian, Miss., or Jackson, Miss., Police 
and A. I. BOTNICK,~f~99/l/67 to 3/31/70. 

I 
J 

Item #2. All materials reflecting contacts between 
the FBI and TOM HENDRICKS, from 5/1/68 to 
8131168

• RE&-37 ~ h ;2 ·. /; ~- -.· ---. - ~~ _-.9 
Item #3. All materials reflecting the information ~ ,. ~1 

supplied by, and Bureau supervision of the 
handling of, ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS, RAYMOND 
ROBERTS and GORDON CLARK, known to the 
Senate Select Committee to have "'0~ s =-

' informants, from 5/1/68 to 841fl68. 
C ~~fit./) &;;,)'(ml'_c~..,b:..;:t,~'./r.t~.:t£;;~q:;Jd~ ·· · SEP 10 1975 
~~1·- Burkeau ~- &:?i~r-? .. ~~)n/ ~/'t.·~>-J~4t) - ·• - ~· - Jac son 17 " / - • a 5- ··· -

FBW:bal t;r~ 
(3) 

Sent ________ M Per ----------
U.S. Government Printing Office: 1972-455-574 



\ • • 
JN .62-496 

Item #4. A synopsis of the main files only contained 
in the Jackson indices regarding THOMAS 
ALBERT TARRANTS, III, AND KATHLEEN MADLYN 
AINSWORTH. 

Enclosures are being submitted:;. .,"'. : ·· ·. ·: .. :: 

Material submitted under each of captioned items 
i.s result of Jackson indices check on 8/26/75, as it pertains 
to the following individuals: 

A. I. BOTNICK 
TOM HENDRICKS 
ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS 
RAYMOND LADELLE ROBERTS 
GORDON LESTER CLARK 
THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III 
KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 

Item if/:1 .... A. I. BOTNICK 

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that this 
individual furnished information to this Bureau during the 
period 9/1/67 to 3/31/70, but was never an informant. Two 
copies each are enclosed of the below listed serials which 
contain information furnished by BOTNICK during this peridd: 

0 JN 170-502-3 
"JN 170-502-4 
".,JN 170-502-5 
~N 170-502-6 
""'JN 170-502-7 

JN 174-135-66 
~N 174-161--64e-M ~ 
'-lJN 174-161·~ ~ r""'r­
~JN 174-161-649 

JN 174-161-656 

• 

~Item if/:2. THOMAS M. HENDRICKS 

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that 
this individual furnished information to this Bureau during 

2 
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• 
JN 62-496 

the period 5/1/68 to 8/31/68, but was never an informant. Two 
copies each are enclosed of the below listed serials ~.Which 
contain tlformation furnished by HENDRICKS during this period: 

~JN 174-16~~r-r 
'-JN 174-161~~ ~~~ 

~ I tern ift3. A. ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS 

The indices of the Jackson Office revealed no 
information furnished by this individual for the period 
May 1, 1968, to August 31, 1968. 

Enclosed are two copies of an airtel entitled 
"BOMBING INVESTIGATIONS IN MISSISSIPPI. BOMBING ·MATTERS," 
(Bufile 174-1-54, Jackson file 174-135), which states that 
ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS would be agreeable to prevailing upon 
his younger brother, RAYMOND ROBERTS, to furnish, on 
confidential basis, his knowledge of acts of violence in 
Mississippi, and further that a series of conferences were 
held during June, 1968, with RAYMOND and ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS, 
THOMAS M. HENDRICKS, JR. , an attorney and former SA, and 
Detective LUTHER L. SCARBOROUGH, Meridian, Miss., Police 
Department, regarding this matter. 

In this regard, ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS was present 
during a number of meetings with the above mentioned 
individuals; however, all information was actually furnished 
by his brother, RAYMOND. 

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS has never been an informant of 
the Jackson Division; however, he was instrumental in obtaining 
the cooperation of his younger brother. 

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS is ~resently confined in the 
Federal Correctional Institution ~FCI) in Texarkana, Texas, 
where he is serving a 10-year sentence as a result of his 
part in the murder of the three civil rights workers near 
Philadelphia, Miss., on June 21, 1964. 

·~serial enclosed is as follows: 

JN 170-626-3 

3 
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JN 62-496 

~ Item iffo3. B. RAYMOND LADELLE ROBERTS 

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that 
this individual furnished information to this Bureau during 
the period from 5/1/68 to 8/31/68. Enclosed are two copies 
each of the below listed serials which contain information 
furnished by ROBERTS during that period. Also, included 
are those serials pertaining to Bureau supervision and the 
handling of ROBERTS. 

"'JN 170-626-1 ,..--...__ 
""JN 170-626-2 
'--JN 170-626-3 
'-JN 170-626-4 
"--JN 170-626-5 
''-JN 170-626-6 

·"-JN 170-626-7 
"JN 170-626-9 
"'-JN 170-626-14 
~JN 170-626-SFl-1 
'JN 170-626-SFl-2 
~JN 170-626-SF]-3 
'JN 170-626-SF±-4 
,JN 170-626-SFl-5 
~JN 170-626-SF~-6 
.,JN 170-626-SFl-7 
~JN 170-626-SFl-8 
~JN 170-626-SFl-9 
,JN 170-626-SFl-10 
'-JN 174-161-634 
~JN 174-161-642 

The Bureau's attention is directed to Bureau file 
170-3281. Subject of this file is known to the Bureau and 
was opened by the Jackson Office 6/18/68, as a Confidential 
Source - Racial, and case was closed by Jackson letter to the 
Bureau, dated 9/12/69. During the period that the case was 
open, this source was paid by this Bureau a total of $392. 
At the time this subject was developed as a confidential 
source, it was the distinct understanding between source and 
Agents contacting him that all information furnished by him 
would be held in strict confidence and the revelation of 
information furnished by him would most assuredly result in 
his, as'well as other members of his family, immediate death. 
This Bureau has never violated that trust. 

4 
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JN 62-496 

~ Source and his brother, however, were publicly 
identified by JACK NELSON, who was then a staff writer for 
the Los Angeles Times, in an article appearing on the front 
page of that newspaper on February 13, 1970. A copy of that 
article is enclosed. 

~Item 4/:3. c. GORDON LESTER CLARK 

I I 

The indices of the Jackson Office revealed no 
information furnished by this individual for period 
5/1/68-;8/31/68. 

The Bureau's attention is directed to Bureau file 
170-5883. Subject of this file is known to the Bureau and 
was opened by the Jackson Office January 4, 1972. 

This source' s identity m s never been publicly 
disclosed. Informant was sole source of information in the 
proposed bombing by BYRON DE LA BEC~TH of the residence 
of A. I. BOTNICK, head of the Anti-Defamation League in 
Louisiana and Mississippi, on or about September 27, 1973. It 
is noted that during Federal and state trials, lasting approxi­
mately 2~ years, that it appeared the primary function of the 
defendants and their klan-type lawyers was to determine the 
identity of informant in this case. Efforts were directed at 
handling Agent on numerous occasions in an effort to have him 
make some slip which would reveal identity of informant. 
Numerous Federal court decisions were utilized and, in fact, 
Agent was excused by State Judge from testifying since he was 
convinced that any testimony in state court by the Agent would 
reveal source's identity and possibly cost him his life. 

In view of the above, the Bureau should make every 
effort to insure source's identity is not disclosed. 

~ Item 4/:4. A. KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 

The indices of the Jackson Office reflect the 
following main files on KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH: 

JN 174-159 
JN 174-123 
JN 174-161 
JN 157-8937 

\ N'W 5516 0 Docid : 32989641 Page 185 
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JN 62-496 

~ Material contained in Jackson file 174-161 is 
synopsized under Item #4. B. 

Enclosed are two copies each of the following: 

~ Synopsis of Jackson file 174-123, entitled 
"THOMAS LABERT TARRANTS, III; KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 
(DECEASED); BOMBING OF BETH ISR!EL CONGREGATION SYNAGOGUE, 
5315 OLD CANTON ROAD, JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI, SEPTEMBER 18, 
1967. BOMBING MATTER." - ~~-d , 

~ A correlation memo dated 1/2/69, captioned 
"KATHY AINSWORTH. RM - . KLAN,," which Syt!~sizes the contents 
of her investigation. - ~- .;t~tcef -~ ... 'fd; ....AM., t--1'//f~ • 

~ Synopsis of Jackson file 174-159, captioned 
"THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 
(DECEASED); JOE DANIEL HAWKINS; BOMBING OF RESIDENCE OF 
LILLIE BYRD, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, JUNE 6, 1968; 
NELSON MC INTOSH- VICTIM. BOMBING MATTER." - ~~~ 

~ Item 4/:4. B. THOMAS ALBERT. TARRANTS, . III 

The following main files on THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, 
III, were reflected in the indices of the Jackson Office: 

JN 4-5 
JN 174-161 
JN 157-9795 
JN 44-2383 
JN 91-1134 
JN 91-1127 
JN 88-2017 
JN 174-126 
JN 174-123 

~Jackson indices reflect the following main file 
on THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III, captioned "SAMUEL HOLLOWAY 
BOWERS, JR.; THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS·, III,". Jackson file 4-5. 
and enclosed are two copies each of serials 148 through 260. 

~ Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of JaCkson 
file 174-161, captioned "KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH (DECEASED); 
THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; ATTEMPTED BOMBING RESIDENCE OF 
MEYER DAVIDSON, 2904 36TH STREET, MERIDIAN, MISSISSIPPI, 
JUNE 30, 1968. BOMBING MATTER."- ~.c.,/ .... 

6 
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serials: 

• • 
Enclosed are two copies each of the following 

JN 17 4-16l.:rs_, ')2, h, ~ '3&, "79 ~ )Q, ~, ~-' 
~'~'~'~'~'m,m,~'~'~ 
'6':34, E>tJ:Q, G'lNr, ~~' \@) '~~ p~, ~ ~' 
~' ~~.- /., ~' . ~ ?S.Z, ~ ,~, 
It>~, ~ ?65, 1 .62; ~ 7 • 

~ A summary of Jackson file 174-159 is reported 
appropriately under Item Number 4. A. 

~ Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson files 
44-2383 and 157-9795, captioned respectively, "UNKNOWN SUBJECTS; 
SHOOTING INTO THE RESIDENCE OF PIZER BUCKNER, SANDHILL 
COMMUNITY, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; PIZER 
BUCKNER - VICTIM. CIVIL RIGHTS," AND "THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, 
III; SHOOTING INTO THE RESIDENCE OF FLOSSIE LINDSEY, SANDHILL 
COMMUNITY, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; FLOSSIE ~~ n 
LINDSEY; BETTY JEAN MC LIN - VICTIMS. EXTREMIST MATTERS."-~-·~ 

~ Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson file 
157-9795, entitled "THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; JOE DANIEL 
HAWKINS; SHOOTING INTO RESIDENCE OF FLOSSIE LINDSEY, SANDHILL 
COMMUNITY, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; FLOSSIE LINDSEY; 
BETTY JEAN MC LIN - VICTIMS. CIVIL RIGHTS. CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 
OF 1968. - ~-"Zi.7.-1' ~ 

~ A review of Jackson file 91-1134, captioned "JOE 
DANIEL HAWKINS, aka; ET AL; NATIONAL BANK OF COMMERCE, LAMAR­
BELLEVUE BRANCH, MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE, 6/11/68. BANK ROBBERY," 
revealed upon the original investigation instituted in this 
matter, TARRANTS was reported as a subject; however, subsequent 
investigation determined that TARRANTS did not participate in 
the above captioned bank robbery. 

Enclosed are two copies each of a synopsis of 
the following files: 

""' Jackson file 91-1127, entitled, "THOMAS ALBERT 
TARRANTS, III; SIMMONS FIRST NATIONAL BANK, JEFFERSON SQUARE 
OFFICE, PINE BWFF, ARKANSAS, JUNE 4, 1968. BANK ROBBERY.", 

'4 ~ 4~· -~~ 
-~. ~¥ 

7 
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~Jackson file 88-2017, entitled "THOMAS ALBERT 
TARRANTS, III, aka; MALCOLM EUGENE HOUSTON, aka; LOUIS 
MERCER SHADOAN (DECEASED); JOE DANIEL HAWKINS, aka; WILLIAM 
BURNETT WAJ.,DROP. ITSMV ;. BR; PV; UF AC - MMED ROBBERY, CHILD 
MOLESTATION, AND ATTEMPTEP BOMBING; ASSAULTING A FEDERAL OFFICER; 
HARBORING - AIDING AND AB~TTING - CONSPIRACY; NATIONAL FIREARMS 
ACT; STATE FIREARMS CONTROL ASSISTANCE ACT." - ~.&( 

~ Jackson file 174-126, entitled "THOMAS ALBERT 
TARRANTS, III; JOE DANIEL HAWKINS; BOMBING OF FACULTY COTTAGE 
NUMBER 14, TOUGALOO COLLEGE, TOUGALOO, MISSISSIPPI, OCTOBER 6, 
1967; DOCTOR WILLIAM T. BUSH; MARGARET BUSH - VICTIMS. BOMBING 
MATTER."-~/" 

8 
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I ; FBI 

Date: 8/28/75 

Transmit the following in ---------=:---~--------------< 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

_,/ 

Via __ A---=-:j:R_· T_EL_'i'--;"-/ __ _ 
; .r (Priority) 1 

AIRMAIL - REGISTERED 

- --To~- ---f~!;TOfia~Fc~~)I6~£~1~:0~---,:;~~£t--~L-------
·~ v":.f<~1 ... / 1 

FROM: SAC, PORTLAND (66-2057) ~,~f0~S~~ .-"\ ~~ r . ( ;' _ 

,....----', .. 0~· ·~~· f) \\IJ , , --
L/ - '< c \)' '/ ,x J ; 

( - -~ 0-~ - ~~\\~1i .L}'-' I ·; 
SUBJECT: I • SENSTUDY 75 ) \~~.{~"' ~9/( ' I .' .' , t-\ ' ( ~;·: ; ' 

' _,. 'Or:s. r--- ' ' . . J --------- ' jo' .'.>/ - ' ) l 

FBIHQ: 
The following is being provided or information of ; . 
~ / ·· 

On 8/25/75, Captain ~ORMAN F. REIT~ (NA), Portland '· 
Police Bureau, Portland, Oregon~y contacted .. 
SA HAll.OLD K. CLARK (police coordinator), FBI Portland, and I · 
provided the following information of possible interest to 
the FBI: 

Last \veek PAT SHEA (phonetic), investigator for 
investigative committee headed by U.S. Senator FRlillr~ CHURCH, 
telephonically contacted RBIT~{ for an interview. REITER 
picked up SHEA and his suitcases at the residence of JOIUI 
HEADE (JOHN PATRICK READE, Bufile 100-458601, PDfile 157-639). 
REITER took SHEA to lunch and then to the airport. SHEA gave 
REITER telephone number to call in Washington, D.C. to verify 
position with CHURCH Committee and REITER made call. SHEA 
mentioned lack of sensitivity between the FBI and local 
authorities while discussing activities in Portland, Oregon 
during 1970 such as Portland State University "riots" and 
activities in connection with the Peopl.e 1 s .Army Jamboree 
(Bufile 100-~59278, PDfile 100-11705) both ~before arid- ~after the 
American Legion Convention w~l.IO!"s held in Portland in/ rJ 
1970 (8/28/70 - 9/3/70). - · / ~ " i , 1 _,. ~ ~.· . lP 'l 6 ... 

REh ,: 0~ I ,_./ / - ~ I 1"',\ 
,. •j!~' ' ,._c......- ' ' 
v&-iif >~' t r (... ' ! 

I '· . · W Bureau (AM)(RM) 
Z - Portland 

(1-66-2057)(SENSTUDY 75) 
(1-157-639)(HEADE) 

LBA:csa 
(~) 

7 9 SEP :l7 
Approved: --.-lt----:~F-__..,. 
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• • <.. • 

PD 66-2057 

SHEA made comments that he had FBI "reports" alleging 
HEADE was an 11 informer. 11 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

No re-contact was made with REITER by Special Agents 
of the Portland Office knowledgeable in above matters to obtain 
more specific details. The attention of FBIHQ is called to 
Portland letters to FBIHQ dated 10/8/70 and 10/23/70 and FBIHQ 
letters to Portland dated 10/20/70 and 11/6/70 in matter 
entitled "COINTELPRO, NEW LEFT, SECURITY MATTER 11 (Bufile 
100-449698, PDfile 100-11048). 

