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U.S. Department of Justice 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

  Washington, D.C. 20535  

 
November 8, 2017 

 
MR. JOHN GREENEWALD JR. 
THE BLACK VAULT 
SUITE 1203 
27305 WEST LIVE OAK ROAD 
CASTAIC, CA  91384-4520 
 

FOIPA Request No.: 1352597-000 
Subject: ANGLETON, JAMES JESUS 

 
Dear Mr. Greenewald: 
  

Records responsive to your request were previously processed under the provisions of the 
Freedom of Information Act.  Enclosed is one CD containing 338 pages of previously processed documents 
and a copy of the Explanation of Exemptions.  This release is being provided to you at no charge. 

 
Documents or information referred to other Government agencies were not included in this release.   
 
Please be advised that additional records potentially responsive to your subject may exist. If this 

release of previously processed material does not satisfy your information needs for this request, you may 
request an additional search for records.  Submit your request by mail or fax to – Work Process Unit, 170 
Marcel Drive, Winchester, VA  22602, fax number (540) 868-4997. Please cite the FOIPA Request Number 
in your correspondence.   
 

For your information, Congress excluded three discrete categories of law enforcement and national 
security records from the requirements of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).  See 5 U.S. C. § 552(c) 
(2006 & Supp. IV (2010).  This response is limited to those records subject to the requirements of the FOIA.  
This is a standard notification that is given to all our requesters and should not be taken as an indication that 
excluded records do, or do not, exist. 

 
For questions regarding our determinations, visit the www.fbi.gov/foia website under “Contact Us.”  

The FOIPA Request Number listed above has been assigned to your request.  Please use this number in all 
correspondence concerning your request. 
 

You may file an appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), United States  
Department of Justice, Suite 11050, 1425 New York Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001, or you  
may submit an appeal through OIP's FOIAonline portal by creating an account on the following web 
site:  https://foiaonline.regulations.gov/foia/action/public/home.  Your appeal must be postmarked or 
electronically transmitted within ninety (90) days from the date of this letter in order to be considered timely.  
If you submit your appeal by mail, both the letter and the envelope should be clearly marked “Freedom of 
Information Act Appeal.”  Please cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so it may be 
easily identified. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.fbi.gov/foia
https://foiaonline.regulations.gov/foia/action/public/home


 

 You may seek dispute resolution services by contacting the Office of Government Information 
Services (OGIS) at 877-684-6448, or by emailing ogis@nara.gov.  Alternatively, you may contact the FBI’s 
FOIA Public Liaison by emailing foipaquestions@fbi.gov.  If you submit your dispute resolution 
correspondence by email, the subject heading should clearly state “Dispute Resolution Services.”  Please 
also cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so it may be easily identified. 
 
 
 

Sincerely, 

 
David M. Hardy 
Section Chief, 
Record/Information 
  Dissemination Section 
Records Management Division 

Enclosure(s)  

mailto:ogis@nara.gov
mailto:foipaquestions@fbi.gov


 

EXPLANATION OF EXEMPTIONS 

 

SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552 
 

(b)(1) (A) specifically authorized under criteria established by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interest of national defense or foreign 

policy and (B) are in fact properly classified to such Executive order; 

 

(b)(2) related solely to the internal personnel rules and practices of an agency; 

 

(b)(3) specifically exempted from disclosure by statute (other than section 552b of this title), provided that such statute (A) requires that the 

matters be withheld from the public in such a manner as to leave no discretion on issue, or (B) establishes particular criteria for withholding 

or refers to particular types of matters to be withheld; 

 

(b)(4) trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a person and privileged or confidential; 

 

(b)(5) inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law to a party other than an agency in litigation with 

the agency; 

 

(b)(6) personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy; 

 

(b)(7) records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records 

or information ( A ) could reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings, ( B ) would deprive a person of a right to a 

fair trial or an impartial adjudication, ( C ) could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, ( D ) 

could reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of confidential source, including a State, local, or foreign agency or authority or any 

private institution which furnished information on a confidential basis, and, in the case of record or information compiled by a criminal law 

enforcement authority in the course of a criminal investigation, or by an agency conducting a lawful national security intelligence 

investigation, information furnished by a confidential source, ( E ) would disclose techniques and procedures for law enforcement 

investigations or prosecutions, or would disclose guidelines for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions if such disclosure could 

reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law, or ( F ) could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of any 

individual; 

 

(b)(8) contained in or related to examination, operating, or condition reports prepared by, on behalf of, or for the use of an agency responsible for 

the regulation or supervision of financial institutions; or 

 

(b)(9) geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells. 

 

SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552a 

 

(d)(5) information compiled in reasonable anticipation of a civil action proceeding; 

 

(j)(2) material reporting investigative efforts pertaining to the enforcement of criminal law including efforts to prevent, control, or reduce crime 

or apprehend criminals; 

 

(k)(1) information which is currently and properly classified pursuant to an Executive order in the interest of the national defense or foreign 

policy, for example, information involving intelligence sources or methods; 

 

(k)(2) investigatory material compiled for law enforcement purposes, other than criminal, which did not result in loss of a right, benefit or 

privilege under Federal programs, or which would identify a source who furnished information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity 

would be held in confidence; 

 

(k)(3) material maintained in connection with providing protective services to the President of the United States or any other individual  pursuant 

to the authority of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3056; 

 

(k)(4) required by statute to be maintained and used solely as statistical records; 

 

(k)(5) investigatory material compiled solely for the purpose of determining suitability, eligibility, or qualifications for Federal civilian 

employment or for access to classified information, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person who furnished 

information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence; 

 

(k)(6) testing or examination material used to determine individual qualifications for appointment or promotion in Federal Government  service 

he release of which would compromise the testing or examination process; 

 

(k)(7) material used to determine potential for promotion in the armed services, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the  person 

who furnished the material pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence. 

 

FBI/DOJ 
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1J.~~~f;4_~1~8?~ / 
S DEC-. 4 1975 

~Bureau 
l(_\*'0 

\ r . _ . . J · . 11-'Kl!>~ tg · _ · "<·:: 
. (3) ';/·· f' V!C(;·o/sq Sf'(t.JI.AtJtJ c,.q . ·:-o ~~ ~. ~ , 

/··: / vALL INFORMATION CONTAINED · ·.~:. & ~~ 
/ / -·<"1:('·"' ·r·,r TC:: H{GLASSIF D .. ~ ·: ~ \ 
c ./ 3~ .. iEl.l• ~ ffl BY . ~ .~~~ , 

' . 

----

I 
I 



.·./> 

.... .=. ~: 

'· .. ,-

\ ' 

.. , 

: ·-·. 

._ 

' -~ .... 

·, 
-~- :~;~-: . ' 

1', 

.. " . 

. ~~·· 

. J.' 
tl, 0 !.,._·.:. 

. :.._' 

. •• - .':! 

. ta~en 

_.., .... 
··--· 

. . , : ~ ' .. 

.. 
'' 

\ ;.< , ~~:<<,. '':3i~Jti;c, \;· :'j·,,, ~ 
J .. - ~~- ._ ., •• • t ·• · . _ . ..... . ·. :_· •• ·., • . • '-·CI~~ 18 {:,.:&4f ~J , ~ 

. ·: ::f· .. ·• . ··' '<Fii.rmerly :Di·C. Forin :No.45a .Rev. •,(!N9))· '·· : .• ~1 
:-. " ....... , • f • - 0.: ,, _ _ • • • •••• ..:<' 

.. 
•: ' ~ ', :: •' ' ' " • •J I 

:""'±:I'II"'::H::l'~b:-l=-'c...:.'\:;H--,---1k:l\:il~l::I+IH.f:JH:i~~c-'---"·~-: :_:~·"'. :7"':;·.,.; t-· ..,· :"'~·.:.,: • ..,;~,: ... ( ;,,! ~)i::~f:/;: ; , , 

. ··~- ~ · . .. ,. 
• ••• 'J 

:· .. -~: ·;f:~'~ - ·.\.. . .~-~. - . 
- - ~. ,.,,J·e~ry. 

' • '. I~""~ • • - .•;,• 

' ~; :;': ~".::J~~)j;_·:~- ~-~r~··· ~ i ,;X': 1 ~o. ~ ·' -' ·l'· \ o -~ ~~-. "~v~~ ~=;~!; 

.. :.~ ... ··.;:·;~>· : :::. ~ ~~~ >-~ :t· 
.... ~ .. ~·:: 

' . . 
•' t ·:- :· 

":' • 

... 

. ·:· .. 

.' t 

·' 
' 

_ .. '· 

. '. '·'··., 

.; . ·: 

.:•·.'···:·."12 2. Mary;la'nd,·Aveh1ue··~ .- .N 
. '. . . ' ·: .. . ... ~ ..... ·. . ." . . 1 .• . .. . ..... 

·:.•J:·: washing.ton.~- ... D ·~'C·. 20002 
<: ;·\-("'':--:. ·i;,L : .' · .. :, ,~;.··~ .:.:~. : ·:,:·: :·~~;: :'. ,\ : . ~ '::·· 



... < . -... 

I. 
~' 

- ' 

I · 

' .. , 
' '-'' -, I 

\ 

!"- r, 

.. 

,;_. 

::,'-) 
-:t--: ·-· 

. ,,;/.\ 
.:.,'_ 

.-. -:. 
_.:·." : •. ~· 
I J~,\; 

. ·.~· -~ 

~ ;.1 

,ri< 

~- · . ~t j. 



'HELMS iJ1' 
- ·.o~par~nlent o.f i Stat~ 

United States Embassy 
Teheran, Iran; 
JAMES ~R .. SCHLESINGER 
Department of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301; 
RUFUS N. TAYLOR 
90-A North Lake View Drive 
V'Jhispering Pines, North Carolina 28389; 
ROBERT E. CUSHMAN, JR. 
Commandant of the Marine Corps, 
N~vy Department, \A!ashington, D.C. 20380; 
V:8RNON A. WALT::~RS 

22955 Ocean Boulevard 
Palm Beach, Florida 33480: 
l'-!ILLIAM E. COLBY 
Central Intelligence 
Washington, DC. 20505; 
CORD MEY~~R I JR. 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, DC 20505; 
JAMES J. ANGLETON 
4814 33rd Road 
North Arlington, VA. 22210; 
~~!ILLIAM HOOD 
4450 South Park Avenue 
Chevy Chase, Maryland; 
RAYMOND P. ROCCA 
3355 Tennyson Street 
Washington, D.C.; 
RICHARD OBER 
Old Executive Office Building 
\!Iashington, DC 20505; 
HOvJARD OSBORN 
6803 E~st Avenue 
Chevy Chase, Maryland; 
JAM!!:S MURPHY 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washihgton, DC_ 20505; 
MARSHALL GARTER 
c/0 U.S. Milpercen 
200 Stovall Street 
Alexandria, Virginia 22332 
Attn. DAPC-PAS-l\; 
NOEL GAYLER 
Department of the Navy 
The Pentagon 
v!ashington, DC 20301; 
SAMUEL C. PHILLIPS 
Department of the Air Force 

~·'7'~·,.~ -i.'?.-.j,: :.~The · Re·Bta.g.on 
~~;i·i> ·K·\ : .• -~" ... .' . · ·~·.' .. · ... ~ • .-· '10 ~·~-~ 
1(_ ~ . ·· · · -;Pashingto)j·l1 DC 2 0301; 
.• d· ··\.~..... . .. ":. ;:.· ·, ~ . ·•i:L·,;J 

( 
j 

t:-~-:-'- ' ' T. ,l.<'T,-7 J;b[.l$J)h'··-'.:IR 
· N~E-~-~n-~-~ :.~-~,_cur rt:y --Agen-cy~--.....--'-' ·--~-- ::::::::::-:- :::: .. ~--:---::. =-="--~~~~====~-'"""""'=. ~_.. .... .., 

Fort. · ·Meade !~·"' .[lllary land; 
LOUIS J;·J . TORDZLLZ\ 
9518 E. Stanhope Road 
Kensington, Maryland; 
L. - PATRICK G~~y III 
325 State Street 
New London, Connecticut 06320; 

· ... · : ·· : 
.. '- ": . 
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ITED Sx!IT~3 DrsTRICT cr:t 
R THE DISTRICT OF COLU . 

. ' ' 

----=-----------------------------X 
~ 

Maryland 20902; 

P1lace 
60611~ 

02138; 

Street, N.K. 
DC 20011; 

b-:":sC~.:H t<.:.{l:HTER 

41 Consh ho ken State Road 
Apt. ~ 

Bala · 19004; 
EDIT . 
10216 

20901: 

19102; 

INC. 

on behalf of themselves and all other persons 
and organizations similarly situated, 

v. 
Plaint.iffs, 

(i) 

CIVIL .ACTION 
NO. 75-1773 
FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT-CLASS 
.ACTION FOR 
DECLARATORY AND 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
AND MONEY DAMAGES 
(Judge Green) 
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• J'-'r.)mJ;:NCE KELLEY 
, .Direc~or~ Federal 

' 

·.: ... 
·. , ·., · . ,. 

. . . 
Waphing,ton, n.c. ~ 
JAMJ:!:S J. ROY::'LEY 
9615 Glencrest Lane 
Kensington, Maryland~ 
H. ·STUART KNIGHT 

of Investigation 

Director, u.s. Secret Service 
Department of the Treasury 
v-Jash:imgton, D.C.; 
JOSEPH CARROLL 
7306 Rippon Road 
Alexandria, Virginia; 
DONALD BENNZTT 
c/o Defense Intelligence Agency 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301; 
VINCENT DE POIX 
2782 N. Wakefield 
Arlington, Virginia; 
JOHN INGERS.OLL 
c/o Drug Enforcement Administration 
u.s. Department of Justice 
1i·Jashington, D.C.~ 
JOHN R. BARTELS, JR 
c/o Drug Enforcement Administration 
u.s. Department of Justice 
Vashington, D.C.; 
HESTERN UNION INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
2100 N Street, Ntr·r 
Washington, D.C.~ 

RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
60 Broad Street 
New York, N.Y. 10004; 
ITT v.70RLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
67 Broad Street 
New York, N.Y. 10004; 
JOHN DOE, RICHARD Rei~ and other unknown 

agents and employees of the United 
States Government, 

Defendants. 