- 2 -
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OPTIONAL fOitM NO. 10 •. 
MAY 1962 EDlTION 
GSA fPMR (41 CfRJ 101-11,6 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO Mr . J . B . Adams 

• 
1 · - Mr. Mintz 

. 1·- Mr. Wannall 
1 - Mr. Cr~gar 

DATE! 8/27/75 
1 - Mr. Hotis 
1 Mr Daly 

ALLINFORMATIONCONTAINED - :, (.~A 
~~:'W~~r~s:.r~~ Jcr' - J Ji 

FROM Legal. Counsel 

SUB~~ 
By memorandum 8/19/75, you were advised that J.ohn 

Elliff, Director of .the Domestic Task Force of the Senate 

A~::~·:e·r. :tL/ 
Dep.{! ~ 

Asst. Dir • 
Admin. 
Camp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs_ 
Files & Com._ "-•·•··· ?' ldent. 

~·&~ 
Labar ;i}£ 

a"j&Eval. _ 
Spec.lnv._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec'y _ 

Select ·Gommittee, indicated .that .the Senate Select Conrrnittee 
was not. goi'!J.g to int·erview so-called "recipient sources" in-
volved in COINTELPRO. Elliff indicated a letter. to that 
effect would be 'drafted by him and forwarded to the Depart­
ment and .the Bureau. 

On 8/25/75, Elliff was asked whe.ther he. had .furnished 
a letter in connection with his decision concerning COINTELPRO 
"recipient s.ource" interviews and stated he had not. Additionally, 
he stated that .the Senate Select Conrrnittee did not intend to con-
duct interviews of ·"recipient s.ources" at this time: However, he 
did not plan to p.ut this decision in writi~g. 

On 8/26/75, Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel 
for Intelligence Coordination in .the Department, advised that 
J.ohn Elliff informed the Deputy Attorney General of the Senate 
Select Conrrnit.tee 's--decision not to i~rl~ew "recipient §ourc~f'.r').n · 
in COINTELPRO at this time. . · U9 ~;;;_ --// ~ j Z~_.JR·fpc 1 

. RECOMMENDATION: REC-37! I -----..- ---1915 
2.1 SEP 9 

PVD : lad\\\\) 
(7) 

For information. 

7 9 S EP 1 71975 

-------
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., 
FEDERAl BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
CQMMU~ICATIQNS S~TION 

., Assoc. Dir. -, 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm.-
Dep.-A.D.-Inv-

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin.---­
Comp. Syst. -
Ext. Affairs -
Fil<'l-' & Com. -
Gen. Inv. --­
lde!!.t. _ --·--

~~P'' tilon - ,· . '
1 , ';; -!P. 

<t.;'L, . . ~ ..... 

~ NR 

AUG27!~ 

JELEW'~E 

AUGUST 27, 1975 LLB 

LaL• ·r atorv - - . 
Plan. & Eval. _ 
Sp<>, .. lnv. --­
'rr: ,n:n~ ..... - ... 

I 
TO DI ··CTOR ALLiNFOf~MATIONCQN1'AINa'J 

· Leg!' l Coun. ---­
• l'elephone Rm. --
' •irE' ,. S('(''y - • . : 

&for I HEREI~I~UFIFI~kfAII,A· 
20M ,O_RF'OLK ( 62•1 05 7) DATE TJ b 6])__ SV1f~0 

' ~stUDy-:;;) 
I ~TIMORE TELETYPE TO BUREAU ' AUGUST 27, 1975. 

ON AUGUST 27, 1975, FORMER FBI EMPLOYEE, JAMES F. BLAND, 
1 

CONTACTED THROUGH HIS DAUGHTER, WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, AN-D 

WAS ADVISED OF CONTENTS OF' REFERENCED TELETYPE. 

BLAND STATED HE HAS BEEN IN WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, FOR 

PAST SIX TO EIGHT WEEKS ASSISTING IN BUILDING COTTAGE WHICH IS 

FAMILY PROJECT WITH CHILDREN. BLAND STATED THAT WHEN CONTACTED 

, BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE <SSC>, H~ WILL CONTACT BUREAU• S 

I' 

'' · ....---· 

/ 

LEGAL COUNSEL D !VISION. HE HAS NOT BEEN~o·ft ~~3ED TO DATE. .:' ,- _ 

E N. _p . ~ .• 7 &~ ,U~~--!_(:!~JIP~ ... '\ .fa. 
. . ~·-·- -~ ...... ~'<.! ~ (/"' 

-- i/!~ . ',, ' lb -~ 
5; ; ~~~ St 109. nl SEP ¥1975 •:{ 

~~XXX HQ DE NF DID YOU JUST RECEIVE OUR NR 007 URGEN1:.1_. .. ,._,. ~~~~ ·~ 
'= ; t"=:t 
;.. ' f .. ~.. -·. 

l : 
i 
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TO 

FROM 

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 • 5010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
G~A GEN. ~~~ NO. 27 

UNITED STATES GO -:t.:RNMENT 

Memorandum 2 

1 

. Wannal~ 
1 
1 

• - Mr. J. A. Mintz 
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hot is) 

- Mr. W. R. Wannall 
DATE: 8/26/75 

- Mr. w. 0. Cregar 
- Mr. s. F. Phillips 

Assoc. Dlr. -
Dap. AD Adm. -

Dap. AD lnv. -
Asst. Dlr.: 

Admln.-­
Comp. Syst. -
Ext. Affairs­
Files & Com.­
Gen.lnv._ 
ldant. __ 

Inspection -

lntell. -/ 

f\ Laborjpory Y 

ALLINFORMATtONCON"fA\Neo 1 ~-- )~~ tt:¥.~~~~. · 
HER!1'4t~:~SSlF~· 1 .· ~ 't !\. rr Trainin9-
DATE {p rfJl_ BY /"'<.~ ' . T~lepho~ne ~m. 

· ~ ' Dorel'S l;fYI 

~ar · . 
U. S. Senate Select Committee (SSC) requested where-

abouts of several former SAs, including Paul L. Cox. 
Memorandum 8/25/75 prepared for delivery to the SSC and furnished 
Cox's latest known address as contained in his personnel file. 
It \vas his address at time he retired several years ago in 
Hyattsville, Maryland. 

~ We subsequently learned that Cox has a mailing address 
of a trailer court in Sarasota, Florida, and that he was 
currently on a lengthy motor trip, exact current whereabouts 
unknown. By teletype 8/26/75, we instructed Tampa to make 
necessary arrangements through the trailer court to eventually 
be in touch with Cox so he might be alerted that the SSC might 
contact him for an interview. 

On the afternoon of 8/26/75, Cox telephonically 
! ~ contacted Supervisor S. F. Phillips of the SENSTUDY 75 Project 

rl. } from Washington, D. C. He indicated that he had been visiting 
the area the last couple of days in connection with a long trip 

~ he had taken through Canada and the Midwest, and had learned 
\,! thro.ugh a mutual acquaintance who is also employed in the 
'"\ Intelligence Division and has been assisting on the SENSTUDY 75 

\ Project and thus knew of our current interest in Cox, that the 
~~ Bureau was attempting to locate Cox~ Phillips briefed Cox in 
"! the same manner as he would have been briefed had the Tampa 
~ Office been able to contact him. He indicated that if he was 
~ contacted by the SSC Staff he wil~~~~-a collect call to the 
~ ~ Legal Counsel Division for further WJ::.n'ilb'fmation an~aJ: _ i.t h~; ''\)~~--

~~ 62-116395 REC-31i ?d- -{~ f;p ~o~g~s -!&db 
~~,~1- 67-207288 (Personnel File of Former SA Paul ~~~l-

~¥ SFP: eks n "-• 1 r; Jl"' (7) ,p.~~ 0' 
7 9 SEP ._ 7 '1975 

CONTINUED - OVER 
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-~ • 
Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: SENSTUDY 75 
62-116395 

• 

eventually is interviewed he would certainly want to tell the 
Bureau th~ results of the interview. In additfuon to the 
trailer court address we have on record, Cox furnished an 
address where he is more apt to be located, which is also a 
trailer court. That address is number 353, 1300 South Airport 
Boulev~rd, Melbourne, Florida 32910, telephone area code 
305, 724-4104. Nothing was said to Cox concerning the 
consultation aspects relating to interviews of former Agents, 
as this is a matter under current study with possible change 
in procedure to be effected. 

In view of the conversation had with Cox on the 
afternoon of 8/26/75, Phillips telephonically contacted 
A S A C , J o hn Be a 1 e of the Tampa Office and advised 
him that no action need be taken by the Tampa Office in 
attempt to locate Cox, as this has already been handled by 
FBIHQ as above. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

None. For information. 

- 2 -
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-2~64) 

.. .. • • 
FBI 

Date: 8/26/75 

! tTtansmit the following in (Type in plaintext or code) 

I 
· / . AIRTEL · Via ________________ _ 

I ) (Priority) 1 

I --------7--------------------------------------L------- -
I TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) 

ATTN: W. O. CREGAR ~-
Ft.' : ~~g~N~~NGELES (Intelligence Divis on 

( · !. / ~ J JECT: ~TUDY-_7 _s \ 

Re telephone call between Los Angeles Supervisor 
EDMUND J. BIRCH and Bureau Supervisor WOLFING~ on 8/26/75. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are Xerox copies of following 
serials from Los Angeles file on DELLA COOVER, aka (100-19949): 

Memorandum of SA GILBERT G. BENJAMIN dated 
6/5/72. 

FBI, Los Angeles,letters to District Director, 
Internal Revenue Service, Los Angeles, dated 
7/25/72 and 6/5/73. 

Newspaper article frpm "Los Angeles Times" by 
BELLA STUMBO, which appeared in the 7/19/72 
edition. 

For the information of the Bureau, CSLA 6596-S is 
a source of continuing value furnishing current information 
regarding matters under investigation by the Los Angeles 
Division. \ 'ST'I09 I / .. - , - . - I t')1 ·_ v/ ~~~~w. REC-17 (/) ~ -, w ' J - I:Po' 

Gt>- Bureau (Enc. 4) (RM) · AYG 231975 
2 - Los Angeles 

(1 - 100-19949) 
(1 - 134-3171) 

DDW/jla 
(4) s 

c.C? ·~1 
1 '0 \.)1.--

Special 'A ent in Charge 
m•l 5516:0 Docld: 3.2989641 · age 195 
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OPTIONAL. FORM NO. 10 ' MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.0 

• UNI'I'BD STATES GO ~ riRNMENT ' MemoranduJn-~· 
/ 

:sAO, LOS ANGELES (100-19949) DATE: 6/5/72 TO 

FROM : SA GILBERT G. BENJAMiN..---
~,.......,. 

SUBJECT: II CHANGED 11 

BELLA STT'11BO, ·aka .. 
Della cover ~· 
SI'-1 - ~R:B'I!SIQliS~ ( ADEKr 
00: Los Angeles 

On 5/31/72, OSLA 6596-S advised DELLA COOVER is 
using the pseudonym Bella Stumbo, so this matter has been 
marked 11 changed". 

CSLA indicated COOVER is using the Bella Stumbo 
alias in connection with her position as a-staff writer ro~ 
the 11 Los Angeles Times 11

• 

ACTION 

ADEX should be changed to include the nei.v alias and 
subject's positionre a staff writer for the Times. Also, 
since subject is writing under a still different pseudonym, 
for the Monterey Park Progress newspapers, it is suggested 
that consideration be given to advising the Internal Revenue 
Service that she may be receiving payroll checks under these 
pseudonyms and not reporting her total income correctly. Appro­
priate investigation should be conducted to verify subject's 
use of the addttional pseudonymo 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HERei~1~,~~~SSIF~~WJ1/,jA' 
DATE~ BY --t--r-

0 



.. 

I· 
I 
i 

• -···-- • . - ' 

/ 

11000 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles, Cali..fornia 90024 

June 5, 1973 
v 

Disi;rict D:'u:ector 
Internal Revenue Se.l."'Vice 
PoBt Office Box 391 
Los Angeles~ Cali~orn1a 90053 

ALL INFORMATION COt"TAINED 
HERI:IN~Ur;tSSIF~~ 
DATE to h l. BY ~y-~j 

Dear- Sil~: 

Reference is made to our letter. of July 25; 1972~ 
relating to an investie~ation "H': were conducting at that time 
i.nvolving Dellu Coove;: born Scptr:mber 1:: 1920, Social Security 
Acc::~un"t Humber J FK Act 6 131 und to the teleuhone call bet1:1een 
SIH3cin.l Agent -· u3r· ... ;.,;c~ .b1.mja:nun of' this ol':fice end LyP..n 
Sullivan, at your· o:C'flce loca:i;ed at 9150 Last Fla.i~ Drive 9 El 
1~lonte,. Cn.li.J:' ..::rnia~ 91731~ on 1!ond.::(y, June ll., 19""(3.. · 

To aid in your inves·G.:tgation in this mattcn"~ there 
are enc;tosed tuo xerox dupl5.ce.t.:j.ons of articles l·Jh.ich appeared 
in. the '1l-'o.s Angeles Free Press,. '1 issues of' .r.:a:cch 20 and June 19 ~ 
1970 s- bearine the byline o1· Della Rosa, -vshich :Ls believed. to be 
another pseudonym utilized by }-irs.. Coovez· 6 

This -:Lnfo:t'mation is be:L.·1:g furnished for whatever 
action may be appropriate. 

Enclosures 

4 - Addressee (RM) 

JOED. ~ON Assis~~~1~~rector in Charge 

(Y- Los Angeles (100-19949) 

~ ~ ~!~::~ ... ~~ 
197 
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• • • 
11000 VIilshire Boulevard 

Los Angeles, California 90024 
July 25, 1972 

District Director 
Internal Revenue Service 
P .. 0 .. Box 391 

ALL INFORMA.TION CONTAINED 

Los Angeles: Californ2a 90053 
HEREINI}U~SIF~ JrJi DATE £0 t(? BY lU1L-t4 

I 

Dear Sir: 

For your inrormation the Los Angeles Office 
of the FBI is conducting an official investisation involving 
a Della Coove1 .. , born September 1" 1920, Social Security· 
Account Nu.lUberl J FK Act 6 13 1 I· 

It has come to the attention or the Los Angeles 
Office that Della Coover is a staf'f o~ficer for the''Los 
Angeles Timesn ne:.tlspaper us:tng pseudo name of Bella Stumbo 
and that she may not be reporting her earnings .from this 
e~ployment .. 

Enclosed is a recent article -viritten by Bella 
Stumbo .. 

This information is being brought to your attention 
for whatever action you deem necessaryo 

Very truly yours 1 

SEARCHED -

: /)J~~- ;# 
HESLE'Y -., GRAPP 
Specia Ayfnt in Charge 

;f~ I 

V IOO (tll C!;! f) ~"-' : - / , ',\ l - l ..... t ~ I,.- j I " . ' 

t ·· 
~- Addressee (Ri>1) ~t · 

r~- Los Angeles(l00-19949)r 0~~ ~ 
liPK/ba.b 11 ":" Ji!LOSU~ . 

'\m•l 55160 ~:~±b.; ~-9896•41 P.age 198 4{ S€frb.:L -/ / ~ 
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 

3' F Al\IILIES VISITED 
~ 

~11 
f-. ... ' fl r'i 

;:J1L10t. a 
lr (l 1f . 

tL1! -r- il- fl ,a 
11. ·~ '1 !L .• >' • ; ',! I 

- WW..:. ..._., 

BY BELLA: STUMBO 

.. j Times stall Writer 

Early in the ewming of· Jvly 2, a 4-year-old girl 
named Joyce Ann Huff wo& shot to- death as she played 
in cJ yard in Hawaiian Gordens. She was hit with 42 
sholgvn pellets fired from a possing ccrr. Subsequently~ 
t~:-,-:-.:: Chicuno yr.;;ti~s fiom the: neighboring ~~on·{c!k 
barrio were arrested. Being hold on susp:cion of murder 
in the killing are Oonold Antelo, 21, Oscar Hernandez, 
22, and MichrJel Ramirez, 1. 7. 

Donald Antelo's mother Beatrice, 50, is a devout. 
C'atholin. She has a maki>shift altar in her bedroom 
where· she prays each night before going to bed. 
She had jnst. finished her rosary the night police 
came looking for her son. · 

"There ·were four of them at the door. They 
i'u~hed through the hon~c. searching for Don. I 
said. he wa~l).'t homr. but what did they want- him 
:for? And they ~aid bccau~e he shot a little girl, 
that my boy killed a child." . 

Beatrice Antelo was sitting at her kitchen table, 
starin~ listles:>ly at a cold cup of coffee in front of 
her, her voice a weary whisper. 

''They cli~ln't have uniforms on, so I thought 
m·aybe they were some of Dan's friends playing a 
bad joke. I told them to stop fooling around about 
something so awful.'; · · 

Though it was nearly noon now, Beatrice Antelo 
still wore her houserobe and slippers. Her small 
kitchen: was half lost in the stagnant gloom of 

·· drawn shades and rl<'sed \\'indoi\'S. 
' "I sajd no, it was impos:::ible. ?\ot. my son. He 
would. ne\·er in his life d0 such a terrible thing." 

Beatrice Antelo dropped her head into her 
hands .. \n emaciated woman who lost a lung to 
'•lherculosic; Yi'ill'S a-::;o, sbe hao; now taken a three­
wr0k •·<watinn frnm her _i<)h. :She ." 1lC'l\cls most of 
her .. days in b~d reliYing the night she last saw her 
son. 

''Th<"y told me J better help them fiPd Don. They 
1 

-.aid clozens of police w<"re search1ng aU oyer the 

\]~-~~~16fii_~1 ~~~,t.~~~~~~~~-~~~~11_¥~1.~ 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN 1¥ U~CLASSIFIEDi1J!Y~ ); 
DATE W lP lf1l BY7f ~ kzO 

( 

(Indicate page·, name of 
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.• . .. • . 
A Famil;r Heui'Pcl on Welfare · "He ran "to me and put his arms around me and 

· ~~!JJci.cc . .Anteln, a lc,m3-l 1tne divorcrE:, l18.~ two Jfllsaid.'?,\f;1.1na, I dirln't do it, I dirln't ((·:oTt:rt>' 
Sf!"V -f'l!(, 10 ~-ear;:; oldel.' rhPn Dt'in. A riau{ihtc; She pau::ed. fighting hark tears. ''A.nrl he cried 
d1ed dnrinz infaucy of en:•ephaliti~;. "Untii the ·like a little rhild." 
:hoys \verA o!H enough io ~rt by without me at Then Beatrice Antelo, weary with an agony few 
}fo11_1c," ;oh,c says. she rca reel them on welfare. 'fhen · m0thers e\'er know. laid her head down on her ta­
~she went to \Vork at a lnc;J.] io0d paeking plant ble and sobbed in helpless, hopeless despair. 
whe>re sl1e earns 8230 a month. Rent on her small, """""""'"""'=-~ 
two-bNlroom housE'. which is no better no worse 
~han· mo~f. of the other dilapiclatcd bun~alo·ss lin- Helen Hernandez, •19. and her husband Antonio, 
mg the n<tlTO\\" st.rPets of Xonvalk's half-snuare ?5, sat side by s!de ?n the_ir cou~h ir,t a spotless Jiv. 
mile Mexican-American barrio, is $70 a m;nth. m& room oYerfwwmg \YJth &llt~crmg sports tro~ 

"I was sure they would kill him," llh·s. Antclo plue,s and photograph::; of th~1r five sons, ages 22~ 
co11tinucd dully. "So I went with two of them. We lG. rhe_Y looked ~tunned. like two people_ who 
ctrm·e eycrywhere I could think of looking for my have i.rlCd, yet failed to .comprehend fully what 
bov." . · · has happened to them th1s summer. 
. huring that futile sr·arC'h. r-he s<iys, she tried to . \Vh~cl1 is p~·obably t!nderstandable, for. nothi.~g 
tell the two officers, ,,,..ho li:,tened politely, that· m the!r expenence h~s prepared -them to ~eal w~ch 
they had made l'ome grotesque mistake. a murder charge ~gamst a mem~er of. then· farn1ly 
· ?he knew her son. He was a good boy. He lovec!-·~~~ of all agamst _Osc~r, th~lt' qmetes~~~ 
chJldrcn. He and his girlfriend ·wanted to have a son. · .. · - · · 
big family wht>n they got married-which would 
be as i::oon as Don found a· joh. It isn't easy to find 
a job when vou don't have a car to look outside the 
barrio, she.·Jlad explained. 

l\-Ieantime, she pointed out, Don i-vas a good stu­
.. ~ent at Cerritos College. He studied hard, made 
gobd grades, "was determined to make something 
out of himself." 

Beatrice Antelo absentmindedly stroked a tiny 
br_o,vn dog sleeping peacefully in her lap. He is 
l1er watchdog. \Vhen strangers approach the 
house, ~e pokes his he~d through a broken living 
room wmdow pane and barks with comic ferocity. 

Don had been in trouble before, of course she 
COJ?tinued, an edge of hit.tr.rne::;l': creeping int~ :her 
voice as she told how he had .heen thrown out of 
Excelsior High School four years ago because "he 
had .long hair hefore it was common." He had 
brushrs Kith the pohre before, too, she said with~ 
out elauorating-but most barrio youths h~ve si­
milar experiences. 

'Won't Care About Savi.ijg Him' 
"You hare to lh·e here to .know what it's like. 

Police ererywhere, poverty ~-ou can't escape, no 
jobs ... " Her voice trailed off in a resigned shrug. 
She makes Jess than $3,000 annually, so she can't 
afford to hire a prh·ate attorney to defend her son, 
she ~aid. And she's certain the ·court-appointed 

_public defender "won't care about saving him." 
, ·.:A cough,.suddenly seized her. The doctor has 
warned her against interviews, she explained. She 

.doesn't answer the telephone much anymore eith~ 
~r because it often turns out to be somebody call­

.mg her the mother of a monster or threatening to 
bomb her house or, worse still, to harm her older 
son, 31, a father of two with a job outside Nor­
walk. 

. "I guess it makes people feel better to get the 
~ate off +heir chests when .something as horrible 
as this happens," she sighed. "I just hang up." · 

But her mind clearly wasn't on herself-it was 
.still on that last night, on the scene that. had 
awaited her \Vhen she and the two officers re­

. turned home . 
. "The~· had already found Don and the Ramirez 

boy," she said. "They were ,,t;mding nut front, sur­
roi.mde<l by po1ire. The~' had handcuffs on." 

Beatrice AntPlo turned· he1· face away, toward 
the wall, where a huge calcn(lar of the Ascension 
·Jwmg jn_,the gloom. rn1e.polire had freed J:1j..~ 
=so,:.she,-could talk to, I·· "\.:\>he said,, . ,· .· .. .', 
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4 • • • HeJe,, ~nd Ant.Q.ni.o_fi§.~·~ 1 Jt i"i?,._.,tlw_rcfo!'e,~ ~viLJ;i 
n·a-mi.t··:r,-,lre a soft-spo~\:en .. boundk<=s pnrlt> ihat Hd•. 
almost timid couple. 'fhe:r; 'en and Antonio Hernan~ 
came to Korwalk from de7. report there are nQ 
Phoenix 25 years ago. high sr.hool dropouts in 
Since then, they have ed- their family-and no loa­
dently lived according to a !ers, no hippies, no bums, 
single, uncomplicated phi- no convicts. Only hard­
losophy - namely, pl':'ople 1 working, sports- minded, 
who work hard, worship rc 1 e an- living, patriotic 
God, discipline their chil- · Americans. mspecially the 
dren, and mind their own latter. 
busine:::s will make out ac- When Helen Hernan­
cordingly. Life might be dez's 19-year-old son was 
meager, but it will advance drafted, she 1 heams, he 
smoothly and peaceably ,,.;ent to serve . his countrv 
and, perhaps, for their without que-stion. He wa·s 
children, it may eve~ be- in the Army for a year, un­
co,me progressively ncher. til an automobile accident 

And, until July, the Her- . earned him both a medical 
nandez form u I a had I d is c h a r .e: e and a ·per· 
seemed ~ soun?- on~. manenL s p e e c h i m p e-

AntonJO, a btg solid man diment. X ow he works in a 
dressed in nea~ polyester Norwalk packing plant. . 
slacks at:d 3: cnsp .butto!1- Likewise, when Oscar: 
dqwn shirt, IS a grmder m Hernande7. was drafted he ' 
a nearby ste~l foundry. He too went willingly, serving 
has saved lus mon~y and as a guard at Da Kang Air 
n~nv.ahno~t owns hts m?d- Force base in Yietnam un­
est httle. pmk house w~tch til his discharge with two 
by barno standards, 15 a. Bronze Stars, last sum­
co~fo~ta~le one. He takes ' mer. He had b~cn looking 
p:1de 111 It. ! for a job E-ver since. 

~ Basltful \Voman ' "He never really talked 
Helen, <1 ::;tout, bashful much about Vietnam. Ex­

w; om an with a f r e s h- cept he was glad he c;lidn't 
sGrubbed, friendly face, have to kill anybody," says 
prone to twisting ner\·ous- H e 1 e n Hernandez, h e r­
ly at her wedding rings, voire shY, hesitant. 
has always been single- "O::car'nt>\'er liked to box: 
mindedly devoted to her in high school <'ither. he­
duties as a wife and moth- cause he didn't like to hit 
er. Never has she even anybody. So he played 
considered working out- baseball. And track." 
side her home, though the She blushed, em bar­
Hernandez f a mil Y, like rassed, .it seemed, to de­
most in the barrio, l1as al- fend her son's passive na­
ways needed more money ture. 
than thev have had. i Indeed, it soon becomes 

·Both devoted JehoYah's · amply apparent to a stran~ 
Witnesses, t h e c o u p 1 e g e r in t h e Hernandez 
have also enforced a rigid household that. making ex­
brand. of l'eligion in their cuses for Osrar-who is 
household. The i r sons accusect of driving the car 
have been taught, among that carrierl Joyce Ann 
0ther .things, that Yiolen~,e 1 Huff's killer-is consid­is eviL . . ·~s ~~ , e_red somehow undigni-

fied, even unpatriotic, in­
sofar as it might imply a 
fear that the American 
. system of justice is incapa­
ble of discovering truth 
il!lp:ll4~:.o:l' ~ n d,.,4k~;;., 

~:SH?nately on 1ts own. · 
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' ''l\!;J.d...i~ crlrli!'?..iht~· • "!'~-""·~\ ';'Y'"\?:_.~.zet, tnl'rili!.nd two of, them , " 
! ablflmg fmt.h th;:~t JU~t:rr. ~ip'"TF·c comag_\. to Cau ~urs.~ .'.chi.. preo-nant ag~ 
. will he done, the Hernan- }~uff, ". she said, ner':ou>:ly ~~t ~ p r a,~ 1 e d on the 
. dez couple have the added fmgermg the album m her rag""ed filthy chairs and 
solace. unlike Beatrice An-

1 

lap .. "But! I guess I'm · cou~he~. All were ren­
telo, of having a private afra1d. I JUSt don't know ctered inordinately ill-tern­
attorney, a famiV frirnd, what to say to her. Except pered by the miserable 
who will represent their that I l~now how she must heat, they said. . 
son in court. be fee~mg. An~l I cry for t\.nd ·four of Ramirez's 

'So Easygoing' her child, too, JUSt as I cry .~ dchildren-two boys 
- for Oscar'' gran 

· · "Oscar was so quiet, sn ' ~""'""'""""" \and two girls, aged 2 to 4 { 
easygoing. He :::tayed Normally, 12 people liYe -crawled, r~n ~nd scram- i 
home almost all I he tinw," ih the four-room house- bled in a slmekmg, lau9h­
says R t> 1 en Hernandez hold of i.\iiguel Ramirez, ing fury t J: r o u lfo h t n e 
proudly. "He watched tele- 53 a disabled construction house, chasmg a smgle ra­
vision, he read a lot of w ~ r k e r. At pr e s e n t, vaged dog and,. more often · 
books and sports maga- however there are only 10 than not, takmg . advan­
zines. A n d he a 1 w a v s because 'his wife Rose is tage of .one o[ thelr own, 
helped me around t:he visitin"' an ailing brother too-a pathet1c 4-J:e~r-old 
house. Every morning we in :Me;ico and his son Mi- ·boy, the red-eyed VICtim of 
made the beds together chael, 17, is in jail. chicken pox. 
and washed the dishes." On a recent :t:ot weekd_ay Senior Daughter 

Abruptly, she vanished morning, e1ght famlly On a couch half covered 
into a back room, return- members ,~·ere sca~ter.ed · b , a- sheet, Y~landa Rami­
ing instantly with a bulg- about the tmy squ~hd hv- r~z 24 the senior daughter, 
ing photograph album. It ing room, dank w1th the a~ o~tc::houting a Popeve 
turned out to be what, in sour. odors of d i a P e r s, ~va~toon ~ blaring on the 
her heart, Helen Hernan- cookmg f?ods and too television. ;..; ow s e v en­
dez considers immutable many bodies pac.ked too ths pre""nant, for the 
proof of her son's in- close _together w 1.t h out ~~~d time, ~he was trying 
nocence in this bizarre benef1t. of even a fan.. to resolve the question of a 
epJ~~~l~)~ok was filled with" . There was. _!1 am_: rle dz missing blouse with 11~1' 

h1mself, a J.a.V, gnzze · t "'rar1"11a 21 siX 
. t 0 1 d t k t . 1 . d sis er m. ' ' pic ures scar 1a a ·en m~n \Y.ho sa m 1I~ ur: ~r: months pregnant, who ~at 

in Vietnam - photos of shirt m a c?rn~r cnai~, <> t h 0 d i c ally rollmg 
l'hilrlrP.n. \Vaifs. ornhans, som. ehow. P. ro)~ctmg rocK.rm b.r e-a"1\.:fa·st beans into tortil-
refugees who hung around d l 1 t th r \vith Oscar and Oscar's sol! sta )} 1 Y m an. 0 e - la- burrito style at the 
friends. wise incredibly fhpd hu- e~d of the room. ' 

man scene unfoldmg be- . b se t 111· r· d 
"He loved children," said· h. A n e a r - o e 

Helen Hernandez, as An- fore nn. · d J:J...:.-,.daughter Sylvia mother 
. d d d . <~W%.of lus four _p.ug - . . f t ,f 'he ra' mpao-ing t01110 n 0 e VIgOrOUS 11 th . U un- 0 ' WO 0 L 

0 

agreement. She 1 o o ked ters-a mo ers, .a- · children, sat bulging out 
suddenly grim, as .if she of her tight shorts, fan-
had realized, maybe for ning herself with a purple 
the first timE:, how serious- crochet doily which she 
ly important thaL point had snatched from a 
might eventua1ly become. · screaming baby who h~d 

"I haven't visited him spun it wildly in the alr 
yet," she said, self-con- ·long enough finally. to 
sciously admitting she was knock the fire off her Clg~-
"afraid to see that he's . ret and get smacked for 1t. 
really locked up in jail." "God, they'll all get the 
She would probably just. pox . and what a mess 
cry, she said. · that'll be," lamented Syl-

But, she added, · she's via. · 
gotten past her Initial hys- "Well, hell, they all gotta 
teria with a dose of tran- <1et it sometime," observed 
quilizers-and by having Yolanda sagely, demon-
her telephone numb e r strating that, of the three 
changed. Like I\Jrs. Ante- women, she is by far the 
lR~YaS gettin.[ hate.,.., most philosophic. 
calls at ;:t daily rate. . . "None of us are mar-

··-· ... •• •• ~4., ried u she said, looking 
dow~right amused at. the" 
question, "he cause the 
guys who knocked us up 
are all either bums or they 
. .dnn.!Ugn•e the jobs. to ,suE:;, 

t J: "l" It ~ pqr .~.amlies. ... --· -
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So, s'he said, they a)J.Jh.:e..j 

Orr~\"lif lo .I<'amilie.;:;' \Yith 
Dependent Children bene- i 
fits - including Ramirez 1 
himself who, for undis- I 
Closed reasons, hasn't been · 
able to acquire welfare aid 
him~elf although he suf­
fers from a severely ar­
thritic- back. Lately, too, 
he grinned, he's beE'n ~uf­
fering from a finger that 
was half bitten off the oth­
er night In a bar fight. 