-----------------~-----------------X 

•·. 

Plaintiffs, by their attorneys, allege as follows for their 

First Amend~nd Complaint: 

JURISDICTION 

1. This is a civil action for declaratory and injunctive relief 

of this Court is predicated on Title 18, United States Cods Section 

2520; Title 28, United States Code, Sections 1331 (a), 1343(4} and 

1361; Title 47, United States Code, Section 605; Title 42, United 
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'~'I 

. s.tates_·.code,. Secti~85(3): and the First, .-th, Fifth ~nd 
Ninth Amendments to the Constitution. 

2. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interests and costs, 

exceeds $10,000. 

Pl\RTIES 

3. Plaintiffs: 

a. ~mRY CHANDLER is an American citizen and a member of 

Pomen Strike for Peace. 

b. ADELE HALKIN is an American citizen and a member of 

vJornen Strike for Peace. 

c. STEVE HALLI\rJELL is an American citizen, a former officer 

of Students for a Democratic Society and a founding member of the 

Committee for Liaison with Families of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam. 

d. DON LUCE is an American citizen and Executive Director 

of Clergy and Laity Concerned. 

e. JONATHAN MIRSKY is an American citizen and from 1963 to 

the present he has been a leader of anti-war activities. 

f. SIDNEY PECK is an American citizen, a former Co-chair-

person of the National l'1obilization Committee to :::!:nd the T'?ar in 

Vietnam and the former Nat,ional Coordinator of People's Coalition for 

Peace and Justice. 

g. NANCYANN RAr.1S~'Y is an American citizen and a member of 

Women Strike for Peace. 

h. DANIEL SCHECHTER is an American citizen formerly assoc-

iated with Ramparts Magazine and the Africa Research Group, and a 

participant in various anti-war activi~ties over the last decade. 
~~ . ': .: : 
~ :: ~ : ~ 

i. ETHEL TAYLOR is an Ame'r·::Ccan citizen and the National 
:·_./ 

Coordinator of ·l·'!omen Strike for PeaC'e::·· 

j. EDITH VILLASTRIGO is an American citizen, a member of 

Women Strike for Peace and was a delegate to the 1973 yrorld Congress 

of Peace Forces. 

k. CORA WEISS is an American citizen, a leader of Women 

Strike for Peace, a former Co-chairperson of the New Mobilization 
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Vietnam. a member "he Board of Direct-. · C<":>mmi~t~.e 
' 

ors .of Clergy and Laity Concerned and a former Co-chairperson of the 

Committee of Liaison with Families of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam. 

1. THE AMERICAN INDIAN MOVEMENT (AIM) is a nonprofit corp-

oration dedicated to advancing the well being, self-determination and 

cultural preservation of the native peoples of the American continents. 

m. THE AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICg COMMITTEE, INC. (l\FSC) 

is a non-profit corporation dedicated to furthering the historic peace 

testimony and the social aims of the several branches of the Religious 

Society of Friends. 

n. CLERGY AND LAITY CONCERNED (CALC) is a non-profit inter-

faith peace organization which has protested u.s. involvement in the 

Indochina viTar since 1965. 

o. The COivlMITT::.~i:!: OF CONCERNED AS IAN SCHOLARS ( CCZ-\S) is a 

non-profit organization dedicated to opposing American intervention 

in the internal affairs of countries in Southeast Asia. 

p. The COMMITTEE OF LIAISON ~:7ITH FAMILIES OF SERVICJ2:MEN 

DETAINED IN VIETNAM (COLIAFAM) is a non-profit organization which has 

worked for an end to u.s. involvement in the War in Indochina and 

the release of prisoners of war. 

q. HOiv1BN STRI!ill FOR PEACE is a non-profit organization 

dedicated to anti-war activities, including activities to end the 

war in Indochina. 

4. Defendants: 

a. Defendant RICHARD H::'"i:LMS is the United States .Ambassador 

to Iran and was Director of the Central Intelligence Agency (herein-
·, . ·:-- : ~;. ': 

. ;,., 
~ after sometimes "CIA") from 19~6 to 1973. · . 

' • t • •, ,, ·'I , • ·~ ' 

~-- J • ..;.-•• :-:·~~;,-;. •• • ..~.:·f·· ,._ -....: ' 
~·~r.--.-~":; •' ·7_:;: ' •l \. ' '• •·"- 'Or 

b. Defendant· jzThiE:s R·~- .. ,·scHLZSINGER-was·-~f~.~:t',~·t~~-¥~Pf:.~:q~J., .. ·~~::.:.~';-::·~:.~;,.·"~/~ 
• • _,._ • • 4 .. ~-..l-•. -. __ !' .•..• <~"':' ~.f/""''·"'!•· . .'! .·_.,_ .. -..rr.t~~ ... ~ 

' .. , ·:-. 1>':\.·.·y '::: 
from August 1973 to November 197'5 and Director of the CIA from :·:·: :. ·· · 

~; \ .. . .·.· 

··.:·.: _ ... ,. 
February to July 1973. 

c. Defendant RUFUS N. TAYLOR is a Vice Admiral in the U.S. 

Navy and was Deputy Director of the CIA from 1966 to 1969. 
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.. 
d •. Defenft ROBERT E. CUSHMAN, 

c--"~- ! 

JR.~a General.in the 
. c 

u.s. Marine Corps and a member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and was 

Deputy Director of the CIA from 1969 to 1971. 

e. Defendant VERNON A. WALTERS is a Lieutenant General in 

the U.S. Army and was Deputy Director of the CIA in 1972. 

f. Defendant v\T!LLIAM E. COLBY is Director of Central 

Intelligence and of the CIA, and was Executive Director of the CIA 

from.l972 to 1973, and Deputy Director for Operations of the CIA in 

1973. 

g. Defendant CORD W~YER, JR. was, at times material to this 

complaint, Assistant Deputy Director for Plans of the CIA. 

h. Defendant JAOC~S J. ANGLETON was, at times material to . -~ ·-

this complaint, Chief of the Counterintelligence Staff of the CI.A. 

i. Defendant v.:ILLIAM HOOD was, at times material to this 

complaint, Deputy Chief of the Counterintelligence Staff of the CIA. 

j. Defendant RAY ROCCA was, at times material to this 

complaint, Assistant to the Chief of the Counterintelligence Staff of 

.the CIA. 

k. Defendant RICHARD OBER was, at times material to this 

complaint, in charge of a domestic surveillance operation of the 

Counterintelligence Staff of the CIA designated as ca~OS. 

1. Defendant HOWARD OSBORN was, at times material to this 

complaint, Director of Security of the CL'l. 

m. Defendant JAM!:!:S MURPHY was, at times material to this 

complaint, Director of the Office of Operations of the CIA. 

n. Defendant MARSHALL CARTER, a retired Lieutenant-General 

. : · in the U.S. Army, was Director of· the National .Security Agency 
~<"::u,w ~-------- --·-'··.....-..--- --..:;;.___ --------- ---....-.... ·-~~-: .. -- ---_..;·- ·-.;._.~,~__..._ .. i__ _,.,.____ . ' . . . -. . . ' . ' .· . ) .. :· : .~~· ~-- ~ 

{hereinafter sometimes "NSA"} from 1967 fo-"r9b'9~·_...,_·~~ '"' ~~ 

o. Defendant NOEL GAYLER, Vice Admiral in the U.S. Navy, t_~~ 

was Director of the NSA from January 1969 to July 1972. 

P· Defendant SAMUEL c. PHILLIPS, a Lieutenant-General in 

the u.s. Air Force, was Director of the NSA from August 1972 to July 

1973. 
-6-



. • q .... Defef LEI•! ALLEN~ JR •• a Lie,.nt-General in the 

U.s. Air Force, is Director of the NS.A.. 

r. Defendant LOUIS TORDELLA was, at times material to this 

complaint, the Deputy Director of the NSA. 

s. Defendant L. Pl\TRICK GRAY III was, at times material to 

this complaint, Acting Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

(hereinafter sometimes 11 FBI 11
). 

t. Defendant CLARENCE KELLEY is Director of the FBI. 

u. Defendant JAMgs J. RO'illli""Y was Director of the United 

States Secret Service (hereinafter sometimes 11Secret Service 11
) from 

1967 until October 1973. 

v. Defendant H. STUART KNIGHT is Director of the Secret 

Service. 

w. Defendant JOSEPH CARROLL is a Lieutenant-General in 

the United States Air Force and was Director of the Defence Intelli-

gence Agency (hereinafter sometimes 11 DIA 11
) from 1961 to 1969. 

x. Defendant DONALD BENNETT is a Lieutenant-General in 

the United States Army and was Director of DIA from September 1969 to 

August 1972. 

y. Defendant VINCENT DE POIX is a Vice Admiral in the 

United States Navy and was Director of DIA from August 1972 until 

September 1974. 

z. Defendant JOHN INGERSOLL was Director of the Bureau of 

Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs (hereinafter 11 BNDD 11
) and its predecessor 

agency from 1968 to June 1973. 