"The guy reall)' had 
some set of teeth," he 
chuckled, relishing t h e 
memorY of "t h e 1 itt 1 e 
squabhie." 

But seriously, he said, he 1 
would like to tell the state : 
to go sho-.;e its welfare. 

"I want to work, but all I 
ever knew was hard labor. 
Now, '''ho's going to hire a 
53-vear-old :Mexican for a 
desk job? I can barely 
even read." 

Without AFDC aid, he 
added, "we'd all probably 
starve." As it is. he's $1,-
000 behind in his house 
payments so. sooner or 1a­
ter1 they'll all prohab1~,r be 
out on the street anyway. 

N ohody looked v e r y 
alarmed. 

Nobody looked, either, 
like they even remem­
bered theh• brother :Nli­
chael, until Ramirez sud­
denly reminded them. 

"I don't even have the 
mol)ey 'for gas to go see 
my son," he said. 

The mood in the room 
changed instantly to se­
riousness. 

What concerned every­
body present, it seemed, 
was not so much Mike's 
plight, but rather the ef­
fect it would have on his 
mother when she returns 
from 11'lexico, ·sometime 
later this ·week. 

She has suffered from 
severe nervous disorders 
for years, they said. And 

.,~ .. l&b.en ... fhe finds out~ 
happ~ned to her son-the 

I 
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s~x~xit.h-Qf her e~ab.Lr.'hil-· ; 
dr-;n-it "just may push 
her 0\'er the euge." 

"God, I wish we could 
get her to stay down there 
till this is over," lamented 
Sylvia, lighting another ci­
garel. 

"Yeh. but if we trv. that. 
she'll ju;,t get suspJClOU.S 
something's wrong," ob­
served Yolanda, always 
the realist. 

:Miguel Ramirez, who 
has a certain indisputable 
dignity born of uncom­
promising honesty, .. 1~a~ 
grown :oomber in his cor­
ner. 

"As you can see, it's 
mostly just a question of 
survival, like in a jungle, 
for i\Iexicans like us. We 
just live from day to day. 
That's why a lot of Chica­
nos hang on to their pride 
and get mad easy-it's all 
they got." 

He shrugged, looking 
around at his daughters, 
who. listened, suddenly si­
lent. 

Most of hi:> kids had 
either been kicked out of 
school for making trouble 
or they had quit in dis­
gust, he continued. 

One son, 22, was in jail 
already, for undisclosed 
reasons. Only his oldest 
boy, 28, had even gotten 
out of the Norwalk barrio, 
although; Ramirez digress­
ed, he had hopes for his 
youngest son, 15, who was 
"a good student and a hard 
worker." 

One Thing Sure 
:Meantime, whatever his 

kids had done, Ramirez 
said, he knew one thing 
for sure. 

"My son Mike would 
never hurt a kid or be part 
of a rotten thing like that. · 
He may have been mean · 
sometime, but he would 
not take it out on babies." 

But, sighed Ramirez, it's 
out of his hands no",.· And 
the whole family expects 
the worst. 

"They'll just figure he's , 
a dirty Mexican capable of· 
anything. What did the 
cops call it-a joy killing? 

, They'll probahly ju~t lock 
him up for good, without 
thinking twice about it," 
said Yolanda, shrugging 
clnicallY., philosn-~"&g:> 
fcttlie ~nd. . \ . . .. . . ' . ' ·' ~,.· 
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The Attorney General 

Director, ¥Bi 
0 /' 

U. S. SE;.~1A'IE-SELECT COMMITTEE 
oN- m'isli.IGENcE AcriVl:T.fEs 

·--1- ---·-

1 - Mr. ~ J. ;A. Mintz 
1 Mr. w. R. Wannall 
1 - Mr. J. G. Deegan 
1 - Mr. D. Ryan 

August 26, 

1 Mr. W'iJ' o-. Cregar 
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HERE I~ I~ ~rLASSIFIED l,jA 
DATE fJ 1/'V BY~o· 

1975 

Enclo·sed for your information are t"t"To copies each of 
five memoranda .concerning interviews. by Staff Members of captioned 
Committee of an FBI Special .Agent in Charge.,. and one current and 
three former FBl ·Special .Agents. One set of these memoranda is 
for .foruardi!'1..g to Mr. James A. tlilderotter ,. Associate Counsel to 
the President. 

For your additional information,. the f.ollouing should 
be noted in respect to all five of the individuals intervie"tred. 

The persons interviened 'Y7ere all advised previous to 
the inter-v.ie\·Ts that the Director of the FBI had waived their 
employment agreements relating to confi.dentiality for purposes -of . ../ 
the intervieus. :mach uas told that .he had the right to counsel; 
hovrever* the FBI vTas unable to· provide private counsel. They 
uere told t~t there vrere certain privileged areas concerning ,. 
which they would not be· required to ans'iv-er questions. These areas 

'-., concerned information which might divulge identities of FB! 
'\ · sources; information relating to senSitive methods and techniques; 

information lihich might adversely affect ongoing .FBI investigations; 
-( and information which originated vTith other agencies, including 

. 
1 

\.. foreign intelligence agencies. The individuals 't~er.e ·al-so advised 
.of the parameters of the individual intervieus; that they uere 
all concerning the FBI•s Counterintelligence Program as it 

A~:op~·:~'~dm. ~elated to the Black Panth~r Party. In addition,_ the parameters 
oep.ADinv . .Qf the interview of Special .Agent. in Charge CbiwJa~~· 
A:~·~i~~'~ncluded the sub· ston ·Plan. (1,7'- /1 '.r .] ; ·) ~-- i. (3 

Comp. Syst.- . MAILED 
20 

i ft~P-11 
11 

i}~ SEP 10 1975- . ~ 
~:~:.·:~~~~·m~closures (~?2- AUG 2 71975 · l\L~J) Tf~ 109. ' .lff_ · ( 
:~::;,; .. --:DN~i~t\.1\k\)W . · FBI .· " \)} ~(},It fJ; t?JJ w (} (; 
lntell. --1 - ~ Deputy Attorney General ~fi. M ~U \J · 
Loborotorr - Attention: Michael E Shaheen Jr • \ . 
:~;: _~"~a~.s.-C\r:o ?. 7 i975 . :Special G~unsel fo; SEE NOTE PAGE 2 
L!~:;";o~~FP:lhb \h b Intelligence Coordination 
Telephone R,m.- {lQ) I ..C::::V ... ~ _f(-

m:ir;;o~~·~ y ~oc~~\:~~~ p:~E~::E UNIT CJ 5 . f -\~\ \ ~,!'), _, ~~J ~ GPO: 1975 o • 
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The Attorney General 

NOTE: 

LHMs being furnished to the Attorney General 't·rere 
received by San Francisco airtel 8/15/75 captioned nsenstudy 75.u 
The information in the last paragraph above uas to be included 
in the LHMs per Bureau instructions to San Francisco. However, 
they were not so included and this inadvertence was telephonically 
brought to SAC Bates' attention 8/18/75 by SupervisorS. F. 
Phillips of the Senstudy 75 Project. It is believed that having 
this information in instant letter and v.ot in each of the LHMs 
will suffice under the circumstances. Copies of the airtel and 
the Im1s 1'1111 be designated for the respective personnel files 
of the personnel who were intervi6~ed. 

- 2 -
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In Reply, Please Refer to . 
File No. · 

UNITED,tATES DEPARTMENT OF JUST~E 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 

.l'~ugust 15, 1975 ~'Jf('A.t~ 
t;Afit~A.t 0~~ 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COVJ.i\iiT'l'EE ON <et¥e1!}?tv~ 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES {SSC) r~~~t ~ 

INTERVIEW OF SAC @ARLES w. BATED 
BY SSC STAF'F HEHBERS 

er, ~~c:.q~~. 

On the evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel 
and Mr. Loch Johnson, Staff Members of·the Senate Select 
Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
of the San Francisco Office. This meeting occurred over dinner. 
No statements \.vere made by either of these individuals as to 
any rights that SAC Bates might have in connection with the 
interview. 

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO 
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party 
in San Francisco. Bates advised him that he was in charge of 
the San Francisco Office from .July, 1967 until the end of 
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago. Bates stated 
that he vms a\·lare of the investigation being conducted on the 
Black Panther Party but \vas not personally conver·sant \'lith 
all the details of this investigation as such details were 
all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions 
Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts 
of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals 
under COINTELPRO. He asked if Ba·tes agreed that these actions 
were proper. ~tr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of 
knm<Ting the facts as he related were true or any other of 
the circumstpnces involved and that, therefore, he was unable 
to comment at all. · 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any reco~mendations 
for.legislation which the Committee. could propose that wo~ld 
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence fie~d. · 
Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this 
entire field and that it was the~erogative of FBI officials 

.at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend 
such legislation. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are·not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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SSC; -
INTERVIEW ·oF SAc· 

·CHARLES ~~. BATES' 
BY SSC. STAFF. MEPlBERS· 

• 

Mr. Seidel also inquired as to whether Bates felt 
that an extension of electronic surveillances into the domestic 
intelligence field "t>lOuld be of assi~tance. Bates informed 
him that t~e FBI was operat~ng according to current court 
decisions as involve electronic surveillances and ·that the 
courts had recently precluded this action in strictly domestic 
intelligence rna tters. Mr. Seidel \vas informed that this vJas 
a decision for FBI officials in Washington. 

On several occasions during the evening, Mr. Johnson 
asked Bates if he was a\';a~e of the "Houston Plan." On each 
occasion Bates informed him that he was not aware of ·the 
"l!ouston Plan" and his only kno\'7ledge of it is what he has 
seen in the public press. At one time Mr. Johnson asked if 
Bates thought that Hr. Hoover had turned down the "Houston 
Plan 11 because he "~tlas afraid for his job. Bates again replied 
that he had Ilo ·firsthand knowledge having anything to do with 
the "Houston Plan" but he was certainly ci\'lare that I'-1r. Hoover 
was not afraid of anything or anyone. 

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

During the evening, Hr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that a congressional overs~t committee of the FBI was sound 
.and proper. Bates informed that he certainly agreed with the 
concept of congressional overs~t as long as it was constructive 
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt that the 
FBI's security operation should be completely_ divorced from 
its ~criminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency 
or a Separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it 
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the 
-security -field had been effective and appeared to be proper 
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was 
personally acquainted with Mr. William c. Sullivan, former 
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates '\vorked in 
the same division with Mr.• Sullivan in the 1950's and knew 
him as another supervisor at ·FBI Headquarters. 

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware of the dis­
agreements that Mr~ Sullivan had had \vith Mr. Hoover and he 
was informed that he ·had no details cqncerning this matter. 

- 2 -
\ NW 5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 2 0 9 



•. 

l 

sse; 
INTERVIEW OF SAC 
CHARLES W. BATES 

• 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

• 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry 
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced 
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970. He 
then asked if Bates \'las a·ware of v1h.y Mr. Morgan was transferred 
from San Francisco. Bates told him that so~e problem had 
arisen in connection with his running the San Francisco Office 

.but that he was not personally aware of the specific details. 
but that they would be available at FBI Headquarters. Seidel 
said the only reason he was asking was that he was thinking 
about interviewing Mro Morgan but he diq not want to embarrass 
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco 
had anything to do \tli th a drinking problem. Bates said again 
that he was not aware of the specifics. 

On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Loch Johnson 
came into the San Francisco FBI Office saying he had just a . 
fe\'1 more questions he wanted to ask Bates. He then asked if 
the San Francisco Office \•?as in. vel ved in foreigh counter­
intelligence workv an(!. he vias informed that 't'le were as were 
many other FBI offices. He then asked if we surveilled every­
one who went into or came out of the Soviet Consulate in San 
Francisco. He \'ias informed that Bates did not intend to dis­
cuss with him any investigative techniques or anything having 
to do with pending investigations. Mr. Johnson said he was 
~ttempting to find some individual who was an expert in foreign 
counterintelligence, particularly ·the Soviet threat to the 
United States. Bates informed him that there were probably 
a number of people in the United Stat~s who would qualify in 
this category but Bates did not consider himself as an expert 
in this field. 

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

- 3 -
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 

• • UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

f FEDERAL BUHEA U OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 
~ugust 13, 1975 '1'<: 

~,Y~(~ 
~.h~~~Q 
-~, Y.t, ~~ 

~ ~ 

U.S. SENATE SELECT C0!~4ITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

~~ 
(i~''a 
~1l};e-,~~ 

INTERVIEW OF ~A LEO S. BRENNEIS® BY v 
SSC STAFF HEHBER 

r.~!<>..,~~.A 

Prior. to intervie\• by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S 0 .,. 

0 

BRENNEISEN telephonically contact~d SA DENNIS HILLER at 
FBI Headquar·ters making four inquiries 6n J. .. ugust 6, 1975; 
on the same date, the following answers were receiv'ed: 

Is it permissible for agent to give general 
answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to 
membership number and Chapter number.s at various dates? 

Anmver: Yes. 

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum 
purportedly from.the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting 
consideration should be given to furnishing fabrica·ted 
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department 
and the FBI, San Francisco, \vhen, in fact, the memorandum 
came from the Bureau. If questioned concerning this memorandum, 
may agent point out that this document originated with the 
Bureau rather than San Francisco? 

Answer: Yes. 

In contemplation of possible questioning concerning 
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and othe:r:s 
abroad, can agent refer sse Staff to Burea-u \vhen questioned 
concerning identity of agents.preparing correspondence? 

1mswer: Yes • 

This docut'1lent contains nei tl1er recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is· loaned to­
your agency; it and its ~ontents are. not to .be distributed 
outside your agency. . 

,• 
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• • • U.S·. SENATE SELECT CO.!YlMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INT~RVIEW OF SA LEO S. BP~NNEISEN 

• 
Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion 

as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence 
Program (COINTEL)? 

AnsHer: You are not obliged to answer those 
questions you do not desire to answer, but if you wish you 
may cornnent on the legality or morality of the plan. 

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

LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Hember, appeared .am the 
San Francisco Office of the FBI o~ August 11, 1975, and 
interviewed ·SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03 PM to 2:30 PM. 
SEIDEL prefaced the intervie\.v by explaining that he· had 
been advised that BRENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the 
COINTEL in San Francisco from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970. 
It was pointed out to him that the case was assigned to 
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, .1971~ 

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

SEIDEL asked what Squad agent had been assigned 
to during this Program, and he \.Vas advised S-6. He inquired 
if there was any' COINTEL in San Francisco agains·t US; he 
was advised to the contrary. He inquired as to the usual 
number of case$ assigned agent, and was advised that to 
agent's best recollection probably 30 at any"one time. He 
asked if agent's v10rk w·as exclusively security during the 
handling of the COINTEL Program and he was advised agent 
did have some criminal assignments. He inquired if there 
was any relationship between COINTEL and criminal assignments, 
and he was advised no and that agent desired to limit the 
scope of his questioning to the COINTEL Program. 

SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent 
had submitted .in COINTEL. He was advised that an estimate 
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure would be 
some t;.wo suggestions. a month -with possibly six months in 
two years vlhen no suggestions, were made. He inquired as 
to agent's knowledge of what percentage of total proposals 
fro~ all sources submitted to the Bureau had been approvec, 
and .he was adyised only a small percentage. 
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• . 
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INTERVIEW OF ·SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

• 
At this point, SEIDEL requested agent. to outline the 

types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He 
was answered that anonymous letters., letters with pseudonyms 1 

and letters signed with the name of an existing person had 
been used. 

It was pointed out that the program had included 
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to 
landlords advising that the Black -Panther Party was occupying 
their property; letters to people supporting BPE programs, 
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the 
BPP ·color book for children encou~aging the shooting of 
police officers and/or articles from the "Black Panther 
Party" 1 the official BPP · newspaper, shmling t ·heir propensity 
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations containing 
articles that showed the BPP in direct opposition to their 
aims, such as a letter to a Je·•:lish organization showing BPP 
s~pport of Palestine guerrillas. 

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

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

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give· his 
· recommendation on what COINTEL in the future should be; 
whether there should be a division between security and 
criminal investigations to different agencies in order that 
a possible intrusion on the .rights of ·an in4ividual in 
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his 
being prosecuted by the Bureau,. in a driminal matter. Ag~nt 
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•• 
U.S. SEf-IATE SELECT COHMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENGE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

• 
refused to furnish his "off-t~uff 11 opinion, pointing 
out that he felt that it was without the scope of his 
release. 

Without further questioning agent concerning the 
types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the 
Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation 
at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals were 
submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR. 

SEIDEL vlas advised agent's release would not allow 
him-to discuss ELSUR. 

SEIDEL asked if· the San Francisco Division had made 
any 11 snitch 11 proposals. vlhen asked to clarify the question, 
he stated that this was a·suggestion to the effect that a 
Black Panther Party member be accused of being an FBI 
informant. Agent replied. that to the best of his recollection 
no such recommendations had been made to the Bureau by San 
FranC'isco, and on the contrary, agent knew that it had been 
pointed out by San Francisco that any such allegation should 
be most carefully considered inasmuch as BPP history has 
indicated that they had dealt severely with suspected infor­
mants, even to the point of killing them. 

SEIDEL then asked if the San Francisco Division 
had received a great deal of "flak" from the Bureau on this 
program. He was advised that the Bureau operates a 11 tickler 
system11 for following investigations and that the program 
had received some priority from the FBI but agent had never 
considered correspondence from the Bureau as being -11 flak 11

• • 

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

SEIDEL next questioned agent if he.had read any 
publicity concerning a Hay 11, 1'970· letter from the Bureau 

-to San Francisco entitled, 11 Special Operations Research", in 
which it was suggested that some consideration be given to 
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly 
originated -vli th the Oakland ~alice Department and the FBI. 
He explained that some newspaper had received a copy of the 
document under the Freedom of ·.Information Act and thereafter 
published it. He inquired if a response to the letter 
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• 
U.S. SENATE SELECT CO~UTTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO. S. BRENNEISEN 

• 
had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was 
his recollection that San Francisco had responded recorru.'l1ending 
against both proposals, pointing out that the B~P had in the 
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Police 
Department for a raid on National Headquarters to the · 
embarrassment of that agency. San Francisco was of the 
opinion that if spurious documents were furnished to the 
BPP they would immediately publish them, rather than attempt 
to develop an informant and the o~era~ion presented a great 
deal of possib~e embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau. 

SEIQEL asked for agent's knowledge of why the letter 
h~d been captioned as previously described rather than 
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. l'~gent 
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter. 
seiDEL then went on to explain that he had been advised that 
the Bureau had ·several COINTELS and the one covering Special 
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering foreign operations. 
Agent made no .comment. 

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

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a 
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible· 
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming 
at the time when the paper-was being printed in New York 
with the master copy being filmed in San Francisco. San 
Francisco did not suggest appi.oval because a mere delay would 
have.been of little benefit because the paper was ~ot timely. 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT C0~1ITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 

.1 INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

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

SEIDEL asked ab"out a suggestion that informants 
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP and the 
Republic of New Africa (fu~A) . Agent stated he had no 
recollection of such a proposal and did not believe it had 
been submitted by San Francisco because the membership and 
activity in RNA had been minimal in this area. · 

SEIDEL then asked if we had suggested that landlords 
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their 
rent from the BPP. Agent advised he had no recollection 
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it. 

SEIDEL inquired as to the amount of knowledge· 
that SAC CHARLES BATES vmuld have had concerning COINTEL. 
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself, 
had never discussed the program with Mr. BATES while it was 
in operation. SEIDEL then inquired if former SAC HARRY 
MORGili~ had been ill during the time he was assigned to San 
Francisco and the reason for his transfer. Agent replied 
he had no information concerning this matter. 

SEIDEL was asked if he felt that anyof the actions 
agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division 
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not believe that 
these \vere matters that. were in violation of any existing 
criminal statutes, but there might be some question as to 
whether the FBI had the specific authority to do these things. 

SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating 
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was makina an 
inquiry and desired to obtain the opinions of both He~dquarters 
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the 
Bure~u to widen the scope of ag~nt's release • 

. ~ . ~ 
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U.S. ,SENA~E SELECT COMHITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE' ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTE.RVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

• 
Agent was not placed under oath and when agent 

refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or 
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put 
av1ay his pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not 
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact 
that all information furnished by him was at his own · 
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made 
that any part of the interview might be utilized in a 
possible court proceeding against_the agent. 

Agent did not consult with Bureau representative 
during course of the interview . 

.. 

•' 

.· 
. 7* 

• \ 
: 

·. 