aa. Defendant JOHN R. BARTELS, JR. was Director of the 

BNDD and its successor agency from June 1973 to May f975 ~: 
. - , r .~ • 

~~~·-- -~-~) ... ~··· . •' -~-'~b.· :':""'"0€!-fendants--.JOHN -·-DoE : .. RICHARD ROE and other unknown . . ... _ \';!~----~·:: .. ; .. :. · .. , .. ': .. - ,-· ... .': .. ;;:.-. · .. - ·:' . ··.- ~·- .• :··< ·: -.:'··-1; .; .. ~~·~.:. -

agents or ·employees of the uriited 'States Government are persons .. ~ . . .. . . ' . . . . . 

unknown to Plaintiffs who participated with the other Defendants in 

the actions alleged in this complaint. 

cc. All the foregoing individual defendants are sued in 

their individual and official or former official capacities. 
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T---- ~ ···~-~·- -- .. ·-·. 

UNION INTf5f®A"'AL, INC. a 

communications common carrier, does business in the District of 

Columbia and provides overseas cable and telegraph service. 

ee. Defendant RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., a communica-

tions common carrier, does business in the District of Columbia and 

provides overseas cable and telegraph service. 

ff. DefEmdant ITT l•70RLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC. , a communica-

tions common carrier, does business in the District of Columbia and 

provides 0verseas telegraph ahd cable service. 

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

5. This suit is brought as a class action pursuant to Rule 

23(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and is maintainable 

under Rule 23 (b) (1) (Z.\), 23 (b) (2) and 23 (b) (3). 

6. Plaintiffs represent a class of United States citizens and 

domestic organizations who at various times during and after 1967 

engaged in activities in opposition to the war in Indochina or in 

other lawful political activities, as a result of which (a) their 

international wire, cable or radio communications were intercepted 

and divulged without any judicial or statutory authorization by the 

National Security Agency acting at the request of other United States 

government agencies, and/or (b) theirpolitical and .other 

constituionally protected activities became the subject of intrusive 

counterintelligence actions and files, conducted and maintained by 

a Special Operations Group within . the Central Intelligence Agency 

known as "Operation CHAOS". 

7. The class is so numerous as to make joinder of all members 

...... . · .·-
imposs ,ible:. The total number and :i;d.ehtity of the class members is 

information and belief, that the class ·<numbers at least 8, 820 

individuals, and 1,000 organizations. 

8. The common questions of law and fact affecting all members 

of the class predominate over any questions affecting only individual 

members to such a degree that a class action is the only method 
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'availa:hle fo~ the ~and efficient adjudica'll! of this controversy~ ,. 

The prosecution of separate claims by the members of the class would 

constitute an undue burden on the vindication of their rights and 

create the risk of inconsistent or varying adjudications, and could 

establish incompatible standards for the defendants• conduct. 

9. The claims of the representative parties have the same 

legal and factual basis as the claims of the members of the class, the 

defendants have acted on similar grounds with respect to all members 

of the class, common relief is sought, and plaintiffs will fairly and 

adequately protect the interests of the class. 

FACTS 

10. On information and belief, in and after August 1967 defend-

ants HELMS, TAYLOR, COLBY, MEYER, ANGL3TON, HOOD, ROCCA, OBER, OSBORN, 

SCHLESINGER, CUSHMAN, trJALTERS and MURPHY (hereinafter sometimes 11 the 

CIA defendants .. ) established and administered a Special Operations 

Group, known as Operation CHAOS (hereinafter 11 CHAOS 11
), within the 

CIA's counterintelligence staff. 

11. On information and belief, the purpose of the CIA defendants 

in establishing CID~OS was to collect, coordinate, evaluate, file and 

report information on"foreign contacts" of American citizens resident 

in the United States who expressed in various forms their political 

and moral opposition to the war in Indochina and other policies of 

the national government. 

12. On information and belief, reports prepared by CHAOS and 

other units of the CIA beginning in 1967 concluded that domestic 
...... 

\ opposition to the Indochina war, of which the activities of plaintiffsr 

and their class were a part, had no significant foreign connection~ 
;..,. 

13. On-inforrnat16n..: ~U\d oe-ri·e f-, cHAos-gathered--in format: ion £rorn 

'

·,.{ :<1' ---·. •••. .._.._ - ' 

. ..;:.·"',' 

other units of the CIA and from other agencies, including.the FBI, 
... 

much of which related to the constitutionally protected associational 
.. .. 

and domestic political activities of the plaintiff class. 

14. On information and belief, CHAOS recruited and trained 

approximately 40 undercover agents who infiltrated domestic organi-

-9-
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· .. z.ai:iohs·, an\1 J:epor«on their constitutional(!/t:otected associa­

tional and domestic political activities, which reports, or 

information derived from them, were filed \'lith CHZ-\OS and disseminated 

to other units of the CIA and to other agencies. 

14a. On information and belief, the CIA defendants authorized 

and directed their CHAOS agents and employees to discredit and 

disrupt the constitutionally protected associational and domestic 

political activities of the plaintiffs and their class through the 

actions of undercover agents who infiltrated the plaintiff organiza-

tions, and through other counterintelligence actions. 

15. On information and belief, between 1967 and 1974 CHAOS 

opened and maintained "201" or "personality" files on approximately 

7,200 individual United States citizens engaged in constitutionally 

protected associational and domestic political activities, including 

each of the named individual plaintiffs. 

16. On information and belief, between 1967 and 1974 CHAOS 

opened and maintained approximately 1000 separate subject files on 

domestic organizations, including each of the named plaintiff organi-

zations. 

17. On information and belief, the information in the personality 

and organization files opened and maintained by CHAOS related to 

constitutionally protected associational and domestic political 

activities of the plaintiffs and members of their class. 

18. On information and belief, information on the plaintiffs 

and members of their class which was gathered by CHAOS was conveyed 

by the CIA defendants to the t~ite House, the FBI, and to other 

government agencies. 
·.· •' .. 

.. · .. ,· .. 
19. · On -information and belief, __ ~pmeti!Jl§L .. after Sept .. ember.:l969 .... ,···. 

. ·- . - .......... - . ·.-.-- .. - .. 
. :.. : 

CHAOS supplied a "watchlist" of United States citizens, includi'ng 

plaintiffs and their class, to another unit of the CIA, as a result 

of which first class mail from and to individuals on the watchlist 

was opened without any warrant or other form of judicial or 

legislative authorization, and copies of the opened letters .or 

-10-
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·,,It· ...... 

· ,i~fo~mab:on . .a~rive~rn them were supplied t~S, made a· part 

o; the CHAOS files and used by the CIA defendants. 

20. On information and belief, sometime after September 1969 

CHAOS also supplied a "watchlist" to agents and employees of the NSA, 

which included the names of all the named plaintiffs. 

21. On information and belief, for a period of time not known 

to plaintiffs, defendants, CARTER, GAYLER, PHILLIPS, TORDELLA and 

ALLEN (hereinafter sometimes "the NSA defendants"), have authorized 

and directed the monitoring or interception, by their agents and 

employees, of the international communications of United States 

citizens, including cable and radio channels between the United 

States and foreign countries, selected telephone channels between the 

United States and foreign countries, and selected telephone and cable 

channels between foreign countries, all without warrants or any other 

form of judicial or legislative authorization. 

22. On information and belief, at various times beginning in 

1967, the NSA defendants, without warrants or any other forms of 

judicial or legislative authorization, authorized and directed their 

agents and employees to intercept and divulge or procure the 

interception and divulgence, of wire, cable or radio communications 

of, or relating to, members of the plaintiff class on the CHL1.0S 

"watchlist" provided to NSA by the CIA, and on other "watchlists" 

provided to NSA by defendants GRAY, ro~LLEY and other officials of 

th,e Federal Bureau of Investigation ("the FBI defendants"); 

defendants ROWLEY, KNIGHT and other officials>of the United States 

Secret Service ("the Secret Service defendants"): defendants 

CARROLL, BENNETT, DE POIX and other officials of the Defense 
........... 

~ --:-~~· IQt.e1.l,ig~~"""" ~gen~y_ (".the _l)J-.!~ defendants") ; and defe~dants .• . . . - . ·--=· ---....,____,- -·-- - . --... -,-.-~ ... --.. ____,-"'-'-''-=:::;..;;;,£:!11 

INGJ~RSOLL and BARTELS and other offic.icits· in the Bureau of Narcotics 
\ .. ·. 

and Dangerou·s Drugs ("the BNDD defendants"). 

23. On information and belief, agents and employees of the NSA 

defendants procured the assistance and cooperation of defendants 

NESTf~RN UNION INTERNATIONAL, INC. , RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS INC .. : and 
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I~'l' i•l(JRLP _co~NI., INC.· (hereinafter spes "i:he compi!ny 

defendants") in intercepting and divulging, without warrants or ·any 

other forms of judicial or legislative authorization, the wire, cable 

or radio communications of, or relating to the plaintiff class. 

24. On information and belief, as a result of the warrantless 

and judicially and legislatively unauthorized interception and 

divulgence .of the wire, cable or radio communications of plaintiffs 

and their class by the NSA and company defendants, at the request 

of the CIA, FBI, Secret Service, DIA and BNDD defendants, NSA 

supplied the CIA, FBI, Secret Service, DIA and BNDD defendants with 

summaries of the intercepted communications (hereinafter "the NSA 

materials 11
) of the plaintiff class, which related to anti-war 

activities, travel abroad and other constitutionally protected 

movements and activities of members of the class. 

25. On information and belief, information derived from the 

NSA materials was used and shared by the CIA, FBI, Secret Service, DIA 

and BNDD defendants and placed in files maintained by these 

defendants relating to the plaintiffs and their class. 

26. On information and belief, in November 1974 some of the 

NSA materials were returned by the CIA defendants to NSA. 

27. On information and belief, the CIA defendants caused the 

NSA materials to be returned to NSA because they knew the materials 

were the products of illegal and unconstitutional interceptions and 

divulgence of the plaintiffs' wire, cable or radio communications. 

28. On information and belief, originals or copies of the NSA 

materials are intact in the possession of the NSA, FBI, Secret Service, 

DI.A and BNDD. . ' 
I.;"' 

29. On- information .and belief, -th~: CIA, FBI, Secret Servi~e, 
~f--.,~~ ~ t" • ~~~-P .•.. -.........p:e_ :==:: - ,. - ...... 

DIA and BNDD continue to maintain and disseminate files con"t'a'Ln'?i"""'":::n~g;:::;:~llfl\1r.;: 

information about the constitutionally p;ot~cted associational and 

political· activities of the plaintiffs· arid their class, including 

information illegally and unconstitutionally obtained by .. :.intercepting 

and divulging tho privata mail and wire, cable or radio communications 

-12-
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;·-of ,the ~s. 
On inform~tfon •• ' 

.. . i -

and belief, the individual and company 

defendants have engaged in an extended conspiracy unlawfully to 

conceal the acts complained of in paragraphs 10-29, §~pra, from the 

named plaintiffs and members of their class, from ~ongress, and from 

the public. 

31. On information and belief, each of the defendants knew of 

and participated in, and/or concealed the il'legal and unconstitutional 

activities described in paragraphs 10-29, s~R~~-

32. On information and belief, each of the CI.A defendants knew 

that their actions described above were taken in violation of the CIA's 

charter. 

33. On information and belief, oane of the defendants who 

participated in the· actions described in paragraphs 10-29 above had a 

good faith belief that his or its actions· were lawful. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

34. The defendants' procurement of interception and 

divulgence and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable 

or radio communications of plaintiffs and their class were 

unreasonable and illegal, and were not made in good faith reliance 

on any judicial, legislative or other valid authorization, or other 

reasonable belief in their legality. 

35. The defendants' procurement of interception and divulgence, 

and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio 

communications of plaintiffs and their class violated Title 18, 

United States Code, Sections 2511 and 2520, and Title 47 United States . 

~· Code, Section 605. 

36. The defendants' procurement of interception and divulgence, --- ·- .... . ~ ~ - - .... - .... ... . __ ...,__,__ ....... __ ___ .. . ... ____ _ 
·---- --. --- ·-·-·-· ~ ~ -·-- - ·-· ··------~~ ......... 

and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio 

cornrn~nications of plaintiffs and their class deprived plaintiffs of 

their rights of free speech and association under the First Amendment, 

their right to security against unreasonable searches and seizures 

guaranteed by the Fourth Amendment, and their right of privacy 

• ... ·. . ·.' 
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guaran~eed .by' the 
"- .. 

Fourth, Fifth and Ni4: .Amendments . ." 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

37. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each allegation in para-

graphs 1-33, supra. 

38. The defendants• maintenance and dissemination of files on 

the constitutionally protected associational and political activities 

of plaintiffs and their class deprived plaintiffs of their rights of 

free speech and association under the First Amendment and their right. 

to privacy under the First, Fourth, Fifth and Ninth .Amendments. 

39. Defendants• infiltration of the plaintiff organizations and 

members of their class by the use of undercover agents with false or 

concealed identities who disrupted, discredited and reported on the 

plaintiffs' constitutionally protected associational and political 