NW 5516 0 Docld : 3298 9641 Page 217 



I , 

ln. Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 

[ 

• UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 

August 14, 1975 

~~~INFoRMAno 
DAre et~r,~'IC~:;;Neo 
~BY-f~{d~ 

U.S. SENATE SELECT CO~liTTEE. ON f~0· 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) . 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER~ALBERT P. CLA~ BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER -

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

He·was interviewed in his home at 66 Elm, 
Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from 
5:40P.M. tQ 6;55 P.M., August 12, 1975. 

Clark 1;,·.ras not placed under oath and no mention 
was made of his rights. H9wever, Seidel was pleasant and 
·in no v7ay antagonistic. The interview was general, n~t 
penetrative, not in depth, and very few specific questions were 
asked. There appeared to be no discernible criticism of 
either the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) or the 
Bureau's investigation of the Black Panther Party (BPP) by 
Seidel. 

Seidel v1as compelled on more than one occasion 
to declare· that pe was pro-FBI, that the object of his 
inquirie~·was to assist the United States Senate in under­
standing the problem in order that they could consider 
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the 
future. 

Seidel did mention the fact several times that 
information· had been leaked to the press that J~~Seberg, 

·the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official. 

Th1s document contains neither recommendations nor conclus1ons 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency;- it··and· its contents are: not to-be dis:tr.ibli·t:ea. 
outside your agency. 
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• 
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FOill1ER SA ALBERT P. CLARK BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

• 

Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed 
a COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would 
have if he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered 
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions 
someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation 
of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might 
also cut down on the number of BPP supporters. 

Clark was asked to whom the main BPP case was 
assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San 
Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember 
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than 
one Agent.had handled the matters. 

Seidel asked _how many BPP informants the San 
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall 
aE:d2.':.:.:: he did not believe that Seidel had a right to knov-1. 

Seidel inquired about the BPP wirE{J:ap, asking 
who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco 
Division. Again, Clark replied that he did not recall but 
the San Francisco Division would not have necessarily 
waited for the Bureau to initiate the matter but might have 
requested the Bureau rather than the Bureau having initiated 
the matter. 

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

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

Questioned concerning whether he felt COINTEL had 
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter 
was susceptible to proof but t4e BPP had sure gone into a 
steep decline. 

·2 
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• 
U.S.. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

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

• 

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

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

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

Seidel then went on to discuss the business of 
pressure. Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark 
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone 
was interested in doing the best type job possible and 
finding out everything possible concerning the BPP. There 
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the 
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be satisfied. 
Clark stated that he related that perhaps too much 
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt ·at 
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division 
knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other 
hand, he related that Bureau officials were probably 
under pressure because of the national interest and the 
demands on them in Washington. 

Seidel related that he was interested in ascer­
taining what Agent would make the best witness to appear 
in Washington to explain and testify concerning COINTEL. 
He specifically requested Clark's recommenda.tion and mentioned 
the names of Special Agents Leo S. Brenneisen of San 
Francisco and Bob Baker of Los Angeles. Clark stated that 
he h~d countered by suggesting th~t somebody in Washington 
who directed the program and approved all proposals might 
be a.better witness. · 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

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

• 

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

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

Seidel asked if Clark had worked under former 
SAC Harry Morgan. He advised that he had retired prior to 
the time Morgan was assigned to the San Francisco Division. 

Clark pointed out that during the interview, a 
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and SeiQel 
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation; 
although as the duration of the interview lengthened, it 
must have been obvious to Seidel that it was not operating. 
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U S SENATE SELECT COJ:-.1MITTEE ON ~~<..Q:.V(.o 
INTEL~IGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) . ·' :;!t~;~t4 .. .. . . . ~.s: . .,~ 
INTERVIEW OF FORMER @A WILLIAM A. COHEND9 BY i 
SSC STAFF MEMBER . · 

, On August 14, 1975, retired. former Special Agent· 
William A. Cohendet was interview~d from 9:30 A.M~ to 
11:15 A.M. by Lester B. Seidel, Investigator fo~ the U.S. 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activit~s(SSC). 
The interview took place at the Holiday Inn on Van Ness 
Avenue, San Frapcisco. 

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

He was advised that former Special Agent Cohendet 
was willing to cooperate 1vi th the committee and he trusted 
that something constructive would come out of the effort 
being put forward. Former Special Agent Cohendet also 
pointed out that in his opinion the Black Panther Party (BPP) 
had been a group devoted to violence, thievery, and fraud, 
and the committee should realize the type of Subjects 1.<1i th 
whom they are dealing in order to place th~ investigation 
in its proper framew·ork. 

The first question concerned the former Special 
Agent 1 s background and Bureau service. This was briefly 
furnished. 

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

.who approved them. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of th~ FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 

··outs ide your agency. 
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The former Special Agent replied that he was 
not party to any of these arrangements and did not know 
any of the details. 

Seidel then asked if fprmer Special Agent 
Cohendet knew the origin and purpo$eS ·of the COINTEL 
Program. He was informed that the former Agent did not 
know the origin of the p~ogram, and said he believed ' its 
purposes \-Jere those as set forth in the instructions · which 
Seidel had and which spoke for themselves. The former 
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been 

-·~ ~ssigned to him but due. to the press of other functions, 
he had been unable to give it a great deal of time and 
felt that du"ring the period that it had been assigned to 
him, it had been largely ineffective. 

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

of this material. 

Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of 
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion 
of the former Agent, such letters, particularly having to 
do with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the 
usual suggested avenues ., would have littl.e effect on the 

- recipients who were active in such fields themselves much 
of the time. In the more serious areas of perhaps trying 
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police 
informant, the former Special Agent said that the use of 
this technique would not be used for fear of .causing bodily 
harm or death to an innocent pe~son due to the well-known 
propensity of the _ BP.P of dealing harshly :with any suspected 
deviator let alone informant. · 

2 
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Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to 
the BPP investigation and the former Special Agent stated 
that in his belief it was extremely valuable in many ways. 
For instance, it assisted and gauged the true Huey Newton, 
his plans, and weaknesses. It was also valuable in esti­
mating the possible effect of a certain COINTEL program 
as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result · 
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually 
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful. 

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

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

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

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if 
there had been any pressure from the Bureau in the develop­
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent Cohendet 
acknowledged that there certainly had been great pressure 
in this direction, as it was well known that informants were 
a necessary part of any ~nvestigation and a polic~ organi­
zation can never give up on .this phase of its work no matter 
how difficult the circumstances were in their development. 
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants was 
particularly difficult because of the fear that many persons 
in the 'black community felt concerning the BPP as well as 
the lack of desire to cooperate against another black 
persqn. 
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Seidel asked about foreign funds being raised 
and given to the BPP, and former Special Agent Cohendet 
recalled that "Masai" Hewitt and others went to. Sweden 
and other countries where the BPP raised money on speech 
making tours. 

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

Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information 
to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent 
Cohendet said that he had no personal knowledge of what 
had been done in this direction. 

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

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

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

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said 
that he had noted that the "faking11 of police records as 
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he 
believed the COINTEL abuses ~ere being overplayed by the 
press. From what he learned in interviews in San Francisco, 
it seemed to him ·that the program had been mostly played 
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been ·exercised 
in the implementation of the program. 

4 

NW 5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 225 



• 
U.S. SENATE SELECT CO~~ITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

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

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

Seidel ask~d aoout the former Agent's knowiedge d~ +~~ re~son 
for the removal of former SAC Harry Morgan from San 
Francisco. He said the only reason he was asking this 
question was in order to avoid embarrassing former SAC 
Morgan when he interviews him concerning his possible 
knowledge of. B~P activities sometime in the future. Former 
Special Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why 
Mr. Morgan was transferred. 

In suamation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he 
thought the ELSUR technique was far more valuable in the 
carrying o~t of the investigation of the BPP than the 
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree 
to the above observation. 

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

5* 

NW 5516 0 Docid : 32989641 Page 226 



---- ---·1 

. ·• ' •. I 
.s: • • 

UNITED STATES DEPARTME~T OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIOJ'\ 

In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 

San Francisco, California ~~ 
~A~~~ 

.<' .. ~0~~ . August 13, 1975 

~ 
~"a U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ~ ~ 

~J.:~-.. ~ 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ~~7~~ 

-IN_T_E_R_v_I_E_w_o_F_F_o_R_ME_R_~_A-=--n-A·_v_I_n_E_._T_o_DU_o ~ _ 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBER~ , ~. 

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

By way of background, in all contacts with Seidel 
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to him great reluctance 
to discuss these matters without clearance from the Bureau, 
and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had releas~d former 
SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose 
of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative 
to provide information or make information public~ that while 
employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government 
and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to 
provide the information, and that if the Senate Committee 
desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should 
have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should 
have been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and 
the~ after the FBI determined it advisable to make these answers 
-available to the Committee, that would have been the proper 
channel. 

Seidel pointed out the Committee and the Bureau had 
made an agreement whereby the Bure~u would make Agents available 
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed out to 
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a 
retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion 
on this matter. 

This document contains ne-ither recommendations nor conclusions· of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency~ it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by 
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of 
the Counterintelligence Program· {COINTEL) itself, and that if 
the Bureau felt that such a Program was necessary in the interest 
of national defense, he had carried it out in the best way he 
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals 
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were 
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the 
Program as a whole. 

Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's 
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether 
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd 
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served 
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to 
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C., 
and had become Supervisor in San Francisco in December, 1969, 
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau 
career he had worked both criminal and security matters. 

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

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

2 . 
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Seiael then asked how would the Panther COINTEL 
be defined with regard to aims, _techniques and results. The 
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the 
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The 
question concerning techniques was left unanswered, and as 
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not 
feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was 
pursued in the San Francisco Offi·ce, but he could not speak 
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned. 

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

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

Seidel asked if there had been similar pressure placed 
on the office in the COINTEL, and former SA Todd replied that 
he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the 
office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom­
mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office 
pretty much as to how it should be carried out. 

; Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful 
in causing disseniion w~thin the Party. Former SA Todd told 
him that he did not feel this had b~en particularly effective 
in any way, and that causing dissen~ion had not been a primary 
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and that 
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two 
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing informants by. 
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party; 
and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding 
arrest warrants had been jssued in order to flush them out so 
th~y could be apprehended. 
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Sei~el asked specifically about the COINTEL involving 
the Breakfast Progr_am, and was told a recommendation had been 
made for putting some kind of.contamination in the Breakfast 
Program food, and that this office had felt this extremely 
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried 
out here. 

Former SA Todd was also asked about a COINTEL 
proposal relating to 11 The Black Panther 11 newspapers, and was 
told that such a proposal had been made involving saturating 
the papers with a foul smelling fish oil or some substance, 
however, we recommended against this as it would serve no purpose. 

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

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

Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the 
Bureau in earring o~t the COINTEL. Former SA Todd told Seidel 
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor, 
but could not recall-specifically what the Bureau instructions 
were. The only other instructions-received were at a two day 
conference in Washington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by 
former Assistant to the Director William Sullivan, and Section 
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the 
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau, 
but that former SA Todd d~d not recall any firm prohibition against 
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taking certarn actions without Bureau authority, and that the 
field had some leeway in '\'lhat they did, but, in general, offices 
made proposals to the Bureau with ·copies to San Francisco 
prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San Francisco 
got copies of all proposals, and was told this was because 
San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other 
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence. 

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

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

Seidel indicated that out of his investigation in the 
hearings, undoubtedly there would be some legislation corning 
out of Congress that would either enable or prohibit such 
things as the COINTEL, and he stated that was one reason he 
was asking concerning its effectiveness, and wondered what former 
SA Todd would recommend. Seidel.was told that former SA Todd 
felt it essential that the Government should have the right to 
defend itself against individuals and groups who advocate 
violent revolution or who are aligned with foreign powers, 
and that there was a need for some sort of legislation within 
the framework of constitutional government which would enable 
f.he fOvernrnent to do this; but, of course, it should be done 
under~proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what 
sort of control, an~ was told that this was a matter for 
Congress to decide, but perhaps Congress should look into some 
legislation similar to wiretap legislation, where the responsi­
bility is upon a Federal judge to issue a warrant. 

Former SA Todd had prepared a brief summary of what 
he recalled of the activities of the BPP, and he made a copy of 
this available to Seidel. Former SA Todd also had made a 
chronology to assist him in answering questions, together with 
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some notes concerning COINTEL pqlicy, ~ormer SA Todd's general 
recollection of matters, questions·of law regarding agent­
princip~\ privileged information problems, ongoing litigation 
and national defense, and informants and sources. Seidel asked 
for a copy of this chronology and this, too, was given to him. 

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

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

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

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

6~ 
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A!J'proximate 
Dates • 

Feb. 1970 

May 1970 
Aug 1970 
Aug 1970 

Jan 1971 

Feb ·1971 

March 1971 -

.April 1971 
Anril 1971 
Hay 1971 

August 1971 
.August 1971 
August 1971 

Deco 1971 

'l . --· ± - -

•• 
' .,., .... 

Designated supervisor. Revie1-;ed Cointelpro fi·le. 
No recollection of any actions by s. F. in· file. 

Conference in 'i"lashington, D._c. Briefed on Baltimore 
Black Panther murder. Cointelpro discussed. 

Cointelpro letter. S.uggestion rejected by s. F. 
Marin Court shootout · (Jonathan Jackson-Judge Haley) 
Cleaver released from prison. 

Letters to Algeria to provoke Cleaver to return to 
u. s. so arrest could be effected. 

Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelledo 

Robert 'Yle bb murder. 

Sam Nauier murd.ero 
T-rm Ne~r York police officers wounded. 
Four lreii York police officers murdered. 

George Jac~son killed in prison break attempto 
Officer Kowalski murder attempt - "ifashington & Bottom ar:z-ee~ 
s. ·F. · Ingleside Station attack - Officer Young murderedo 

. ' 

Retired. 

· 'COINTELPRO: Recom:::aended against many proposals. 
Approved reco~mendation to try to induce Cleaver 

to return to u. s. 
. . lfould have approved actions to persuade Panthers 

./ to change loyalty from Party and become informants, but 
cannot recarl any specific ones. 

vlould not have apnroved any proposals solel·y for 
harrassment or for leaking information to uress• there 
muathave been some bona fide investigative-purn~se 
behind proposal before considering it. · -

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalities. Requested if could review 
Bureau files urior to interview. This was denied. 
Cannot testify with any specificity lvi thout review 
of files. 

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: .Sensitive techniques 
Informants & Sources 
Ongoing Investigations 
Foreign Intelligence 
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Ongoing l~tigation: Panthers v. FBI & IRS, USDC~ s. F. ·Civil rightso 

national Defense: Documents review·ed "VTere claSsified • 
. Does executive branch have right to defend 

natiQn against advocates of revolution (public 
interest issue). 

Inform~nts & sources: Cannot reveai. (Includes information 
that might reveal identityo) 

provide or 
Neither my responsibility nor my prerogative to{make this information 
public. I ~·:as acting as an agent of the Fed era govern:nent, and it· · 
is responsibility of government to provide the information 

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in 
writing should be fonrarded to FBI and if FBI deems it advisable 
to make these ans1·1ers available to Oommi ttee, that should be 
proper channelo 

,. --
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. Tbe 1nvestig~ion of the Black Panther ~ty was a 
National~Defense matter. Information on file points to colla­

' lioration with foreign povrers by leaders of the Party. 
->~' -i A..J 

Throughout the two-year period in rThich I supervis·ed 
the investigation. there ~ere strong liaisons between Black Panthers 
and dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of 
foreign nationso The Black Panthers had suppor~ and/or branches 
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and wer~international in 
scopeo Eldridge Cleaver, wanted on felotiy warrants, had been 
granted asylum in Algeria and "''ll th his entourage rms residing 
in a villa provided by the Algerian government. During this 
period he made at least one trip to- i,1oscow, Russia. Several 
Black Panthers travelled to Cubao Huey Ne~ton, in 1971, travelled 
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Kong at the invitation 
of thecf~inese government at a time when the United States had 
no dip~atic re1ati9ns with them~ 

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1969, 
the Black Panther Party i-Tas under co-leadership of Huey Nerrton, 
then confined to prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living 
in exile in Algeriao The Black Panther Party, both in the nerTs­
paper it published weekly at San Francisco, and in public statements 
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it 
nublished instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use 
of i'rea'!)ons, e.nd printed detailed dra-~~ings 'and instructions on 
the manufacture of bo~bs and explosive devices, and it agitated 
onenl~ for the ::nurder of uolice officers.. The term "off the 
plgs, 1 i'ihich means .111cill the police~ 11 rTas a Black Panther catch­
phrase4 The history of the Black Panther Party during the period 
I acted as supervisor is replete with incidents of ·murder, violence 
and inciting to revolution. The revolu~ionary quotation of l·1ao. 
Tse-~ung, 11 ?oli tical poi.;er grovrs out of the barrel of a gun, 11 

became a Black Panther motto. 

Sometime in early 1971 a split occurred in the Black 
Panther . Partyo Huey Nerlton, follorring his release from prison 
1n 1970, gained control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley, 
California, and he broke openly with Eldridge Cleaver, publicly 
expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party. The · 
Newton ·faction thereafter gradually took a more moderate approach, 
advocating ~ocial change through co~~unity service in place of its 
prior profile of violence~ No change was noted in the policies of 
the Cleaver faction directed from .A.lgiers, and it ·continued to 
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York 
of its own newspaper proclaiming itsrevolutionary policies; and 
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of 
violenceo . 

The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver 
faction of the Blaclc Panthers have been documented in the- book 11 Target 
Blue, 11 by former Deputy Police Commissioner Robert Daley o.f New York 
City (Dell Publishing Co., Inc., 1973): 

. Ambush attacks against police o·fficers which resulted in . . 
7 officers murdered, 3 vlonnded, and one attempted murder thwarted, -vrhich 
led to the solution of the other cases and established these attacks · 
to be a natio:J:+Wide conspiracy; and the murder of tivo Newton-faction 
Black Panthers. q<J' 
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PAG~ IWO CuNFl.Ul::NT lAL. 

uui'tlNb Tfw. l'llYA£ THAI JAff"c. WA~ it£:-L.ATING 1'0 irllL.L.l!.R INFORMATION 

Al;;)OUI lH~ A~~OCIAI ION WITH SAS W lL.l..IS ANU G·A~~J!.R ANU iilS REl..AI lONSHIP 
I 

\IJ!I H T fw. l'~l, ~!:.NAIO!t CHURCH, ~tu=. CHAIRMAN OF ~SCIO, ~NT£RED Mil.L.ER 'S 

Or'r'll,;t. AND bl!.CAtl'lti. V~R'i ll'lUCH Il'lTt.fil:.Sit.U IN JAI'Ft: 'S SIAIJi.L•U::NIS. JAFFE 

TOJ...U LVJ.ll.L.t.R THAT Whi:.N hi:; l:U:.IUi\i~!l..U l'"'HON HONG KONG <SOURC~ t)t;l,.l~VES 

I :til:;> TO or; IN l~oG- l~()ti), till. L.1:.AHNt.U TrlAT H~ WAS "FING~R&:D" o'i A 

rt.lbhl..'i Hl!.bARUt.O SOVl£:-T 1J£:-lft.CIOH WHO IuL.U AN Foi 0!4'FICIAL. IN WASHINGTON, 

DC TriAl" WH lLi::. IN 1'1JO~ WW, U~~, ti£:. SAW SAl"J JAFFt.' S NAME 0 N A P IE_C£ OF 

PAP~n ON IHl:. lJ.:.SK OF A HIC3l:LY H..AC£:-U KGo OFFlCt.R. ~Hl::ATOL.D SOURCE 
' 

I hAJ. JAr''!!. .Uu ICAT £:-U Iu l'J IL.l..!:.R I HAT I HIS SUV l!;oT OEFJ:.CTOR 'o.i N~i:. . 

Wt\ I;) Pt:.wl{O V ~KI Y < ~Hl!.A PRU 1~0 UNCI!..iJ I HI~ NAIVJI:; AS Pl::NT KO V SK 1 'i) • SO 00 Ct": 

il~QUJ.rO:.u o.r· ;>rl~:.A H Ihl~ WA~ '{hi:. ~AMI:. P~:.RSUN WHO IS THE SUbJl!:CI OF 

"iht:. bOOK "fl!.NKOVSKl'i ·~ PAPt.iiS", ANU ~H~A R£:-Pl..li:.U "IHAT 'S IHli. ON!::". <X:-(u) 
~rtt:.A 1).lu LliUI lN1)lCAII:. '{U ~Ut(C&:. HIJW JAFFt:. j;)t;CAltlt. AWAR£ OF HIS 

Cl!.il~~ "r lLIJl:il!.Rt.U" b'i lh£:. tiOVb.I IJ£:-lt'I:.CIVR OR WHI!.N THt: ~OVIr;T .VEF~CTOrl 

~AvJ JIVt!l.':;i NAM~ ON Ilii:: li&:.SK OF A KGj) OFFIC~R IN l'JOSCOW. JAFFE TOl..D 

Mll..L.l:.rt THAT IH&:. r'bl, UPON L.t.ARNING IHAT INFUR11AT!ON, ... 1:-L.I IHAI JAFFE 

viA~ 'A ,.DOUj;)l..E AGt:NI" j)£:-CAU::il!. or· Ilk. COOL.NI:.SS 01• olRt:AU PJ:;RSONNj:;l.. 

IOWAtW hlliJ \IJH&:.N Hi:. R~IURN!l.U IO IHt. UNITJ:.U SIAT~S FROif! HONG KONG• «:-{":) 

5516 0 Docld : 32989641 Page 237 



I 
" 

,, ... · 

CONFIJJi:.'NI IAL. 

JArit: TOl.D irliL.L.i:.R IHAI C:Vi!.H SINC~ HIS R!:.IURN FROW HOi~G KONG, 

Iii:. (.;Al~NuT tiOL.U A JO~, ANiJ. b!!.L.l!!.Vi:..S Tlit. fl;)l IS IH~ CAUSE OF HIS 

frlw J.Ci\liji!.l~I. JAFF~:. IS Ot Ih!:. OPINION IhAI I.Ht. F~l IS j;j&:;ING 

Vl r~u J.CI.LV~ IOWAALY Hlt1~ IN FLRSUHlG IHIS C~AII~R AND U!:.ffilVlNG lill'l OF 

l'fl~ J{l Nb A 1..1. Vi!.L.lHOOD • ~( u.) 
~0 Url C.t. I OL.D Sffi!. A l' HAT He. u lJJ {~u I F C:ii;L. I HAI I Ht:R t. WAS ANY 

~ l.ib.~"'I A i~ Ci:. I 0 JA r~l'-1'.. ' :;i ~1 AT ~:..~"~1!:. LVI I hAT '1 hi:. 1' ~ I W Ati t>&:: I NG V UUH CT IV E 

un rtC:~P01\i~:Ll.bl..l!. rOR .JAiri!.' l:.l Ulit.l'~Pl.IJ'i1"!i:.~~I PRObL.r..ro. ~(l.t) 

;,ti!:.A TOl.JJ ;;iU~Q!. I'HAI till. ~W~:.N.L. AtsuiJI FIV1'.. HOURti UURING IHE PAST 

V/J:.C.Kil.L'LI b~t:RVIl'..WlNG JAFFl:. ~OUT IH1:. A~OVi:. NAII~:.R. S·lili.A IOL.D SOURCE 

I rtA! H~:. · HAI:.l bl:..:; N ASSIGNl'..u TO I hl:;i lYJAI I!!.R bl!.CAUSJ:.: Ot' TWO Rt:ASONS. 

£ hi!. f .U-t ;,I ~ t.A SON 1:>!!. I Ne I HAT S!!. NAT OR C'H UR CH WAS INI ERJ!,; SI ~D IN I Hlf. 

lVJA!" '!·I!.~, A W I Hi:. ~CO 1W R~:. ASO N bi:. ING l' HAT t: Vti: N I HOUGH JAFFI::' S 

ll~t'ORMA.C ruN IS Olll'S:Wt. Ilii:. SCOPt. Or~ SSCIO'S lNV~SIIGAIION, li IS 

1..00Kl1~u l.NIO Iht. .i1JA'IIt:R Iu i>t:Ti:.R£t'Hl~t,; IF JAF!"'li. 'S SIATi:.Mii.:NTS AHC: TRUE 

A~~ lf l:.lO, D t.I t.R 1111~1:. 1 i L.t.G IS.. AI 10 N SHu UL.ll b£ ffi 0 PO Sl!:U I 0 EL.lf1IN AI E 

0~ L.Urti All.. SUt.;H VlNU ICl' l.Vt. ffiACI lC!!.S. Cf<((u) 
::)Q Url Ct. A1J VI tit.U I HAT IN rlt:: SPO L~ ~ T 0 SH~:.A ';;;> QU~ SI 10 NS , HI!. I OL.D 

~nc.A I HA£ & ANO C:iM~bt,;t{ r IRSI APPRuACH&:.u JAFF£:.: WH~N JAFF!i; WAS ~( 1 

CONFIDENTIAL ~· 
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I 
CONfiDli.NI lAl. 

t.t~~Pi.OYw tsY IH~ UNlit;u NAI J.Oi~:;> IN i~W YURK CliY <NYC) AS A 

(.,UtoU~bPOl~t.NI. OOURCI.!. Tul.u ~H~!.A I HAI IN AUDli ION IO JAFFt.:, HE AND 

~flltit.rl IAL.;o:.U ro· L1lANY f~!.OP1..t. A~~VCIAI~J) WHij IHt. UNIIl:.D NATIONS, AND 

IHAI P~IOR lO IAl.~lN& TU JArr·~!., A J;)ACK~rlOUNlJ lNVt.STIGAIION WAS 

COw UCI 1.!.1J ON JAFFI!. • ~OUd Ct. IOl.O ~&A I rlAI I 0 I H~ .b~SI 014 HIS . . 
rtt.COl.l.t.CI iON, 1~0 IN·u.:.PI h tsACKGJiOU~ INVt.SI lGAI ION OF JAFFt: WAS 

\,;Ul~Uli"!l!.U. ~!ii!.A AS~U ~OWCI!. If JAFr·~ HAU SIGNED A SIAI!:.LYl!:.NI IO IHE 

.t:r'il!.C'! I HAl' HI!. WOULU ~l.!.P COl~r" IUl!.Nf IAl. HIS Rt.l.AIIONSHlP WIIH IHl!: 

l'ts !• ~OUH Ct. I Ol.D SH.:.A I 11AI lit. Uvt.l;) i~UI Rl!.CAl.l. IF JAFFl:.: SlGN~D SUCH 

A ~IA!t.lWJ~ilJI 1 l:)UI THAI til!. rl!:.CAl.l.~!.U IHAI 1Ht. LI'JAII~R OF CONF:WENilAl..liY 

WA~ u I~CU~l;)t.O W II H JA FFt. • ~(fA) 
SOUdCt. lOl.U JAf'rt: IliAl hi:. ANU GAi'ltit:R Wl::RE PRILtlARil.Y INTERESTED 

!1~ JAr1

!'.l.!.' ~ ~OVlt.I CUNTACI S IN I HI.!. UNIT~U STAili:S, HOW~VEH, WHENt:VER 

JA i Fl.!. W t:; riJI A~HO AU , H~ W A~ li~T t.H V I~W i:.JJ 0 N Hl S REI URN I 0 I Hot: UN II ED 

~T A'f ~ ~ I 0 Ut.ll!.fiild·L~t. . n· Ht. HAU A l~ Y CO NI A CI S W II H SO V II:. I S W H IL;E 

A£>rtUA.u. S.nt.A li~QUIH~U .1.1' W Hr..N JAFl't. Wt. i~I Ai:SROAD, PARI ICUl.ARl. Y TO 

I hi!. u~~, Ii' I hi:.. !"~I 1¥JAUI.!. lilL1J AV~Il.A~l.~ IO I HI:. CIA FOR OP,RAI IONS. 

~OUrtCi!. IOl.D ::>Hl!.A I HAI hi!. HAD NU INFOMPJAI ION IN IHAT Rl:.GARD • ~(u) 

~li~A I01.1J SOURCi:. IHAI HI:. HAO NO lN~IriUCI IO·N~ IO lNili.RVli:.W 

r·urlllJI!.t( o;)ft.ClAL AG~ NI GAl!JJ;)~}< nt.GMU lNG I HIS L'!AII t.:R, ANU ADDED THAI *l~ 

CO~JFJDENTii\L 
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PAti~ !t .I.\,/~ i~Y 1 ((),5 - 14 t) {) fO 1 .c 0 N ... I u ~ N I I A L 

A i''.f s:.rt H~ oi Ub£1J1T S I Ht.· .R~::o ~ LLT ~ 0 !'' li I~ I NI ~R V It:W W l I H I H~ SOUR CI:: , Hi£ 

l~Jf\ 't t(i!. Ct:. .i V~ A1~ A~::> IG Nm:.t~I ·r 0 liiJT ~:ott V l.i!.W GAMl;)~R. SO UH Ct. I OLD SHEA 

!'mU uALIJ.tH!.rt ftl!.Ii.Rl!.U r 'tt01'! Th.s:.. N:H IN 1~7.l, Al~IJ IS NOW Ei'tlPLO'x'ED AS A 

V~~l!. Prtt.~lln:.~I OF Wt.Ll..S r'AA.uO IN A'ILANfA, ui!.OR~lA• SOURCI:: ADV.ISED 

'I hAl t11:. nA~ LvOI AUV !~tJl ~Allit>s:.rt UF lil~ CO NT ACl WITH SH~A, AND DOES 

1~I f'l.Al~ TO uo SO. ::>OI.JitC~ AUU.i!.U I .liAT lit. hAU i~O OtsJt.CT IONS lr. THE 

b\Jrti!.AU !Jt.~J.rtl!.::) IO NUT .Lf~ GA('Jb~:ort IHAT SOURC~:o HAS tst.t;N lNll:.RVIAi.WED 

rli!.bAtd)J.Nu J ·Al'l''l!.• ~OURCt. AOVI~t.U l'hl!. lNI~RVlt.WlNG PER~ONNl!:L THAT II 

WA~ h.L~ Uf''IL'Il9N IliAl Gf.\l'Jl:)t.R WOUL.U tsl:. CONIACh:.D o'/ A Rti.ffi~Sii.NTATIVE 

Or ~~l;IO rtt.u~Ui1vci lHl:. JAr'F.I!. l'lAITt.rl, ;>I~Ct. JAFFl!.'S SIA·Tl:.~'fi~NIS 

fJ:,J1TAliiJ. TO A f~:orll.U!J OF 'Ll.11Jl!. WfU:.N l;)UlJHCl:. WAS Rs:.T lttt.D ANIJ JAFFE WAS 

fif.\Wl..l!.U t>Y.~A11ltss:.rt. ~(Lt) 

~ht.A lL~btU.ffir..u IF JArFt. WAS PAiu ANY NON~Y bY IHt. l"t~I. SOURC!i. 

IOL.D ~Hl!.A I hAT JAi'fl!. WAS 1~0I PAIJJ FUR HIS SERV ICJ:.S R~N!J~RL':D, tjU'f 

WA~ tt~:. il'loURoiJ:.U ruR A~~y i:.XPt-1\itil!.S JAfJt't. .lNCURRl!:U IN Ut. V~L.OP ING 

.LL~tO!tNAl' ION rOk T.t\1:. fl) 1. 'ti({U) 
~OUrtCI!. :J1'Alt.LJ THAI S~A \JNL.'( !JlSCU~~D Tht. A!)OV~ LfiAIII:.R, AND NO 

O.L n&:Jt ! uP .LC~ ws:.ttr.. u .L tiCU:.>.-Jt.!i • ~0 UR Ct. AlJUl!.J) I fiAT l:)HI:. A u ID NOT NE NI lON-

AL~Y O.[ hl:.tt l~~V~~IlGAI.A.ON or· Ttit. roi, NUR UlU Hs:. Nt.NT ION ANY OTHEH 

SOURCE AD V IS!t:D T kAT (;'(~ 

,. ~~:ONFlDENTJAL 
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:;i~i~:.A IOl..D rt.U1J THAI liJ:. i1jAY CA~l.. UPON SOURCI!. AGAIN FOR FURIHt:;R 

i1~r Ott ll'lAI .10 l~ R 1!.<3 AfW I Nli JA !'!'£:.. • SOUR CJ:. 1' Ol..U ItU t:R V IJ::W.I NG P~RSO NNEL. 

l'HA'! h1:. WOULU PrtOl•lPil..Y /WVlSl:. · I~ NYO SHUULU H~ AGAIN!)}!; CONTACTED 

bY A rlb.PR-t.~t.i~IAilV!:.. OF !:i~CIO. ~URCt: ~IAIL:.U THAI H~:o UlU NOT A!:iK 

AlW Ht. U!IJ' NOI i'li1tNI~H !:iHr..A A SIGNr..U .~1'Ait.MC::NI. Mtt) 
::iOUrlCt:. ADVISr;D THAI IHL:. l..ASI Il~J~ HI:. s ·AW JAFFI.!: WAS ON JANUARY 

2l, l::n¥~, W&1~ Ht:. l'Jt::I JA!''lll:. AI ·JUlil~ F. Kl:.NN!:.UY lNii!.RNA'IlONAL.. AIRPORT 

<JrKlA) • .:>UUrlCi~. ~1tifl:.U IrtAI JAFl'r.. ON ThAI OCCASIOl~ WAS AN ~~RICAN 

!:rl OA1J (.;A.:>l' J. i"JI.l CUl1j PA NY (A£j C) C:ORR~:o. SPO i~JJll!o (ff CO V t::R ING I HI:: PAN Al'lC:R !CAN 

ll~iAUI.:I UtiAL 7~ 7 FL. lGHr l'rlO{r! JFKIA TU l..ONDU N, !:.NGL.AN1J. tf{ (u.) 
~u Urt Ct. 'siAI t.li I !lAT 0 N I lil!:) OCCA~ lU N, JAFr~J!.. WAS V£R Y FR IENDL. Y 

Aw ~rtUWli!.U 1vu AWlLtiOS.LI 'i IvWAnu I HL:. ~ullliCll!.. .;oURc~:. ADDE:u THAI THE 

rti.i WA::. 1~U'I u l~(.;US~t::.!.J .!.JUklNG I hiS 11l~EI ING, NOR WAS IHi::lR PREVIOUS 

1\t.l.A.L .1U1~Si-uP 11Jl:. (~l' ION1:.u U~l,~<3 '{lil:. 1;)1\lr..F CONVt.R~AIION. "i!{({tt) 

HOJ..U 
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. . 
OrTIONAL FO~ NO. 10 

~ MJ-Y 1~62 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CFRI 101-11.6 • t-"' 'Ul~TTED' STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memora ·dum 
~/ : M;r. J. 

• 
1 - M;r . Mintz 
1 - Mr. Wannall 

.(Att'n.: M;r. Cregar) 
1 - M:r:s . Me.tcalf · 

1 M;r. 
DATE!. 812'0/75 

Hotis ~ · 