activities deprived plaintiffs of their freedom of speech and 

association protected by the First Amendment, their right to 

security against unreasonable searches and seizures protected by the 

Fourth Amendment and their right to privacy protected by the First, 

Fourth, Fifth and Ninth Amendments. 

40. The activities of the defendants set forth above continue 

to interfere with, discourage and deter the plaintiffs in the 

exercise of their rights of free speech, assembly and association, 

and their right to petition the government for redress of grievances, 

guaranteed by the First Amendment. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

41. PlaJg~iffs repeat and reallege each allegation in paragraphs 

1-33, supra .(!~tr 
i i ', _; ! _: 

42. .The,··CIA defendants •-.. ~:a:·C'tions described above are: in violation ·.v . 

PHEREFORE, plaintiffs request that the Court grant_,. the following 
' .. -- ·:"".,,.,,~- .. 

relief::·:<_;\~/ 
A. ····•:':?\"declaratory 

• · '.· ~ • ';t ... , II 

'· 

..• ··:.~·!· 

judgment that the course of conduct and 

activities of the defendants set forth above are illegal and un-

constitutional; 
-14-
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1i'-..._ ' ~ 

. ./ :,;;;z '·, p':r:elimin~nd permanent injunctid~·-····.- joining 'the 

, ;~e~;nts f:Jo~ en::!Sg· in the activities de~~d to be illegal and I ,. 
~ unconstitutional; 

~} c. A 'mandatory injunction or writ of mandamus ordering the 
•· .• 

defendants t'o-j;>roduce before the Court, for delivery to the plaintiffs 

and members of their class for destruction, all files, reports, re-

cords, photographs, data computer tapes and cards, and all other 

materials derived from defendants' illegal and unconstitutional act-

ivities relating to plaintiffs and all other persons similarly 

situated; 

D. Each named plaintiff and member of the plaintiff class have 

·-

judgment against each defendant in the sum of $100.00 per day of 

procurement of interception,. divu'{l::genoe arid1•usc, and interception, 

divulgence and use of the plaintiffs' wire, cable or radio 

communications, as ; ~~---'Vl liquidated damages pursuant to Title 18, United 

"JStates Code Section 
. -, I 

2520 and Title 47, United States Code, Section 

· · .:·r· E. 
.... _. ______ ____ 

Bach named plaintiff and member of the plaintiff class 
i·- •. 

' , . ' I)'; .~- •' l' 

~--""'~htve judgment agains!"?-< ~ach defendant in a sum to be determined by 

the Court for violation of plaintiffs' First, Fourth, Fifth and 
I t." r·-..:,. 

Ninth Amendment. ·rights. 

\ F. Recovery in the amount of $50,000 punitive damages for the 

willful violation of constitutional rights for each plaintiff and 
~_J 

each member of·the plaintiff class. 

G. The reasonable costs of this action and attorneys' fees of 

~~"'/ 

plaintiffs. 

H. Such other and further relief as the Court shall deem just :·. 

-~-~- '* "'-·-EO"Qq ;·'·h~ 

JOHN H.F ~l:f.:cF£~ r~~ 
...... ~- t 

·:::.!:~ ... ·' . 

' ' '· 

-15-

MELVIN L. t\1ULF 
American Civil Liberties Union 

Foundation 
22 East 40th Street 
New York, New York 10016 
(212) 725-1222 
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Dated: November 1975 
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\ 
\' 

I, 

~ .. ~ ). . ~ . 
' · 

'. 

: ( :~ 

:{\.venue, NE 
l,!ashington, ri.c. 20002 
(202) 544-5380 

PHILIP J. HIRSCHKOP 
P.O. Box 1226 
108 N. Columbus St. 
Alexandria, Va. 22313 
( 703) 836-5555 ~ 

WALTER SLOCOMBE 
1101 17th Street, N .l'i. 
r~:ashington, D.C. 20036 
(202) 293-3900 

HOPE EASTMAN 
American Civil Liberties Union, 

Foundation 
410 First Street, SB 
~7ashington, DC 20003 
{202) 544-1681 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

-
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. \. tf~tTEJ:!i STATES.. ERNMENT 
,. ~ • <~ 

.M emora.ndum 
" 'Ill . ·-· 

TO : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 1/14/76 i 

·' 

..... '.; . ,., ;,; 

~~ 
Assoc. Oir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

De~- AD lnv. _ 

Ai:'st. Oir.: 
Admin. __ 

. Camp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 

!dent. . ·- · 

l~(FROM 
~~-~ 

Legal Counse11fU. 

Gen. In~. 
lnspectio. · · · 

· Intel!. · 

Labora~ 

Le.p~jm.~ 
~ 

SUBJECT: 
tJ 

MARY CHANDLER, et al. v. 
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1773 

RICHARD HELMS, et al. , · 
(D.D.C.) 

Plan. & Eva I._ 
Spec. lnv. _ 

Training __ 

.,.____~,_,.~ .. ~(~- Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Sec'y _ 

Plaintiffs in captioned civil action represent a 
class of United States citizens and domestic organizations. 
who at various times during and after 1967 engaged in 
activities opposing United sfates involvement in the Indochina 
War. In their complaint plaintiffs allege that their wire, 
cable or radio communications were intercepted and divulged 
by the National Security Agency acting at the request of 

· other Government agencies an~ that their political activities 
became the subject of counterintelligence actions, including 
mail openings, by the CIA, wh,ich gathered. information · 54· 1 
furnished by the FBI. Defendants include former Acting . A;•·"' 
Director Gray, pirecto.r Kelley, and numerous other present ~ 
and former Federal officials. : . ' 

By attached memorandum dated 12/23/75, the Assistant 
Attorney General, Criminal Division, requested a litigation report 
concerning captioned civil ac-ttion. As j!_~_t_Q_f_J:b-i~~.,.!:.§RQ,!;J:.,,.~. 
~--~-~q~~ t~~-. th~_!, __ W~--~9.Y.~.~~-.. ~~~i§l.~J:t§l_+.".-t9.;.~~----.:S..~E"-e.~.~-! .... g:t;' .. ,_ a.nY.QI!.§ ..... ori 
£~!:~~-~----?-~ .. !.!!.~§-~~~E~~.':~ ~ . ~m~~-~~s •. }:-.1:?:"·.~~-~,,.-~?.!fR.~Ang ..... ~-~~ .. R,nY.: ... t:hnu~J?,,.. . 
mater1.al to the allegat·rt>hs 1.n the. compla1.nt · (dur1.ng and after 1967) : 
~--~····~~ ... ,_ _...,.,,, -~ .... .._ ....... ~,.··•••''''·'HO ' 0'"" '' ,,..,.....,,~,,' ' .... , .......... ,, .. ,_,, , ,,. •. ,. ,,,,,~~· ·-.. ~ ..... _.... 

Enclosure 

a. Authorized, : conducted or procured 
electronic surveillance of any 
plaintiff or the interception or 
opening of any plainti~f'_; ~~i}ilt2L, ;£;£ ~~~ 

R£.C-40 f:l-qr- =?bd~ '"' . 
·.. &tsfiifG~~~(~ 

b6 
b7C 

GML:bjr 4d(S) ~~ 
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·, ,• ,. 

Memo to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: MARY CHANDLER, et al. v. ,RICHARD HELMS, et al. , 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1773 · (D.D.C~) 

b. 

c. 

d. 

• I 
Intercepted or mon1tored any con-
versation or other communication 
to which any plaintiff was a party; 

Received from any source, used, or 
disclosed to any other agency of 
the United States or any governmental 
instrumentality or personnel thereof 
any communication of any plaintiff 
obtained by mail interception or 
any kind of electronic.surveillance 
or interception; or 

OtherWise been involved in the use, 
disclosure, or interception of any 
of the plaintiffs' poital or electrical 
communications, including the pro-
vision of, generation of, .or contribution.'/ 
to a watchlist or functionally similar / 1 
qompilation wher~by any plaintiff's 
name was provide9 for the purpose of 
obtaining information about the plaintiff 
from such postal.or electrical communications. 

In his memorandum, the Assistant Attorney General noted 
that the Department is presently ·conducting an investigation 
of possible criminal violations concerning mail openin~s 
and the interception of wire, cable or radio communications. 
Accordingly, any information submitted by this Bureau in 
connection with these allegations may be made available to 
Departmental Attorneys engaged in such investigations. 

A response to the complaint in this civil action is to 
be filed on behalf of Director Kelley on or before February 
6, 1976. -

(CONTINUED - OVER) 

- 2 -
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Memo to Mr. J. B. Adams 
' Re: MARY CHANDLER, et al. , v. 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1773 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

' ., 
RICHARD HELMS, et al. 
(D.D.C.) 

1. That the Intelligence Division furnish pertinent 
factual 'information responsive to allegations in the complaint 
against the FBI. 

2. ·That the Intelligence Division furnish information 
responsive to the Department's inquiry concerning-electronic 
surveillance of any of the plaintiffs or the inteic~ption or 
opening of any plaintiff's mail, etc. (A- D). 

3. That upon-receipt of above Legal Counsel Division 
correspond with the Department. 

- 3 -
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'::± ·~· ·· ~:;~ 
·t:A_TE:- }-~ -• 

r' REPJTo ,·- ~·~~bara Allen Babcock 
t ATTN OF: r ~-- " ~'i\·l· 
·l ~ ~~~.%.,1~\tal?-t. A~torney General _ _ 2_5-16-38~]7 
1 5 ~~v.·~: DlVlSlOn '.FEDE'RAi GOVERNMEN~ · 
1 rn~~:.:~ ~ .. :Y5 .\ '.AC!.eiEPHalkin, et al. v. Richard Helms, et al. , 
i' Civ·il Action No. 75-1773 (D.n.-c.) 

j TO 

Jl·~~-t .Mr. Clarence M. Kelley "'"' . 
f~ Director 

)~ 

\ 

\. 
!!_ •• 

·- ·l· 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Attn: Assistant Director 

Legal Counsel Division 

Enclosed for your information and files is a copy of 
the district court's Order of April 12, 1977, denying class 

.. P..qi;.ion treatment of any part of the above referenced case. 
t¥~~~se note that the court did grant leave to_join addi­
~~iofial parties plaintiff, however. To date, we hav~ 
[~~·g~ived no notice that additional plaintiffs have been 
:-jo).;ned. 
~- .. ~ ... ~:. ~;~ 
('~j'j There is also enclosed a copy of our April 25, 1977 
~arp~·wer to the plaintiffs' petition for writ of' mandamus, 
WP~~h was filed with the Court of Appeals for the District 
lc~>~fFolumbia. Circui,t. on March 31, 1977. The petition ~eeks 
an~extraordlnary wrlt from the court of appeals vacatlng 
Judge Green's protective order of February 14, 1·977. That 
order prohibits extra-judicial publication or comm~nt by 
the parties or their counsel of any information provided 
during the course of pretrial discovery. The CIA documents ..!?~ · 
and plaintiffs' proposed press re.lease which precipitated I~ 
this discovery controversy have been filed with the court of~ o 
appea~s under sealt The common carrier defendants, RCA Global, 
ITT Wdrldcom, and\~I~ have also filed a joint answer to the 
petition. ~~~~ 
Enclosures (2) 't~~-

"'' 

OPTIONAL. FORM NO. 10 
(REV. 7-76) 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 
501D-112 
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.. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JA_MES F. Df1VEY., Clerk 

ADELE BALKIN, et al . . . . 
Plaintiffs . . 

v. . . . . 
RICHARD HELHS, et al . . 

• J 

Defendants : 

ORDER 

Civil 

,,, ., 

.. /'"\ '.~ ~ ! . . \ _,...•·-·-· ,..·· /;- . . 
I :/ 

: ,y 
. '. 

Action No. 75-1773 
. - ·, 
• • t 
,• ... ' . . ' 

'. . 
Plaintiffuhaving moved this Court for class action 

certification pursuant to Rule. 23 of the Federal Rules- of .. 

. . ' 

~ 1·1 . 

civil Procedure~ and the· Court h"avi'ng · cons·idered' plaintiffs' . 
. 

memorandum of points and authorities in :support of the motion, 

defendants 1 opposition thereto_, ·and the ehti·re· recortl herein; · 

and it appearin~ to t~e Court that this ~ction is not appropriate 
r,r____,. 

fo·r class action certification, it is by the Court this !2. 
I 

day of April 1977, ., 
ORDERED that plaintiffs I motion' for 'class. action certi-" 

. ~ -~ .. 

fication be and hereby is denied; and it · is furthe~~ 

9RDERED that, pursuant to· Rule 21 of the .Federal Rule-s· 
. . 

of Civil Procedure, plaintiffs be per-mitted to amend the complai·nt 

to add named party plaintiffs as necessary. 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
l"OR THE DISTRIC'I' OI' COLUHBil~. CIRCUIT 

No. 77-1313 

In re Adele Halkin, eta~., Petitioners 

CERTIFICATE! REQUIRED RY RULE 8(c) OF THE GEN~RAL 
RULES OJ:i' THE UNITED STATES COUR'.r OF APPEALS FOR 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

The undersigned, cop.nsel of· reeord·for Respondents 

(Federal defendants below), certifies that the following 
r 

listed palties appeared below= 

Petitioners (Plaintiffs 

Adele Halkin CJltf-. . 
Steve""Halliwell 

Do~af~cK~ ' 

0:/. 
Jonathan fvlirsky 

fjl.-

(J)_ 
Sidney P-eck

0
c. 

Nancy An~ainsey 
/ oC.. 

.Daniel (1:Jhec~1j.:/.:H: il. 
.. .,..,..,..,...-.. 

o<--
below)! ~ · 

Edi ~illas·trigo 

/ 

~. 
Cora We1.ss 

oc.. 

()":; American Indian Movement 
I ()c. 
'~erican Friends Service 
()/ Committee, Inc. 

c . 

~lergy and Laity Concerned 

~j- Committee of Concern0d 
~ Asian Scholars 

oc. 
(!:cormui -t;:tee of J,iaison '>vi th 

Fami~ies of Servicemen 
Detained in Vietnam 

b~ 
ti~0men Strike for Pe~ce 

ot(!; I t'· t f P 1· s d' . ns J. t:u .e .. or ~o J.cy tu 1e.s ' ) 

II io~t.CO , JO 

) 
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Respondents (Carrier Defendants below) : 

RCA ~lobal Communications, Inc. 

Western Union International, Inc. 

ITT World Communications, Inc. 

Positions of Parties: 

Petitioners (Plaintiffs below) seek review, by way 

of a petition for a writ of mandamus/prohibition, of a 

protective order entered by the District Court on the 

motion of the Director of the CIA. 



· ·'I •.• ... 
Respondents (Federal defendants below) oppose the 

grant of the requested writ. 

Respondents (Carrier defendants below) also oppose 

the grant of the requested 'tvrit. 

* * * 
These representations are made in order that the 

Judges of this Court,- inter alia,, may evaluate possible 
*I 

disqualification or recusal. 

p I) . . 1Wj~~-V<_) 
ABETH . ERE WHITAKER 
rney of recdrd for 

Respondents (Federal defendants 
belovr) 

J. • 

*/ Although they were sued in their individual 
capacities by the Amended Complaint, several of ·the Federal 
defendants have not yet been served. The insufficiency 
of the service of process and lack of in personam 
jurisdiction, inter alia, will be presen-ted to the 
District Court by motion. 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 77-1313 

,.,. 

In re Adele Ha1kin, et al~, Petitioners 

ANSWER TO PETI'riON FOR 
tffiNDAMUS/PROHIBITION 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

·TABLE OF CASES AND AUTHORITIES ....•.•••..••••. ii 

STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED ••.••.••••.•. ...• 1 

STATEMENT OF FACTS . • . • • • • • • . . • . . • • . • • • . • • . . . • • 2 

SUivfr.ffiRY OF ARGUMENT • • . • . • . • . . . . . . • • . • . • • • . . • • • 5 

ARGUMEN'r 

I. 

II. 

!>1AND.AMUS CANNOT BE USED AS A 
SUBSTITUTE FOR APPEAL FROM THE 
DISCRETIONARY ORDER ENTERED 
BY THE DISTRICT COURT ••......•••••.• 

THE DISTRICT COURT'S ORDER l'VAS 
A REASONABLE EXERCISE OF ITS 
DISCRETION IN IMPLEMENTING LOCAL 
RULE l-27(d) AND THE FEDERAL RULES 
OF CIVIL PROCEDURE .•.••.••...•.•..•• 

III. NEITHER LOCAL RULE l-27(d) NOR THE 
DIS'rRICT COURT 1 S APPLICATION OF IT 

5 

5 

16 

IS VIOLA'l'IVE OF THE FIRST ANENDHENT . 26 
' 

CONCLUSION • ~ •••• 0 • 0 0 •••• ~ 0 •••••••••• ~ ~ ~. p •••••• 34 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 77-1313 

In re Adele Halkin, et al., Petitioners 