~~~ 
(' f Pep. AmA~~ 

De~f1Jv._ 
Ass ?J'" 
Admy.'-- ' 
Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs_ ~ 

Files & Com. _ ~T 
Gen.lnv._ . 
ldent. ___,_ '\; 

{)j~ 1- Mr. 
FROM : zeg Counseu"' 

SUBJECT: TATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 
COMMITTEE REQUESTS 

Daly \ { 

~M£ J}rt-:f -~ 
lnv._" 

Training-- • 
Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Sec'y _ ("'{J 

The .purpose of .the memorandum is to set for.th in 
summary form the requests we have .received from various Com­
mittees in Congress and the status of our replies. 

~ 

~. 

~enate Select Committe~ on 
~I~ f ~ 
"S:Uo~~ 
rt ~t{~ · Ihtellig·ence· Act.hr.'i'tle·s· (Ch'ur.ch'"s ·Coininit.tee) 

, · Date "cif' Reg'u'e'st 

~ 4 Letter, 7/14/75 

~ fa tt~ Letter, 8/5/7 5 
Z-

· Nature· o"f' Request 

Mat·erial pertaining to 
Martin Luther Ki-p.g. 

s·tat1:ls 
'\ -"b '\\ ~ 
'\:::> ~ ~ "­

........ \ \}..' 
Response delivarehl. 

~ (~ r{ t-, 
~--...s·~~ 

O::!::V) 
'-'cn>--zcnco 
oc::::C _-l 
f- (_) 
c::::C z 
::2:::::>~ 

Letter,· 8/7/75 

Request for FBI materials 
with respect to surreptitious 
entrie~. 

Request ·for. briefing re­
gardi-p.g mail openi~gs. 

Response being ~ 
prepare·Pv · ~ 

l. ~ 
Briefi-p.~d ~ 
8/18/~ 0 

o:: cn Lett·er, · 8/8/75 o-
~ Request for· mat·erials Response bei-p.g ~ 

w..z ~ relating to mail prepared. a 
surveillance." ~ ~Ci:iw 

_,lO:::I-
:;;:2 ~ C§ Letter, 8/12/:75 Request ·.that· .FBI provide Response beingS 

. third-:9-gency .c.learance of prepared. · 

Letter, 8/13/75 

Letter,· 8/13/75 

FBI mater,..\f .. \f{}~osses.sed by 
1
ft') h 

rRs. ~~~ REC-10 6~ -/lh]J·---ftprt 
Request for access to Re'$p'C:>'fts~i~ 

· materials p-ertaini-p.g to pr:Bare:d. · 
o~ganized crime. AUG 27 1975 

Request ·for underlying 
materials· related tG. 

ReS'p'mi~. ·bem~ 
prepared. · 

'"'' \S1~.. Depart~ent of Justice file 
c.:-o 1 · -r 4f:82-46.-.5. ] 
1.1\:.J - ___!:l- :XEROli.. ~ • 

· CONTINUED - OVER af/ · t 
lad \fv , SEP. 12 1975 ,f, I t r ,...,.,~ ~ o .. l 

8.) ' ~ -:j \if 
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·. • 
Legal Counsel to M;r. Adams 
RE : STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRES S.IONAL 

·i'< COMMITTEE REQUESTS 

Committee on .the Judiciary 

• 
. Sub"coini:Iii.tt·e·e· oh .Gon's.ti:bit·i·onai Rights .. "(Tunney ' ·s Goi:nhii.tt"ee) 

Lett·er,. 7/25/75 

Natu:r•e· :of" Re:gue·st · 

Request conc·erns limited 
message-sw.i.tching im-
plememtation plan. 

Subcommit.tee on Postal F.acilities, Mail, and 

Response. being 
p.rep·ared. · 

Lahor Management· · 
: 1-Io.Use: PO"s·t: '()ff'i.ce· ·and C:ivll" S'ervi·ce· ·:c-oi:n!nitte·e ·cwiison '·s· Goi:ni:rii"ttee) 

· nate· :o·f' Regue."st · · Natur·e· of" Re.·gu:e·st· 

Letter,· 8/6/75 Request ·pertaining to 
mail openings. · 

Subc·ommit.tee .on Government Information and 

· 8tatus 

Resp:onse delivered. 

Individual Rights· 
· ·Goi:ni:rii·t:t·ee· on: Goverili:nent· ·oper·at"i"ons· ·cAb"zlig·' s· Gommi·t·t·ee) 

· D"ab:· :of" Re·gu:e·st · · Natur·e· .:o£· Regue·st 

Lett·er, · 8/16/75 Request f-or waiver of 
former SA George. A. B"er.ley 
to .respond to· questions re­
garding non-court-or.dered 

· surreptitious entrie·s. 

Subcommittee on C.ourtB.; Civ.il Liberties and the 
Adminis·tration of Justice · 

· :st·atus 

Response being 
p.repare·d. · 

· ·coini:Iii"tt:e·e· oh the· Judl.cl'ary- "(Ka·s:t·e'ntlie·ier·' s· Goi:n!nit·t:ee) 

· na:t·e· ··of Recjue:s t 

Lett·er, · 8/6/7 5 

. Natur·e· o£" Regue·st · 

· Request ·.pertainip.g to .. the 
National Security Inde~. 

.s-t·atus 

Resp·onse .. being 
prepared. · 

CONTINUED· - DVER 

- 2 -
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• • 
Legal Counsel to Mr .. Adams 
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO .CONGRES"S.IONAL 

COMMITTEE REQUESTS 

· Da:t·e· of" Reque·s t 

Lett·er, 7/22/:75 

Letter,' 7/28/:75 

Lett·er, · 8/11/75 

Lett·er, · 8/19/.75 

Letter, 8/19/.75 

Letter,· 8/19/.75 

All documents and mat·erials ·Department decided 
provided to the Sena.te Select 8/19/75 to make SSC 
c·omrnittee to .S.tu¢l.y Govern- mat·erial available 
mental Operations and .request for .review in Bureau 
for .all materials ·.related to space . 

. bu¢Lgetary authority. 

Inquiry to. encompass all 
.aspects·. ·of the· 'FBI budget · 
as it· .relates to gathering, 

. use and dissemination of· 
intell~geric·e. 

Request· for briefing of 
Ass:istant' Director· 
Wannall on .general 
op·erations· of. the In­
tell;igerice· ·n.i vis ion. 

· Request .for information 
. conc·erning Bureau 
informants·. • 

Request ·.(7/22/.75) .all 

·Partial .resp·onse 
p.repare·d. · 

·Briefing. held wi.th · 
. HSC Staff Members 

on 8/18/.7:5. 

Response 'del.ivered 
to .the Dep artmen, t . 

Response. being 
prepare-d. · documents provided to sse; 

.(7/22/.75) General C.ounsel's 
opinions of authorities; 
(7/29/.75) most .. current ·FBI 
o?=-ganizational .chart; {7./30/:7.5) 
access· to all FBI information 
pr.ov.ided to GAO; and (8/13{75) 
proposed· .FBI guideline·s. 

Request ·for materials· relat- Response·. being 
ing to wiretaps and .elec·tronic prepare-d. · 
.surveillanc.e. 

.CONTINUED - :OVER 

-. 3 ._ 

·• 
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• 
Legal Counse·l to M;r. Adams 
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 

COMMITTEE REQUESTS 

Lett·er, · 8/19/75 

He'ar'ih'gs · 

· N'a"tur·e· o"f· Re:cjues t · 

Request for current · 
Bureau organizational 
.char.t. · 

· N'atur·e· of· Reque·s t 

Status 

Response. 'being 
prepare-d. · 

· Dat·e· ·of Re.gue·s t 

C) C\4-l..J.,'j.l 7 h.3 {, .r Request ·to arrange tes t'imony · Date of .tes timop.y 
before Subcommittee ·on Postal has ·not been 
Facilities, Mail, and Labor establishe·d. 
Management ·of the· Post Office 
and· Civil S·ervice c·ommittee 
conc·erning mail covers and mail 
openip.gs·. 

Arft'icip:ate.d Hear·ihgs 

We 'have. been informally advised that there will be 
.hearings before .the Senate Select ·Committee on mail openings 
sometl.me in Sep.teniher and the 'House Select ·Committee. hearl.p.gs 
are ·s.cheduled for sometime. during the 'fir.st week of Octoher. 
The topic for the House Select ·c·onrrnittee hearip.gs is not known . 

. RECOMMENDATION: 

For information. 

' - 4 -
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• 
Question 

(3) if not, please explain. 
(4) if so, does the FBI assert that 

the same assumption of continuing 
intelligence investigations would 
apply to individuals or groups 
lacking the same or similar proven 
violent background? 