ANS~~R TO PETITION FOR 
!1ANDA.J."'-1US/PROHIBITION 

STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED 

1. Whether, in an action for damages against 'indivi-

dual defendants, mandamus can be used to review a District 

Court protective order pro.hibi·ting extra-judicial statements 

and comment about documents and information obtained through 

pretrial discovery, which interlocutory order was 

entered to protect the individuals' rights to a fair 

trial and which was entered in view of counsel's 

obligations under the Code of Professional Responsibility 

and District Court Local Rule l-27(d)? 

2. Whether the District Court acted within its 

discretion in entering a protective order pursuant to 

Local Rule l-27(d) and Rules 26(c) and 34, F.R.Civ.P., 

under the above circumstances? 



l 
l 
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j 
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' ) • • I • 

, . 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

1/ 
The petitioners, who are ten individuals and 

seven organizations, instituted this lawsuit '\vith allega-

tions that investigative and intelligence activities of 

certain Government agencies--particularly NSA's Operation 

SrffiMROCK and CIA's Operation CHAOS--violated their 

statutory and constitutional rights, including their 

right to engage in political activities in op~osition to 

the Vietnam war. They seek an injunction, a declaratory 

judgment, and monetary damages in excess of one million 

dollars from the 27 present and former federal officials, 

whom they have named as defendants, and from three 

co~~ercial communications common carriers. 

for damages brought on statutory and Bivens 

As an action 
2/ 

theories 

of recovery, petitioners maintain the suit solely to 

compensate .themselves for the defendants' alleged inter-

ference '\vith their asserted statutory and constitutional 

rights. 

1/ Petitioners' General Rule 8(c) certification 
omitted the Institute for Policy Studies, a plaintiff 
in District Court~ 

2/ Bivens v. Six Unknown Named Agents of the 
Federal Bureau of Narcotlcs, 403 u.s. 388 (1971). 

- 2 -
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In the course of discovery petitioners sought 

production of documents by Rule 34, F.R.Civ.P., from the 

Central Intelligence Agency. After excision of informa-

tion to protect the national security and the privacy 

interests of third persons not parties to the litigation, 

more than three ·thousand pages of documeJ;ltS were made 

available to petit~oners in three installments. The 

individual defendantsr names appear throughout docu-

ments that were made available to the petitioners. 

The first installment of documents, \vhich con·tained 

those documents submitted to this Court under seal, was 

released to petitioners and their counsel without any 

express constraints or caveats, but with the assumption 

that members of the bar practicing before the United 

States District Court for the District of Columbia were 

bound by its published rules and by the ABA Code of 

' I 

Professional Responsibility as interpreted by the District 

of Columbia Court of Appeals, and with the further 

assumption that counsel would abide by them. Those 

rules prohibit extra-judicial statements, other than a 

quotation from or reference to public records, if there 

is a reasonable likelihood that such dissemination would 

- 3 -
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interfere with a fair ·trial. [Local Rule l-27(d)i 

Disciplinary Rules of the Code of Professional Responsi-

bility, §§ 107(G) and (H).] 

However, upon notification by plaintiffs' counsel 

that they planned a press conference to release selected 

documents and a commentary on them, respondents imrrLediately 

sought a protective order from the District Court. The 

protective order was sought to ensure an uncolored and 

unbiased climate including a fair trial, for the adjudi-

cation of all claims against the respondents. The 

respondents sought and continue to seek resolution of 

this lawsuit in the courts rather than in the public media. 

On February 14, 1977, shortly after the entry of this 

Court's opinion in Dell urns 1 e ·t al. v. Powell, et al. , 

____ U.S.App.D.C. F. 2d (D.C. Cir. Jan. 28, 

1977) 1 the District CGurt, upon consideration of all 

the pleadings and the petitionersr proposed press release, 

entered a protective order prohibiting extra-judicial 

comment on or disclosure of material not a part of the 

public record except in proceedings before the Court, 

until further order of the Court. The petitioners 

continued to inspect and copy documents after the Court 

entered its Protective Order on February 14, 1977, as 

that order did not impede or restrict the availabili·ty of 

documents for discovery. 

- 4 -
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SUt.001RY OF ARGm1ENT 

Petitioners seek to have this Court reviev1 the entry 

by the District Court of a disco.very order that imple-

men·ts a Local Rule of the District Court. Under the 

circumstances at bar the extraordinary relief of a vlri t 

of mandamus is inappropriate. Even assuming, arguendo, 

the availability of review by mandamus, pe-titioners have 

failed to demonstrate that the District Court's Order 

was inappropriate or in contravention of any rule of the 

District Court, the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or 

the Constitution, or that the entry of the Order has in 

any manner impeded petitioners' ability to fully li tiga·i:e 

·their claims _in a court of la'" v.rhose jurisdiction they 

have invoked. 

ARGUMENT 

I. ~ffiNDAMUS CANNOT BE USED AS A SUBSTITUTE FOR APPEAL FROM 
THE DISCRETIONARY ORDER ENTERED BY THE DISTRICT COURT. 

This ma·tter arises from petitioners r discovery request 

in District Court for internal Central Intelligence Agency 

documents relating to Operation CHAOS. This request 

encompasses several thousand documents. Individually, 

the documents are not self-explanatory, but only provide 

fragments of a larger picture. Consequently, what these 

- 5 -

i 

I 
~ 
! 



\. \ 

documents reflect about Operation CHAOS and the defendants' 

actions normally would await development by the parties in their 

open record presentation through trial testimony and briefs. 

Nevertheless, while the documents were still being 

produced, counsel for petitioners announced· their inten-

tion to release a press statement on behalf of two 

organizations which are not parties to this litigation, 

the American Civil Liberties Union and the Center for 

National Security Studies. The stated purpose of the 

press release was to enable counsel to 'interpret' for 

the media what they had received. By counsel's letter 

of January 24, 1977, they further advised that they and 

their stat£ and consultants would be available " . to 

explain the significance of such documen·ts, and to ans'l.'ler 

any questions from the public or press regarding such 

documents. II [Pet. App. at 19.] Under these cir-

·cumstances and in light of Local Rule l-27(d), the 

District Court entered the protective order at issue here. 

The threshold question is whether mandamus· is avail-· 

able in this situation~ The general rule, of course, is 

that piecemeal appeals are to be assiduously avoided, in 

view of the congressional policy that appeals should be 

had only after a final judgment or where certification of 

6 



, . . 
,J' ·. ' • 

an interlocutory appeal is appropriate under 28 U.S.C.· 

§ 1292(b). See generally, Will v. United States, 389 U.S. 

90, 104 (1967); Donnelly v. Parker, 158 U.S.App.D.C. 335, 

486 F. 2d 402, 408 (1973). As this Court recently cau-

tioned along a similar vein: 

. . . a final judgment is effective 
only if it deters mandamus pe·titions 
in the first place. So if there are 
to be exemptions to the final judg-­
ment rule,.those exemptions should 
be indulged only in clearly and 
narrowly defined areas to maintain 
the wholesome de-terrence of the 
final judgment rule. 

Colonial Times, Inc. v .. Gasch, ____ U.S.App.D.C. __ __ 

509 F. 2d 517, 523 (1975) [Footnote omitted]. 

In view of this policy, ·the availability of manda-

mus has always been restricted. Traditionally, mandamus 

has only been proper where the action of the district 

cour·t amounted to a 11 
• clear abuse of discretion or 

usurpation of judicial power' II Bankers Life & 

Cas. Co. v. Holland, 346 U.S. 379, 383 (1953) [Cit.ation 

omitted]. More recently, both the Supreme Court and 

this Court have recognized that mandamus should also 

be available in limited circumstances for supervisory 

or advisory purposes. See generally, Schlagenhauf v. 

Holder, 379 U.S. 104 (1964); National Right to Work Legal 

Defense v. Richey, ____ U.S.App.D.C. ____ , 510 F. 2d 1239 

- 7 -
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(1975), cert. denied, 422 u.s. 1008 (1975) [hereinafter 

Right to Work]. But regardless of the type of mandamus 

involved 1 the availability of the \vrit is independen-t: of 

the existence of error vel non in the trial court's ruling: 

Mandamus, it must be remembered, 
does not "run the gauntlet of 
reversible errors.n Bankers Life 
& Cas. Co. v. Holland, 346 U.S. 
379, 382 (1953). Its office is not 
to "control the decision of the 
trial court," but rather merely 
to confine the lower court to the 
sphere of its discretionary power. 
Id.,at383. · 

Will v. United States, supra, at 104. 

Turning to the petition here, it is claimed that 

mandamus is appropriate in the traditional sense--that 

the District Court's entry of the protective order was an 

usurpation of judicial power or a clear abuse of discre-

tion. [Pet. at 25.] This is so, petitioners contend, 

becaus.e the protective order violated their constiu-

tional rights. 

First, the ability of a party to ailege that a trial 

court order violated his constitutional rights does not 

automatically entitle the party to appellate review, nor 

do the cases cited by petitioners support such an 

exception to the general policy against piecemeal 

- 8 -
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3/ 
appeals. [Pet. at 26] To the contrary, this Court 

has previously recognized that discovery orders v7hich 

allegedly violate cons·titutional rights are not appealable, 

at least prior to entry of an order of contempt. See 

United States v. Anderson, 150 U.S.App.D.·C. 336, 464 F. 2d 

1390, 1392 (1972); Right to ·vvork, supra,· at 1245. Like-

wise, petitioners -cannot claim that the district court 

exceeded its power or abused its discretion simply by 

entering (in their view) an erroneous order. This theory 

vms expressly rejected by the Supreme Court: 

Acceptance of this semantic fallacy 
would undermine the set·tled limi·ta­
tations upon the power of an appellate 
court to review interlocutory orders. 
Courts faced with petitions for the 
peremptory writs .must be careful 
lest they suffer themselves to be 
misled by labels such as "abuse of 
discretion" and "want of power" 
into interlocutory review of 
nonappealable orders on the mere 
ground that they may be erroneous. 

Will v. United States, supra, at 98 n. 6; see also 

Bankers Life & Cas. Co. "V· Holland, supra, at 383. 

3/ Petitioners cite the con6urring opinion of 
Justice Brennan in New Yqrk Times Co. v. United States, 
403 U.S. 713, 725 (1971), \'J"hich does not discuss mandamus; 
Carroll v. President and Commissioners of Princess Anne, 
393 U.Se 175 (1968), vlhich concerned an appeal pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. § 1257(3); and Bridges v. California, 314 
U. S. 2 52 ( 19 41) r v1hich concerned an appeal from an ordex· 
of con·tempt. 

- 9 -
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This vlas explained further in Colonial Times, where 

the Court wrote: 

This view of 11 jurisdiction" errors 
suggests the possibility that a trial 
court has no jurisdiction to enter an 
erroneous ruling; but that suggestion 
has been specifically rejected. The 
concept of legal pm._rer to act implies 
not only a limitation on the type of 
error cognizable in mandamus (l.e. 
whether the court merely abused its 
discretion or instead acted in a 
manner in. vlhich it had no discretion 
to act) but also on the class of 
errors so cognizable. . • . As a 
general proposition, discovery orders 
are not jurisdictional and thus may 
not be reached under traditional 
concepts of mandamus except in the 
most extraordinary circumstances. 

509- F. 2d at 523-24 [Footno·tes omitted] [Emphasis in 

original]. 

Here, the District Court clearly had the power to 

enter a protective order. Not only was there a local 

rule of the district court which expressly provided 

res·trictions on co .:::<.3ed in this situation (notably, 

petitioners do not argue the rule itself is unconstitu-

tional) , but the Court also had before it the proposed 

press statement and petitioners' avowed intention to 

continue to publicize their interpretations and conunents .. 

Confronted with these circumstances, it cannot be said 

that entry of the protective order to preserve the right 

of fair trial constituted a clear abuse of discretion--

- 10 -
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particularly in vie\v of this Court 1 s recent statement in 

Dellums v. Powell, ~upra, that: 

Disclosure becauae of the potential 
needs of litigation need not be made 
to the public and indeed in a case of 
this kind should be restricted to 
counsel, unless and until the docu­
ments are made a part of the public 
trial record. 

[Slip Op. at 14.] See Kerr v. United States District 

Court for the Northern District of California, 426 U.S. 

394, 403-04 (1976) .. 

As stated previously, there ar~ also supervisory 

and advisory concepts of mandamus, in addition to the 

traditional functions of the writ. Petitioners do not 

rely on ·these concepts, a~d it is submitted that both are 

inapplicable. The supervisory writ of mandamus is not 

available unless the district court has shown a '' ... 

persistent .or deliberate disregard of limiting 

rules .... " Right to Work, supra, at 1243; see a l so, 

Donnelly v. Parker, supra, at 409 n. 29. For example in 

La Buy v. United States, 352 u.s. 249, 259-60 (1957), the 

Supreme Court agreed with the Seventh Circuit tha·t mandamus-

vla.s appropriate, where judges of the district court had 

consistently referred antitrust cases for trial before 

a master, contrary to repeated admonishment from the 

- 11 -
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court of appeals that the practice should be limited to 

unusual situations only. 

There is no persistent or deliberate disregard of the 
4/ 

rules here, hm·1ever. The Local Rule relied upon by 

the District Court 1 Local Rule l-27(d), specifically 

provides for restraints on extra-judicial statements of 

counsel to protect the right of fair trial. Indeed, 

Rule 34, itself, does not provide for automatic public 

filing of responses, unlike other rules of discovery. 

Thus, ra·ther than shmving a deliberate disregard of 

governing rules, the District Court's entry of the 

protective order concerned enforcement of a Local Rule. 

Consequently, the criteria for supervisory mandamus is 

not met . 

Likev'lise, advisory mandamus is not available in this 

situation. Although advisory mandamus is available" ... 

to clarify novel and importan·t questions of lav;r . . " 
5/ 

[Right to Work, supra, a·t 1243],- this Court cautioned 

4/ See United States v. Di Stefano, 464 F. 2d 845, 
850 (2nd Cir. 1972): 

Will v. United States, 389 U.S. 90, 95, 
104, 88 S.Ct. 269, 19 L.Ed. 2d 305 (1967) F 

makes plain that mere error, even gross 
error in a particular case, as distinguished 
from a calculated and repeated disregard 
of governing rules, doe9 not suffice to 
support issuance of ·the writ. 

5/ Such advice already appears in the portion of 
Dellums v. Powell, supra, quoted above. 
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in Colonial Times that, 11 Not every issue of first impression 

or every 'basic, undecided' problem should be the basis for 

mandamus relief. 11 509 F. 2d at. 525. Rather, advisory 

mandamus is appropriate 

. . only "V7here the decision \vill 
serve to clarify a question that 
is likely to confront a number of 
lower court judges in a number of 
suits before appellate review is 
possible, as, for example, 'VJhere 
the district judges are in error, 
doubt, or conflict of the meaning 
of a rule of procedure. 

Right to Work, supra, at 1243 [Citations omitted]. There 

is little likelihood that this issue will arise frequently 

before appellate review can be had, hmvever. Consequently, 

this situation is identical ·to that confronting this Court 

in Right to Work: 

No deliberate avoidance of applica­
ble rules or holdings is evident such 
as would justify supervisory manda­
mus--indeed, petitioners conceed that 
this is a novel question. Petitioners 
rely principally on the concept of 
advisory mandamus in regard to this 
question, arguing that it is novel, 
and that it will determine whether the 
discovery--and consequent alleged 
First Amencment violations--goes 
forward in the manner ordered. The 
question is not, however, one like!fy 
of significant repetition prfOr to 
effect~ve review, such as :ts requJ.red 
for advisory ma.ndamus. 

510 F. 2d at 1244 [Emphasis added]. 

Nor are there equitable reasons to support review by 

mandamus. Unlike the si·tuation in Colonial Times, denia.l 

of the writ will not affect the record before the District 

- 13 -
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Court and, in the event of appellate review, before this 

~ourt. 510 F. 2d at 525. Indeed, petitioners here are 

asking that they -be permitted to build a record before 

the press 1 not before the District Court, \vhich is pre·-

cisely what the local rule seeks to avoid. 

Likewise, this is not a case \vhere the pe·ti tioners 

lack any adequate means of appellate revievl. As this 

Court held in Right to Work: " ..• mandamus is 

neither tiecessary nor appropriate in the instant case 

since the order may be challenged ~hro~gh disobedience." 
y 

510 F. 2d at 1245. See also, Ryan v. United States, 

402 U.S. ·530, 533 (1971). And " •. ·. ·this principle 

extends even to the assertion of constitutional privilege. 11 

Ibid., citing United Stat~s v. Anderson, 150 U.S.App.D.C. 

3 3 6 , 4 6 2 F. 2d 13 9 0 ( 19 7 2) • 

* * 
The congressional policy against piecemeal appeals 

argues strongly against frequent use of the mandamus 

writ. As this Court stressed in Colonial Times 

. . • if there are to be exemptions to 
the final judgment rule, those exemp-­
tions should be indulged only in clearly 
and narrowly defined areas to maintain 
the wholesome deterrence of the final 
judgment rule. 

6/ This Court went on to distinguish the situation 
in Right to Work from the situation where the person who 
vlould have to risk contempt v1as not sufficiently inteJ:-ested 
in the issue to do so, citing Perlman v. United States, 
247 U.S. 7 (1918) (custodian of property to. be produced 
\'las a court clerk) . 

- 14 -
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509 F. 2d at 523 [Footnote omitted). Petitioners have 

given no reason why this principle should be abandoned 

here. In the absence of circumstances which would justify 

the exercise of this Court's traditional, supervisory, or 

advisory mandamus pmver over the t .rial court, the Court 

should conclude the writ is not available. 

II. THE DISTRICT COURT'S ORDER WAS A REASONABLE EXERCISE 
OF ITS DISCRETION IN IMPLEMENTING LOCAL RULE l-27(d) 
AND THE FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. 

Petitioners' counsel's announced intention of 

selectively releasing and commenting on documents pro-

duced pursuant to Rule 34, F.R.Civ.P., was a paten·!: 

violation of Local Rule l-27(d) of the Local Rules of the 

District Court for the District of Columbia. That rule 

expressly prohibits an attorney in a civil action from 

. - • participat[ing] in making an 
extra-judicial statement [about 
evidence regarding the occurrence 
involved], other than a quotation 
from or reference to public 
records . . . if there is a reason­
able likelihoqd that such dissemination 
will inte~fere with a fair trial. 7/ 

7/ The District o~ Columbia Gourt of Appeals has 
recently amended the Disciplinary Rules of the Code of 
Professional Responsibility, sections 107(G) and (H) . 
The Court condemned ne;,,;spaper publications by a 
lawyer n ••• as to pending or anticipated litigation 
[;,.,.hich] may interfere '.vith a fair ·trial in the courts 
and otherwise prejudice the due administration of justice.~ 
[Pertinent portions are attached.] 
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The District Court in entering its Order of February 14, 

1977 simply reduced the prohibitions of the Local Rule to 

a specific order of the District Court. 

The District Court 1 of course, has a large measure of 

discretion in applying its Local Rules since those Rules 

are promulgated primarily to promote the efficiency of 

the court. United States v. Si~~ons, 476 F. 2d 33 1 35 

(9th Ciro 1973); Harves v. Club Ecuestre El Cornmandan·te, 

535 F. 2d 140, 143-44 (1st Cir. 1976). "Noncompliance 

with any Local Rule is a practice to be strongly condemned 

and one which will be penalized if the circumstances 

warrant such action. 11 \..Yiss v. Weinberger, 415 F. Supp. 

293, 294 n. 4 (E.D. Pa. 1976). 

The appropriateness of the District Court's Order is 

particularly apparent in the context of the entire liti-

gation. The subject matter of petitioners' claims has 

already generated publicity and discussion. Both the 

Congress and a Presidential Co~nission have reviewed mnay 

of the activities referred to by petitioners ~n their 

complaint. [See Report to ·the President by the Commission 

on CIA Activities Within the United Sta·tes (Rockefeller 

Conunission Report) ; Final Report of ·the Senate Select 

Committee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect 

to Intelligence Activities, S. Rep. No6 94-755, 94th Cong. 



., ... . . 
,. 

2d Sess. (1976).] Thus, the Court took cognizance not only 

of the complexity of the issues and the time needed to 

resolve those issues, but also the potential for exacer-

bating a highly charged and controversial issue. Accord-

ingly, the District Court entered a narrov;:J .. y dra\·m 

protective order to minimize the prejudicial effect of 

pretrial publicity and to prevent parties from abusing 

the judicial process by seeking discovery for non-litigation 

purposes. 

That this particular Local Rule, Local Rule l-27(d), 

had been given careful scrutiny, not just by this District 

Court, is of significance. This Local Rule is the result 

of a report on the "Free Press-Fair Trial" issue by a 

committee composed of ·twelve federal court judges from 

throughout the country. The report was ultimately adopted 
8/ 

by the Judicial Conference of the United States. Thus, 

Local Rule l-27(d) has undergone serious study and review 

by jurists who must daily resolve proplems of publicity, 

fai~ trials and the free press. Those jurists concluded 

8/ Supplemental Report of the Committee on the 
Operation of ·the Jury System on the 11 Free Press-Fair 
Trial 11 Issue, chaired by the Honorable Irving R. Kaufman, 
51 F.R.D. 135, 138 (1970), noting: 

... civil litigants, as well as criminal, 
can be prejudiced in their right to a fair 
trial by out-of-court statements. [This 
provision] is based on, but is not identical 
with, paragraph (G) of Disciplinary Rt~le 7-107 
of the ABA Code of Professional Responsibility. 
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that the language contained in Local Rule l-27(d) was 
9/ 

both necessary and proper. 

Petitioners urge that there \vas no violation of ·the 

Local Rule because the documents \•lere public records upon 

which they were permitted to cowaent. This argument is 

miscast in that documents provided to counsel pursuan·t to 

a Rule 34, F.R.Civ.P., request are not public documents, 

since responses t0 such requests are made only to coun-

sel. The responses are not filed with the court and do 

not become a part of the court or public record until 

such time as a party seeks to introduce them into evidence 

or to rely on them in a pleading. In contrast, the other 

methods of discovering information set forth in the 

Federal Rules, including ·the "Laking of deposi t.ions under 

Rule 30, F.R.Civ.P., responding to interrogatories under 

Rule 33, F.R.Civ.P., and filing responses to reques·ts for 

admissions under Rule 36, F.R.Civ.P., provide that such 

responsive material be filed with the Court and thus made 

a part of the public record. 

Different treatment is accorded to discovered material 

under Rule 34 for a variety of reasons. In each of the 

other instances which require respqnse to discovery 

requests (Rules 30, 33 and 36j, the responses are pre-

pared in an adversarial setting. No party is forced to 

respond ;;.ri thout aid of counsel in framing sui table 

9/ Although the United States Court of Appeals for 
The Seventh Circuit has reached a contrary conclusion in 
Chicago Council of Lawyers v. Baueri 522 F. 2d 242, (7th 
Cir. 1975) r cert. denied, 427 U.S. 912 (1976) ,·respondents 
submit tha·t this Court, faced with different facts, need 
not reach or adopt the Seventh Circuit's conclusion. 
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responses. However, 

• 
in responding to a Rule 34 request, 

11/ 
which is customarily very broad, a party has no oppor-

tunity to comment on or offer an explanation about any 

document, or its contents. Additionally, the party 

inspecting the proffered documents may pick and choose 

for copying and use only those documents which are helpful 

to his case. He may well not be interested in exculpatory 

documents, knm·1ing that his opponent -y;ill, at time of 

trial, have ample opportunity to bring such documents to 

the Co~rt qr jury's att_ention .... ,f'R:~.~~ iJ:?._itiaJ .... p;od48t:ion 
... 

under Rule. 34 lacks the adversarial safeguards which 

attend Rules 30, 33 and 36. In addition, public filing 

of every document made available for inspection and copy-

ing \'lould place an unmanageable physical burden on the 
l 

court, its personnel and its storage facilities. It is 

for these reasons that responses to Rule 34 requests are 

10/ In fact, one must ob-tain a special order of 
courtunder Rule 30, F.R.Civ.P.,to preclude the public 
filing of a deposition. International Products 
Corporation v. Koons, 325 F. 2d 403 (2nd Cir. 1963). 

11/ Rule 34 permits inspection and copying of any 
documents which are relevant to the subject matter of 
the litigation or which appear reasonably calculated to 
lead to ·the discovery of admissible evidence. 
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not au·tomatically made a part of the public record. 

This Court has recently recognized the intention of 

the Federal Rules to guard against potential harm to a 

litigant by premature public disclosure of documents 

which are produced to counsel in response to a discovery 

request, saying: 

Disclosure because of the potential 
needs of litigation need not be made 
to the public, and indeed in a case 
of this kind should be res·tricted to 
counsel, unless and until the docu­
ments are made part of t~e public 
trial record. 

Dellums v. Pmvell, supra, [Slip op .. at 14] [Ci ta·tion 

omitted] [Emphasis added]. In Dellums, the Court con-

eluded thQL former President Nixon, who~e taped 

presidential conversations were sought pursuant to a 

subpoena, would be entitled to a protective order. The 

Court further stated that Mr. Nixon would have an oppor-

tunity, prior to any public disclosure by those receiving 

material, " .•. to litigate the issue of need for public 

disclosure .... " Ibid. Here, similarly, the petitioners 

12/ And, of course, documents produced pursuant to 
Rule 34 need only be produced for inspection and copying. 
Copies of all documents need not be physically given to 
an opposing party pursuant to·a Rule 34 request. "If 
the ieguest [for production] is grantedF the inspection 
v'lill take place without any involvement of the Court." 
8 Wright & Miller, Federal Practice and Procedure § 2207. 

\ ,. 
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have demonstrated no need for public statement or dis-

closures, nor have they been denied an opportunity to 

litigate an asserted need. Thus, not only did the 

petitioners fail to establish that the discovered docu-
13/ 

ments were a part of the public record upon \vhich they 

could comment, but they failed, in the D·istrict Court, 

to establish the requisite necessity for public disclosure, 

as required in Dellums, supra. 

Assuming, arguendo, that petitioners could establish 

that these documents were part of the public record, their 

actions still exceeded the bounds of Local Rule l-27(d), 

for the Rule permits only a "quotation from 11 or "reference 

to 11 public records. Petitioners' proposed press conference 

and press release clearly demonstrate that much more was 

contemplated. It is noted that there is considerable 

difficulty in· identifying whether the interests herein 

are those of the petitioners or their counsel. For 

example, the proposed press release and comment were to 

be made by counsel, rather than the petitioners. It is 

respondents' position that the Local Rule, although 

13/ Petitioners argue that these documents are 
public-records because they are Central Intelligence 
l-\.gency documents \vhich could be obtained under the 
Freedom of Information Act. Simply because the documents 
may be obtained via another me·thod does not make them 
publi~ records. 
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applicable specifically to counsel, cannot be subverted by 

using a party as a spokesman for those things which counsel 