(5) if y~s, please explain both in 
general and with specific reference 
to any support provided by the 
Coyne letter. 

A. Who, if anyone, has disputed that "such 
matters as domestic terrorism certainly 
affect the internal security and 
national welfare -!: * *· "? 

B. How was the armed attack on the 
President (Truman?) connected with the 
Coyne letter? 

A. With reference to page 1 of the 
report to the NSC dated Mar. 5, 1954: 
(1) Does an overall reading of this 

page reasonably convey the impres­
sion that program objectives were 
designed to protect against sub­
version by domestic groups that 
might be directed, or controlled 
by a foreign power? 

(2) If yes, and since "the IIC members 
recognize their responsibility as 
assigned by the Directives ~·: * -!:", 

does this mean that the Directives 
apply to only such domestic groups 
and the members recognized this 
limitation? If not, please explain. 

(3) If A(l) is no, please explain 
giving specific consideration to 
the necessity for the first 3 
paragraphs on the page and the 
need to integrate domestic and 
foreign intelligence.(See goal 1.) 

A. Do Mr. Hoover's Nov. 6, 1958 comments 
concerning the usurpation of jurisdic­
tion from local authorities indicat·e 
his belief· that the FBI was not 
and should not be a national police 
force responsible for maintaining law 
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• 
Question 

and order throughout the country? 
B. Was it ever the FBI's position that it 

was not and/or did not desire to be a 
national police? 

C. Is crime prevention through the gathering 
of intelligence a police function? 

D. If nob, please explain. . 
E. If yes, how do the FBI's domestic intelli­

gence gathering activities differ from 
the us~al police function? 

F. If there is no substantive difference, 
does this mean the FBI, in the area of 
domestic intelligence gathering, now con­
stitutes and performs as a national 
police force? 

G. If not, please explain. 

A. Is the Emerg~ncy Detention Law (EML) the 
same as Subchapter II of the Internal 
Security Act of 1950? (ISA)? 

B. Mr. Hoover's testimony (Emergency Supple­
mental Appropriations Bill, 1940, at 
304) indicates that the FBI maintained a 
list or index of subversive individuals 
prior to the enactment of the ISA: 
(1) What did the FBI call this list or 

index? 
(2) Did the list contain the names or 

. individuals whether or not potentiall. 
dangerous? 

C. Did the EML/ISA specifically require the 
FBI to maintain a list of potentially 
dangerous subversives? 

- 11 -

(1) If so, how did the EML/ISA list 
9iffer from the subversive l~st 
already being maint~ined by the FBI? 

(2) If there were differences between 
the.two lists, what criteria was 
used to determine whether to list 
an individual on the EML/ISA index? 

(3) If there were no significant 
differences between the lists, why 
was the EML/ISA list necessary aside 
from any statutory requirement? 
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Question 

D. When and under what authority was Sub~ 
chapter II of the ISA repealed? 

E.. Identify the specific criminal statutes 
covering acts of expionage or sabotage·? 

F. Did the ISA ever provide for the emer­
gency detention of individuals who might 
possibly commit, or conspire to commit, 
acts other than espionage or sabotage? 
(1) If so, please identify, such other 

acts. 
(2) If not, did the EML/ISA list ever 

contain the names of individuals 
who might engage in subversive 
activities other than expionage or 
sabotage?· 

(3) If so, what authority permitted 
~heir inclusion on the EML/ISA list? 

A. Is the Domestic Intelligence Division 
mentioned in Mr. Hoover's memorandum of 
May 11, 1961, an FBI or DOJ division? 

A. Besides the memorandum of Attorney 
General Clark, dated Sept. 14, 1967, con­
cerning urban riot activity: 
(1) How many other specific case-by-case 

instructions regarding domestic 
intelligence investigative matters 
have been received from the Attorney 
General or DOJ? 

(2) When were stich instructions received? 
(3) What were tqe subject matter of the 

instructions? 
('4) Please provide copies of such 

instructions. 

A. "* * i: ·the FBI gradually came to be 
assigned intelligence investigations out­
side the foreign controlled espionage and 
sabotage matters 7: -1: ~·:"; 

- 12 -

(1) Does this sentence mean that initialL 
the FBI had authority to only conduct 
intelligence operations of those 
domestic organizations or individuals 
that were controlled by or connected 
with a foreign power and could 
possible be used for espionage·or 
sabptage? 
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(2) %£ not, please explain. 
(3) If so, what document (describe 

and give date) enlarged the FBI's 
authority so that it could conduct 
investigations regarding "other 
intelligence matters affecting 
the internal security "1: "1: "1:." . 

A. Does 28 U.S.C. 533(1) provide the 
statutory basis for the FBI's investi­
gation of criminal violations in the 
internal security area? 

B. If not, what is the statute that 
provides such authority? 

C Exactly when did the FBI begin to use 
:Lts -statutory authority to conduct 
criminal investigations as a basis for 
its domestic intelligence operations? 

A. Does the FBI view Attorney General 
Clark's Sept. 14, 1967 memorandum as 
a directive to: 
(1) Provide information of possible 

criminal violations resulting 
from riots that had already 
occurred, or 

(2) Engage in a continuing intelligence 
operations with respect to black 
nationalist groups, or 

(3) E:agage in continuing intelligence 
operations with respect to any 
extremist group or individual? 

B. If none of the above, what is the 
import of the memorandum? 

C. Did this memorandum constitute additiona­
autqority for the FBI to conduct domesti 
intelligence investigations? 

D. If so, what additional authority in 
this area is conveyed to the FBI? 

A. Does the FBI view the Feb. 18, 1969 
DOJ memorandum as constituting any 
additional authority for the FBI to 
e~gage in domestic intelligence 
investigations? 
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• 
Question 

B. If so, what addi-tional authority. in this 
area is conveyed to. the FBI? 

A. The "President's proclamation" mentioned 
by Mr. Hoover on Nov. 30, 1939, during 
his testimony on the Emergency Supple­
mental Appropriations Bill, 1940, at 304: 
{1) Is the "President's proclamation" 

the Sept. 6, 1939 Presidential 
Directive? 

{2) If not, to what does "President's 
proclamation" refer? Please provide 
copy if not already provided. 

B. What were the "national defense statutes" 
referred to in Mr. Hoover's testimony, 
supra? 

C. In his testimony, supra, did Mr. Hoover 
ever detail what activities constituted 
"subversive activities * '1( '1~ or any 
activities that are possibly detrimental 
to the internal security of the United 
States"? 

D. If so, please provide copy of such 
testimony. 

E. If not, how could Congress at that time 
know or appreciate what the FBI was 
actually doing in the area of domestic 
intelligence investigations. 

A. During Mr. Hoover's testimony on Jan. 5, 
1940, on the Justice Department Appro­
priations Bill, 1940, at 153, did Mr. 
Hoover ever explain what constituted 
"being active in any subversive activity 
or in movements detrimental to the 
internal security"? 

B. If so, please provide copy of such 
testimony~ 

C. If not, how could Congress at that time, 
know or appreciate in detail what the 
FBI was doing in the area of domestic 
intelligence investigations? 

D. Mr Hoover's testimony of June 6, 1940 on 
the Supplemental National Defense Appro­
priation, 1941, at 180, mentions a 
National Defense Division. Is this the 
successor division to the Intelligence 
Division mentioned in Mr. Hoover's testi­
mony of Jan. 5, 1940, at 153? 

- 14 -
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Question 

E. Mr. Hoover also mentiqns at 181, that 
the general intelligence index included 
the names of such persons as "known espio­
nage agents, known sabote~rs, leading 
members of the Communist party; and the 
bund." 
(1) Can it be reasonably concluded that 

this listing reflects what.the FBI, 
at that time, considered its intelli­
gence investigation authority under 
the Presidential Directives to be, 
i.e., limited solely to espionage 
and sabotage matters, and domestic 
groups connected with foreign 
governments? 

(2) If not, please explain. 
(3) If other types of groups or individ~ 

uals were included in the index, 
please describe their activities. 

(4) If other groups or individuals were 
included in the general index but 

.·not··mentioned in the testimony, 
could Congress be fully apprised of 
of the scope of the FBI's intelli­
gence investigation activities at 
that time? 

(5) If so, please explain. 

A. Does the FBI believe that Congress has, 
by receiving testimony about the FBI's 
domestic intelligence activities as well 
as intelligence information, recognized 
the scope of FBI domestic intelligence 
activities and tacitly approved of those 
activities? 

B. If not, please explain. 
C. If so, does the FBI consider this tacit 

approval to be an additional authority 
to conduct domestic intelligence 
activities? 

D. If not, please explain. 

A. Is it the FBI's position that, aside 
from any intelligence investigation 
authority granted by the Presidential 

- 15 -
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Question 

·Directives, 28 U.S. C. 533 ,in conjunction 
with various criminal statutes,authorizes 
the FBI to infiltrate groups or other­
wise engage in affirmative, active 
intelligence gathering operations prior 
to the commitment or alleged commitment 
of a violation of one of the criminal 
statutes? 

B. If not, please explain. 
C. If so, what language in 28 U.S.C. 533,. 

considered in conjunction with various 
criminal statutes, authorizes such 
operations? 

D. Is it the position of the FBI that the 
Executive Orders relating to Federal 
employee loyalty matters authorize 
the FBI to infiltrate domestic groups 
or otherwise conduct continuing investi­
gations of groups or individuals for 
intelligence purposes? 

E. If so, please identify the Execut~ve 
Orders and the specific language in 
each that constitutes such authorization? 
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Paragraph ~estion 

1 

A. Besides the Sept. 14, 1967 instructions 
from the Attorney General and the Feb. 18, 
1969 instructions from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Internal Security Division, has 
the Department of Justice (DOJ) provided 
any other instructions or directives, 
applicable to a general situation rather 
than a specific group or individual, that 
pertain to FBI domestic intelligence 
investigations? 

B. If so, please provide copies of such 
instructions and directives. 

C. If not: 
(1) In what manner were these two instruc­

tions amplified by other policy 
instructions? 

( 2) Were policy instruct'ions pertaining to 
specific cases ever used by the FBI as 
guidance for a policy in a more general­
ized situation where no pertinent instru 
tions had been received from the Attorne} 
General or DOJ? 

(3) If so, please list the areas where this 
was done and provide pertinent docu­
mentation. 

(4) The parenthetical information suggests 
that besides the above mentioned dated 
memoranda other policy instructions 
were received and not all of these 
concerned specific cases. 
(1) Is this correct? 
(Z) If so, please explain if question A 

above, was answered in the negative. 

A. Testimony by Mr. Hoover as early as Nov. 30, 
1939, indicates that the FBI was maintaining 
indices on saboteurs, espionage·agents, 
subversives and others: 
(1) In light of this, why was it necessary 

for the FBI to query DOJ about the 
propriety of maintaining a list similar 

Docld : 32989641 Page 253 
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Question 

to the Security · Index when the legal 
authority for t~e Security Ind~x was 
repealed? 

(2) Please provide a copy of the FBI inquiry 
concerning this matter and the DOJ/ 
Attorney General response. 

B. Di·d the FBI .maintain a1y other index concur­
rent"ty with the Security Index? 

G. If so, please identify and explain the need 
for such index. 

A. Does the statement, "There are no investi­
gations of members of an organization which 
does not advocate the use of force * * *", 
mean that investigations are conducted of: 
(1)· Members to determine if they are 

leaders? 
{2) organization leaders? 

B. If investigations are made of group leaders, 
do such investigations encompass individuals 
who are not officers of the organization? 

C. If so, how is "leadership" determined. 
· D. What is the difference between: 

{1) "A demonstrated propensity for violence,>; 
and · 

{2) "subversive or revolutionary activity"? 
E. Are leaders or members of civil rights 

organizations investigated? 
F. If so, what distinction is there between 

such an organization and its leaders and 
members? 

- 2 -
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Question 

A. FBI investigations under Section 87 
are based on statutes and Depar.tmental 
Directives. 
(1) Does this mean that no authority 

was .conferred on the FBI by the 
various Presidential Directives? 

(2) If so, please explain in view of 
the position taken by Messrs. 
Wannall, Watters and Lacey that 
intelligence investigative 
authority was delegated to the FBI 
by Presidential Directives in 
addition to statutory Jurisdictior: 

(3) If Presidential Directives did 
delegate authority to FBI, why 
aren't the Directives cited as 
authority for investigations. 

B. What are the Department instructions 
to which reference is made? 

C. Are these the same Department instruc­
tions mentioned in Section 122, 
paragraph Ala, page 1? If not, what 
are these instructions?. 

A. What considerations affect the 
"desirability" of conducting an 
investigation of possible statutory 
violations discovered during the 
course of an investigation of sub­
versives? 

B. Would these same criteria apply to 
possible violations discovered in 
the course of extremist investigations 
(see Section 122, paragraph Ale, 
page la.)? 

C. If not, please explain. 

A. What authority exists for defining 
·"subversive activities" in the 
manner set forth? 

A. Since specific statutes provide the 
basis for FBI investigations and 
since a preliminary inquiry can be 
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Sec. Paragraph 
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Question 

conducted ·for 90 days without a 
specific indication of the statutory 
basis for the authority: 
(1) Please explain how statutory 

authority exists for such a 
preliminary inquiry during the 
·90 day period. 

(2) Does such a procedure mean that 
a cop.tact .. of unkno_wn nature 
between an individual and a 
subversive group is sufficient 
in itself to constitute an 
activity "which may result in a 
violation" of some statute even 
if the statute is not specified? 

~~A ~ ~~=~9_a_9_6_4_1 __ P_a_v_e_· _2_5_6_· · ~~---------------------- i 
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Paragraph Question 

la 

ld 

A. What is the purpose of the Manual? 

A. Please identify the "Departmental 
instructions" and provide copies of 
same if not already provided. 

B. As regards 18 U.S.C. §§241, 2383, 
2384, 2385, are attempts and con­
spiracies encompassed by the phrase 
"activities which may result in a 
violation "1: "1: "1:"? 

{1) If not, what activities does 
the phrase encompass? 

{2) If so, what other activities 
{describe generally) are 
covered by the phrase? 

{3) Where conspiracy is itself the 
crime {see 18 U.S.C. ~~241, 
2384 and 2385), what activities 
are covered by the phrase? 

A. Is the import of the· first sentence 
that: 
{1) The various Presidential 

Directives charged the FBI with 
only responsibility for the 
collection and coordination of 
internal security information? 

{2) This coordination and collection 
responsibility was passive 
in nature, not requiring active 
inve-stigations? 

{3) No intelligence investigative 
authority was conveyed to the 
FBI by the Presidential Direc­
tives? 

B. If A{l) is no: 
{1) What is meant? 
{2) Why does the third sentence 

state that there is a difference 
between the FBI's collection 
and coordination responsibility 
and its "jurisdictional authori t. 
for conducting active investi- · 
gations" under various statutes. 
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Page Sec. Paragraph guestioil 

·c. If A(2) is no, why does the third 
sentence emphasize that the authority 
for "active investigations" is 
derived from statutes and Departmen 
Directives? 

D' 
" 

If the Directives did convey authority 
( 1) What is the difference between 

a "responsibility" as in 
"responsibility to coordinate . 
and collect" and "authority" 
as in "jurisdictional authority" 

(2) Why does paragraph Ala of 
Section 122, at page 11 not 
mention the Presidential Direc-

~ tives' as authority for investi-
gations? 

I E. If A(l),(2),(3), or any one of them 
~ is answered yes, how can such an 

answer be reconciled with the positi 
found in the papers by Messrs. Wannal 
Watters and Lacey that the FBI was 
delegated authority to conduct active 
intelligence investigations by 
various Presidential Directives both 
oral and written? 

lb A le A. What is the authority for defining 
,;extremist activities" in the manner 
set out? 

B. How do ·"extremist activities" as 
defined differ from "subversive 
activities" as defined in Manu~l c 

Section 87, paragraph A4, page 4? 
c. If the definitions are the same or 

substantially the same, why is a 
distinction between extremists and 
subversives necessary? 

lc A lg A. What is a characterization of an 
individual or organization? 

3 2 e A. ·Please list all indices at both 
FBI headquarters and field office 
levels on which extremist individuals 
may be listed in addition to the 
ADEX and EPA. 
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