is prohibited from voicing. First,, only selected 

documents were to be released by petitioners. The selec-

tively, in itself, exercised by petitioners is prejudicial, 

~ince petitioners have intentionally chosen only documents 

which they believe support their allegations. The remain-

ing fifty-two documents of the first installment, which 

may be exculpatory or explanatory of the respondents' 

actions, were retained by petitioners, and they elected 

not to cominent on them. Such selective presenta·tion of 

evidence cannot b.e construed as a 11 quotation from 11 or 
JA/ 

"reference to 11 public records. 

14/ Additionally, respondents may believe that those 
remaining documents refute petitioners'· conclusions. 
But, for the respondents to hold a 11 counter" press 
conference to assert their opinions would quickly lead to 
a degeneration of the litigation into a battle of press 
statements. Such a battle in no way advances the orderly 
disposition of the lawsuit. 

As the United States Court of Appeals for the First 
Circuit has recently stated, the proper function of an 
attorney is 

. to present his case in the court­
room, not ·to make extrajudicial statements 
interpreting or explaining the evidence, 
anticipating his own or his adversary's 
strategy, or a·ttempting to build a favor­
able climate of opinion. 

United States v. Coast of Maine Lobster Co., 538 F. 2d 899, 
901-~lst Cir. 1976). 

- 22 --

' I 

.._ ________ --'--------J 



l . 
I • 

•• 
Second, the proposed press release is not merely a 

quotation or reference to public records. Instead, it is 

a series of arbitrary and highly colored inferences and 

characterizations. In many instances, petitioners' pro-

posed commentary goes to the ultimate facts and conclusions 

to be resolved by the District Court. Such selective · 

presentation of evidence and commentary thereon are not 

permitted by Local Rule l-27(d). 

Faced with a bla·tant disregard for the Local Rule, 

the District Court upon respondents 1 motion for a pro­

tective brder, found that the entry of such an order was 

indeed justified~ Although petitioners assert that the 

requirements of Rule 26(c), F.R.Civ.P., specifically the 

showing of ~ood cause, were not met by respondents, the 

fac·ts and the record indicate otherwise. As conceded by 

petitioners, subsections (5) and (6) of Rule 26(c) are 

available to shield a producing party from prejudicial 

publicity. [Pet. at 24]. Petitioners 1 proposed press 

release and comment clearly provided "good cause
11 

for the 

entry of an order to restrict prejudicial publicity. That 

the release and comment ·would be prejudicial to defendants' 

right to a fair trial is similarly apparent from the face 

of the petitioners' proposed release and comment. The 

petitioners' announced course of action was specifically 

designed to generate a. hostile atmosphere· in a forum 
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{the press) \vithin which the respondents could neither 

15/ 
respond nor defend themselves. 

Horeover, petitioners overlook the fac·:: that indivi-

duals are personally sued for recovery of woney damages. 

Documents which have been produced contain, where they 

appear, the names of such individuals .. To permit 

selective and colored commenta.ry on the roles and actions 

of these individuals is tantamoun·t to trying the issue 

of liability not at the time of trial before the District 

Court, but in the media, prior to presentation of all 

evidence. The individuals named as defendants 1 many of 

whom have not even been properly served with process, 

may have additionAl and independent reasons for non-

disclosure of documen·ts. Indeed, for a variety of reasons, 

the documents released in discovery may not be admissible 

at trial. As recognized by the District Court, the 

15/ Petitioners {and their counsel) also made their 
proposed course of litigation very clear in their 
Opposition to the Protective Order, filed in the District 
Court in v1hich ·they stated 

. counsel and their associates 

. should be free to set these 
documents in context with information 
disclosed in other forums and to express 
their vie\vs on the significance of the 
documents. 

[Plaintiffs' Opp. at 15] [Emphasis added]. 
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defendants should not be deprived of the right to timely 

present their objections to ensure their right to a fair 

trial. 

Although petitioners are quick to point out that 

there has been no jury demand and thus, they claim, there 

is less likelihood of prejudicing potential jurors, 

prejudicial public disclosure can have a similar detri-

mental effect on the court in a bench trial. As the 

Seventh Circuit stated in Chicago Council of La\\7Y(=rs 

v. Bauer, supra, at 256-57, "judges are human 11 and 

prejudicial material should be kept from coming· to ·the 

attention of a judge in a bench trial for the same 

reasons iL should be kept from a jury. 

In sum, the District Court entered an order which 

was entirely proper and within its discretion to enforce 

the Local Rule, to maintain control over its own calendar 

of cases, and to ensure that the defendants receive a 
16/ 

fair trial. -- As the Sixth Circuit has noted in an 

analagous case, the entry of such a non-disclosure ruling 

16/ Former Chief Judge Jones of this District, in 
a sim:L:Lar si tua·t.ion, entered a pro·tective order directing. 
counsel not to publicly disclose ma·terial submitted to 
them under a request for documents 11 

••• unless and until 
such material is publicly filed vlith the Court • 11 

Nader v. Butz (D.D.C. Civil No. 148-72, December 21, 
1973). (A copy is attached hereto). 



.. 
' . •• 

may be necessary to achieve such ends for: 

Every trial judge is charged with 
the primary responsibility of 
ensuring that the judicial 
proceedings over which he presides 
are carried out v1ith decorum and 
dispatch and thus has a very broad 
discretion in ordering the day to 
day activities of his court. 

C.B.S. v. Young, 522 F. 2d 234, 241 (6th Cir. 1975). 

Here, as in the Sixth Circuit, a trial judge may take 

.-

appropriate steps to ensure the integrity and dignity of 

proceedings in his or her court. T~e p~otective order 

which petitioners attack was a reasonable method of 

discharging the trial court's responsibility. 

III. NEITHER LOCAL RULE 1-27 (d) NOR TIIE. DISTRICT 
COURT'S APPLICATION.OF IT IS VIOLATIVE OF 
THE FIRST M1ENDMENT. 

Petitioners seek to endow the issue before this 

Court with constitutional dimensions, claiming that the 

District Court's application of the Local Rule is 
18/ 

violative of the First Amendment. Ho't'Jever, those 

17/ Contrary to petitioners' characterizations of 
C.B.S. v. Young, supra, the Court did not condemn the use 
of non-disclosure orders in appropriate circumstances, 
but rather found the particular language in the non­
disclosure order before it to be overbroad and thus 
unacceptable. 

18/ It is unclear whether petitioners also attack 
the consti t;u·tionali ty of the Local Rule, for while they 
rely heavily on Chicago Council of Lawyers, supra, they 
stop short of arguing unconstJ.·tu tionalJ. t.y of.i:he Local 
Rule here. [Pet. at 21 n. 3.] 
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constitutional overtones arise only from petitioners' 

desire to invest this Court with jurisdiction over and 

interest in resolution of this issue. 

Succintly stated, petitionerst contention is that 

they have been precluded by the non-disclosure order 11
• 

·from revealing to the public important new information about 

CIA surveillance ,programs ... " [Pet. at 9.] 

Petitioners label this prohibition as a "prior restraint" 

which they claim to be a violation of their First 
19/ 

Amendment rights. --

When faced with a similar contention, the District 

Court for the District of Columbia, in an opinion affirmed 

by this Court,. stated 

Plaintiffs raise an argument that 
because they seek files . . • which 
will contribute to the public know­
ledge and information they are 
somehm·1 clothed with First Amendment 
interests in this case. This Court 
firmly rejects the effort to imply 
a Constitutional right to disclosure 
of Government files .... The First 
Amendment cannot be said to impose 
an affirmative· duty on the part of 
the Government to assist in [that] 
research or to disclose Government 
files. 

19/ Petitioners conceded in pleadings before the 
District Court that Local Rule l-27(d) did not constitute 
a prior restraint. [Plaintiffs' Opposition to Motion 
for Protective Order at 13.] 
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Wolfe vb Froehlke, 358 F. Supp. 1318 1 1321 (D.D.C. 1973) r 

aff'd, ____ U.S.App.D.C. ____ , 510 F. 2d 654 (1974) 

[Emphasis in original].' Similarly petitioners' asserted 

"righ·t" to disclose documents obtained in litigation does 

not rise to the level of a Constitutional guarantee, nor 

does the "right" to public disclosure serve any conceivable 
20/ 

need for a full adjudication of petitioners' claims. In 

fact, petitioners have continued to inspect and copy docu-

ments just as they did before the protective order was entered. 

Pe·titioners' asserted demand to disclose and comment 

upon documents does, however, intetfere with respondents' 

right to a fair trial. It is a fundamental tenet of our 

system of justice that 

. the conclusions to be reached 
in a case will be induced only by 
evidence and argument in open 
court, and uot by any outside 
influencer 'vhether of private 
talk or public print. 

Patterson v. Colorado, 205 U.S. 454 1 462 (1907). Moreover, 

Chicago Council of Lawyers v. Bauer, supra, a case upon 

vlhich petitioners rely heavily, specifically rejects the 

contention that nondisclosure orders constitute a prior 

restraint forbidden by the First Amendment. 

20/ Petitioners have not filed this lawsuit under ~ny 
11 private attorney general theory" to assist the public. 
Rather, relief is sought only on behalf of a narrow group of 
persons and organizations claiming to ha,re suffered persor1.~1 
injury. 
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21/ 

Id. at 247-9. Thus, petitioners' efforts to portray 

the District Court's order as a violation of their First 

Amendment rights is without legal foundation. 

Even assuming that petitioners have some protectable 

First Amendment right, the Local Rule and the District 

Court's application of it do not contravene any constitu-

tional guarantee. Petitioners again i~ this regard rely 

on Chicago Council of Lav1yers, supra, which held a similar 

local ru~e unconstitutional because it was overbroad£ for 

t.he proposition that this District Court's Local Rule is 

unconstitutional. Petitioners' argument ignores the fact 

that the Seventh Circui·t \vas asked in the Chicago Council 

case for a general, non-specific review of the Local Rules 

of the District Court of the Northern District of Illinois 

pertaining to pre·trial publici'cy in both civil and criminal 

cases. Such a general review by the court caused 

Judge Wyza~ski to observe that 

. . • the nature of this proceeding 
raises questions whether as a matter 
of discretion it is consistent with 
the prudent exercise of discretionary 
judicial power . . . for this Court 

21/ Particularly instructive on this issue is the 
District Court 1 s opinion in the Chicago Council of La\vyers 
case (Chicago Council of Lawyers v. Bauer, 371 F. Supp. 
689 (N.D. Ill. 1974)), which was apparently adopted by the 
Court of Appeals. Counsel for petitioners orally advised 
undersigned counsel they will also rely on Reliance Insu~~ 
Co. v. Barron's, 45 U.S.L.W. 2454 (S.D.N.Y., Mar. 16, 1977), 
where the d1strict court denied a protective order to pre·vcnt 
the defendants, a magazine and writer, from disclosing 
in .a libel action information received pursuant ·to a Rule 34 
request. The court ruled that the plaintiff had not estab­
lished a need for the protective order, focusing in part 
on the fact that the defendants were an intrinsic part of 
(Footnote continued on following page) 
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to pass judgment upon ima9in.:~ry 
cases sometimes scorned as "a 
parade of horribles." 

Chicago Council of Lawyers, supra, 522 F. 2d at 259 

n~yzanski 
1 

J. 
1 

COncurring) (EmphasiS in the Original] . 

This Court, hov1ever r is presented with a specific 

breach by pe-titioners of the Local Rule ·that is likely 

to deprive the respondents of a fair trial. Under these 

circumstances, this Court can assess the impact of an 

extra-judicial statement~ 

The Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit's 

primary criticism of the district court's local rules lay 

with the standard enunciated in those rules which the 

circuit court found to be overbroad. That standard was 1 

as i·t is in the District of Columbia District Court's 

Local Rule 1-27, that lawyers' comments about pending 

litigation must be proscribed if 11
• there is a reason-

able likelihood that such dissemina·tion will interfere 

with a fair trial or otherwise prejudice the due adminis-

tration of justice. 11 Chicago Council of Lawyers, supra, 

at 249. The Seventh Circuit, hm·1ever, concluded that a 

"narrower and more restrictive standard" should apply. 

"Only those comments that pose a 'serious and imminent 

threat 7 of interference with the fair administration 

of justice c.:an be constitutionally proscribed. 11 

(Footnote continued from previous page) 
the press and on ·the court's inability to enforce the requ~s ted 
protective order. But see Int'l. Products Corp. v. Ko~ns, 
325 F. 2d 403 (2nd CJ.r.--r'963). Here, ·the need for an order 
has been demonstrated. That need is the fundamen·tal right to 
a fair trial as contrasted with the asserted need in Reliance 
Insurance v. Barron's to protect business secrets. 
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Ibid. This is the standard \vhich petitioners urge in 

·the matter at bar, yet the 11 reasonable likelihood" st.and-

ard is one \•lhose language is taken verbatim from ·the 

guidance enunciated by the Supreme Court in its seminal 

opinion on prejudicial pretrial publicity, Sheppard v. 

r1axwell, 3 84 u.s. 3 33' 3 62-63 ( 19 66) r reaffirmed last 

term in Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart, 427 U.S. 539 

(1976). In light of those two decisions, the "reasonable 

likelihood 11 standard is, in the Supreme Court's view, 

sufficiently narrow. See also United States v. Tijerina, 

412 F. 2d 661, 666 (lOth Cir. 1969), cert. denied, 396 U.S. 

990 .(1969) and In Re Sawyer, 260 F. 2d 189 (9th Cir. 1958) r 

rev'd on other grounds, 360 U.S. 622 (1959) which helJ 

that the p:coper standard in forbidding ex·tra-judicial 

statements -vras the "reasonable likelihood 11 standard. The 

s·tandard embodied in Local Rule 1-27 is thus constitu-

tionally acceptable. 

Petitionersr final argument is that even if the 

Local Rule passes constitutional muster, the District 

Court's order applying it does not, again because of some 

constitutional infirmity. Assuming arguendo that the 

respondents must overcome a heavy prestunption against the 

22/ The Seventh Circuit Cour·t thus reiterated a 
standard which it had previously enunciated in Chase v. 
Robson, 435 F. 2d 1059, 1061-1062 (7th Cir. 1970). 
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entry of a non-disclosure order, that burden has been met. 

First, petitioners have not demonstrated that the prose-

cution of ·!:h~dr claims is any vmy injured by the order; 

and certainly they have not es·tablished that any such 

alleged injury ou·t-;·;eighs the respondents' right to a 

fair trial (See pp. 17-18 supra.) Second, the District 

Court drew its order, in the given circumstances, in the 

narrowest manner possible. 

The potential necessity for an order restricting 

comment was even recognized by the ·court in Chicago 

Council of La\vyers, supra, a·t 259--as long as the order 

was narrowly drawn. Accord C.B.S. v. Young, supra; 

Reliance Insurance Co. v. Barron's, 45 U.S.L.W. 2451 

(S.D. N.Y. April 5, 1977). Here, ·the District Court's 

Order of non-disclosure was limited only to documents 

which are not a part of the public record. Petitioners 

are free to quote from or refer to all other pleadings 

and discovery materials. The coverage of the Order extends 

only to the parties and their counsel. It does not extend 

to 11 Court personnel, relatives and friends 11
, C.B".S. v. 

Young, supra, nor does it extend to the media. It is 

apparent that the public's right ·to know 1 about which 

petitioners are concerned, is not substantially impaired. 

See Red Lion Broadcasting Co. v. F.C.C., 395 U.S. 367 

(1969). The media as well as private citizens' remain 
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unrestrained in their ability to comment on pending 

proceedings. 

Fina.lly, the dura·tion of ·the Order is not excessive. 

It expires of course at the conclusion of the litiga-
23/ 

tion. -- Petitioners state that this case will ba in 

litigation for many months and that any·delay in their 

ability to conunent is violative of their rights. Hm·1ever, 

the longer the case is in litigation, the more extra-

judicial comments and disclosures cari be made and ·the 

greater the likelihood of prejudice to the respondents: 

it will be months before respondents can present their 

defense to a court of law. Under these circumstances 

non-disclosure during pendency of the litigation is 

reasonable. 

23/ The District Court's Order does not preclude its 
modification before conclusion of the litigation. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, this Court should deny 

petitioners' Petition for a Writ of·Handamus and/or 

Prohibition. 

April 25, 1977 

Respectfully submitted, 

7211-'}r:-.~ -: 4 ... f~£ .. ~: 
.....,._ I - • ; .I''\ 

BARBARA A- LEN BABCOCK 'f 
Assistant Attorney General 

rr.Jj , I fV£ v 1'~1 ~-~RDO ~ v • DAIGER }f?/" 

-~ l -~~~' 
LARRY L. ;2REGG ~~ 
Attorneys, Department of 

Jus·tice 
Attorneys for Respondents 

(Federal Defendants) 
Washington, D. c. 20530 
Telephone: (202) 739-3953 
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CODE OrF 
PROFESS~Ou\t~l RESP0i\]S~i8ul~TY 

P\lS AUVHEh~D[ED BV 
T~HE D~STR~CT OF COlUr~~B~A 

COUIFfT OF APPEf~lS 
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April l, 1972 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT OF APPEALS 

~. DR 2-l05(A)(l) is amended to read as follows: 

"(1) 

I' 

A lawyer admitted to practice before the United State!> Patent Office may usc the designation 
'Patents,' 'Patent Attorney,· or 'Patent Lawyer,· or any combination of those terms, on his 
letterhead and office sign. A lawyer engaged in the trademark practice may use the designa­
tion 'Trademarks,' 'Trademark Attorney,' or 'Trademark Lawyer,' or any combination of 
those terms, on his letterhead and office sign, and a lawyer engaged in the admiralty practice 
may use the designation 'Admiralty,' 'Proctor in Admiralty,' or 'Admiralty Lawyer,' or 
any combination of those terms, on hb lctterhead and office sign:' 

5. DR 2-IOS(B) is amended to read as follows: 

"In connection with the settlement of a controversy or suit, a lawyer shall not enter into an agree­
ment that restricts his right to practice law." 

6. DR 7-102(8)(1) is amended to read as follows: 

"(B) A lawyer who receives information clearly e!'.tablishing that: 

(1) His client has, in the course·of the representation, perpetrated a fraud upon a person or 
tribunal shall promptly call upon his client to rectify the same." 

7. DR 7-107(G) and (H) are deleted and in lieu thereof Canon 20 of the Canons of Professional 
Ethics is retained. Canon 20 reads as follows: 

"20. Newspaper Discussion of Pending Litigation. 

Newspaper publications by a lawyer as to pending or anticipated litigation may interfere 
with a fair trial in the Courts and otherwise prejudice the due administration of ju~tice. 
Generally they arc to be condemned. If the extreme circumstances of a particular case jus­
tify statement to the public, it is unprofessional to make i't anonymously. An ex pJ.ne • 
reference to the facts should not go beyond quotation from the records and papers on file 
in the court; but even in extreme cases it is betterto avoid any ex parte statement." 

8. There is added to the DEFINITIONS section a new subsection: 

"7. 'A bar association representative of the general bar' includes a bar a!osociation of specialists 
<lS referred to in DR 2-105(A)(l) or (4)." 
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28 AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 

lie has no counsel, of the existence <•f cyiJcnce, 
!\.non n 1o the p!"o.!'.!cct:tor or 6thcr got crnn,rnt Jan·­
;\ cr. tlmt fend~ In th:g.ttc the guilt of the l!C<'II'<:d, 
miti~ate tbt' degree o( the offense, or reduce the 
punblunent. 

DR 7-JO.+ C'ommunicating With On(: of AdYcrsc Irt· 
(crc .. :t.7 ' 

(A) Dnrinrt th<' couw! of hi~ reprcsertation of a cli~nt 
a 1.1\\ ycl.' sl.ail uol: 
(1) Commwlic .. tc or c«u<•. lnolh~r to conmmHk.ttc 

on the subject of the representation "ilh a 
party 1:" knows to be reJ•r~·~nh:d by a lanyer 
in that maHer mllc~~ he h .. ~ the prior con<cnt of 
the lawJcr representing such other party~· or jl! 
authori1cd by law to do so. 

(2) Ghe a (I, icc to a perwn \\Ito is nol rcpre~cnted 
by a la\\yer, otlll'r th3n the ad1 icc to secure 
cmmsel,~" if the intere>ts of such pcr<on arc or 
ha\ c a reawnablc pos~ihility of being in con­
flict with the inlcre>ls of his client." 

DR 7-105 Thre~•tening Criminal Prosecution. 
(A) A lawyer shall not present. participate in presenting, 

or threaten to pre~cnt criminal charges solely to 
obtain :111 ad1·antagc in a chi! maUer. 

DR 7-106 Trial Conduct. 
{A) A l:m ycr shall not disregard or ad,·i,c '* client to 

di..,l'\!~6lrd a standing rule of a tribuna! o.r a ruJiug 
of ·• tl'ibnual made in the course of a proceeding, 
bnt h.: nwy take appropriate ~tcps in good faith to 
te5t lhe ~aiidity of such rule or ruling. 

(ll) In presenting a maHer to a tribunal, a lawyer shall 
disdo5c:78 

(1) Legal authority in the controlling jurisdiction 
lmown to him to be directly ad' erse to the po­
sition of his client and '' hich is not disclosed 
by oppo,!ng counsel."" 

(2) Unless pri"ilegcd or irrele•-ant, the identities of 
the client~ he r~presents and of the persons who 
employed him."" 

{C) In appearing in his professional capacity before a 
trihmml, a lmvy~r shall not: 
(1) ~t"l·~ cr :ll!u<le to any lll«H~r ih.tt he has no 

reasonable basis to belie' e is relc\'ant to the 
case or thai will not be supported by admissible 
c•·idence." 

(2) Ask any question that he h.1s no reasonable 
ba~is to hclie\·e is re\ ekmt to the case and that 
is intended to degrade a witness or other pcr­
son.s:: 

(3) Assert his personal knowledge of the facts in 
issue, except when testifying as a witness. 

(4) Assert his personal opinion as to the justness 
of a cause, as fo the credibility of a witness, as 
to the culpability of a cil'il litigant, or as to 
the guiit or innocence of an >:ccuscd:"" hut he 
may argue, on his analysis of tt.e C\ idence, for 
any position or conclusion \\itl1 respect to the 
matters staled herein. 

(5) Fail fo comply with kno"n local customs of 
courte~y or practice o[ the bar or a particular 
tribun?.! without giYing to opposing counsel 
timely nolice of his intent not to comply.S• 

(6) Engage in nndi1:nif!ed or di~courteous conduct 
which is degrading to .:1 tribunal. 

(7) Intentionally or J~:~bilually 'iolate any estab­
lished rule of procedure or of evidence. 

'OR 7-107 Trial l'uhlicity."' 
(A) A Jaw) er parlicit.~•ting in or associated with the in­

vcstif!ation of a criminal matter sh~JJ not m:.kc or 
participalc in making an e:\"trajudicial statement 
that a reasonable person \\Ol'.ld c:\pcct lo be dis­
~cminnt<'!l by means of public communication and 
that docs more than slate without elaboration: 
(1) Information contained in a publk record. 
(2) That tho i111esligation i~ in ptO[!rc~s. 
(3) The gem•ral scope of the hne~lig.,tion induJing 

a dc,criptio•t of the olfeme and, if permih~d by 
!~w, !he idct::;:y of :.he 'icthue 

(4) A request for assi~tancc in apprehending a sus­
pect or as,blancc in <>!her matter, and the in­
formation n~cc~~ary lher~to. 

(5} A waruin1: to the [lnhlic of any dangers. 
(n) A Jan.1 cr or law linn n~sociated "ith the prosecn­

liott or defense of a criminal m~ttcr $hall not, from 
the time of th<' f)Jiug o( a complaint, inf•Jrlll<ltinn, or 
ludicfmcnt, the bwance of an arrc~t w.uraul, or 

*Sec amendments p. 2 

arrest unlil the commenct'ment of tile trial or dis· 
po,i!ion 1\ithoul lri:•'· nml.-e <•r participate in m~k­
ing :m C''l.frajudilial statement that a rea,onah'e 
person "auld expect to b,, di"cmin;•tcd by means 
of puhlk commnuicalion and !hat relates to: 
(1) The ch~<:'ictcr, reputation, or prim· nimln:Jl 

record (inch11Ji1~;~ arr-.·"ts, indit·(m.-.m(',, f.r t~rhtr 
d•:'r~.l..'~ (-f c:it:.c) of t{,~ a, ..... uc..t:(J. 

(2) 'H~t pn< .ihi!i!) o[ a pk.l t [ ~,uiUy f? the of(cfN' 
ch~rged t•1" to a Je-,.~cr olleu~c .. 

(3) The c:..istenc~ or con!cnt~ of any confc~~ion, ad­
llli->i<:tn, or st.,tcmenl gh-en hy the accu~cd or 
hi,; Jc!tN!I or failure to m.1Lc a statement. 

(4) The pcrforrn:mce or r:e~ull> of any examinations 
or tests or the refusal or failure of the ac.:used 
to ~ubmit to examinations or lt::<ls. 

(5) The identity, testimony, or cr~diiJilily of a tnos­
pectil'e "i!nc~s. 

(6) Any opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the 
atcuscd, the e\ idencc, or the merits of the ca~c. 

{C) DR 7-107 (13) does not preclude a la\\yer during 
such period from announciu?,: 
(1) The nanw, «g<!, rcside1•ce, occupation, and fam­

ily status of the accused. 
(2) If the accmcd has not been apprehcnde<J, any 

informaiiMl necc~sary to aid in l!b apprehension 
or lo "'trrl the public of any dangers he may 
pr~sent. 

(3) A request for as<istance in obtaining e•·idcnce. 
(4) The identity of the ,·ictim of the crime. 
(5) The fact, time, and place of arrest, r~sistance, 

pursuit, and use of weapons. 
(6) The identity of im·esli)!aling and arresting of­

ficers or agencies and the length of the inv~ti­
gafion. 

(7) A< the lime of sei7ure, atlcscription of the phys­
ical e' idencc sci;,ed, other than :! confcs,ion, 
admis~ion, or ~tafemcnt. 

(8) The nature. substance, or text oi' the charge. 
(9) Quotatilhts from or references to public records 

of the court in the ca~c. 
(10) The sc!JcJuling or result of any st~p in Htc jtt-

dicial proceedings. • • ·' 
(11) That the accused denies the charges made 

against him. • 
(D) During the selection of a jury or the tri:~l of a c~im­

iaal matter. a lawyer or law firm assodated with 
the pro~ecuiion or defense of a criminal m:>Ucr sh~JJ 
not nmkc o~ participate in making an extra-judicial 
statement thr.t a reasonable pc•son woulcl expect 
to be disseminated by means of rmblic communi­
cation and that relates to the trial, parties, 01· i'~ucs 
in the trial or other matters that me reasonably 
likely (o interfere with a fllir (ri:!l, except that he 
may quote from or refer \\ilhout comment to pub­
lic records of the court in the ca~c. 

(E) After the completion of 3 trial or di~posilion with­
out trial of a criminal matter and prior to the im­
position of sentence, a lawyer or law firm associated 
wilh the prosecuti<•n or defense shall not m:•ke or 
particip:~!'e in making an extrajudicial statr:ment 
tlmt a reasonahle person wouiJ expect to he dis·, 
~eminated hy JlUhlic communication and thai is 
reasonably likely fo affect the impo5Won of sen­
fence. 

(F) The foregoing pro,-isions of DR 7-107 also apply to 
professional die,ciplinary proceeding-; and jill enilc 
disciplinary proceedings when pertinent and con­
sistent with other law ll!lplicable to such proceed­
in{!>. 

:f:(G) A lawyer or law firm a~sociated 1\ilh a ch•il action 
shaH not during ils investigation or litig~lion m:<ke 
or partidpatc in tnnldn!~ an c>.:(r;Jjudidal stat~mf\~tt, 
othc•· lllan a quotation from or reference to pui,He 
records, that 3 rcascm:thlc person would ~"pert to 
be di"elllina!e:l by means of puhlk commonicaliof1 
and llmt relates to: , 
(1) E' ide nee re)!arcling the occurren.:c ot" tr:msac­

tion im oh cd. 
{2) The character, credibility, or crimilml ro)cord ot 

a p;Jrty~ '\ Hncsc;, or pro'.pccti; c- wi:ne~.;. 
(3) "l he performance or r~sull~ of any cx:uniuathm~ 

or !c~ts or the rcfus.ll or failure of :• party to 
5uhmit to wch. 

(4) His opinion a~ to lh!' rnerils of the claim~ or dc­
fcn:,es of a par(y, c>.:cept liS reqtlired by la1v or 
.adrninistrati\c rule. 
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.(5) Any other maUcr reasonably likely to interfere 
with a f<~ir l.ri:~l of the action. 

~(H) During the pet>dency of :m :ulminbtrath·c proceell-
in~, :~ J:mycr or lmv [lrm associated th~rc~>ith shall 
uut mal..c or p:uticil•ale. in making a st:tlcmenl, 
olltcl." than a r;uot,lion from or r<'(Cr'='nce tl> pu!Jlic 
recor<)s, that a r~;.,onahle 1Jcrson ;vould CXIJCLt to 
be disseruin:ltetl bJ- means of pub1ie C(Jll!lmmication 
it' it is m:tde m•l:.idc thl' oflicial cou;•.c of the pro-
cccdin~ nnd relat~ to: . 
(1) Evidence reranling the occurrcn<:'! or !r:msac· 

tion in\'t_thcd .. 
{2) The character, credibility, or criminal record of 

a party, witness, or- prospective witness. 
(3) l'hysical evidence or the per£orrn:m.:e or results 

of any ex.lminations or tests or the refu~al or 
failure of a party to submit to such. 

{4) His opinion as to the merits of the claims, de­
fcn~es, or po~ilions of an inlcrc~ted per~on. 

(5) Any other matter reasonabiy likely to interfere 
'lith a fair he:trin~ .. 

(!) The for< :~uin~ provi~ions of DR 7-t07 <lo nr>t pre­
clude a la\Yyer from replying to ch:trgc> o£ mi~con· 
duct publicly m:t<le :>gains! him or fmm participal· 

.:~·~ ing in th~ pro<·ec<lin~s of legislative, administrative, 
or other in~estigative bodie~. 

• • (J} A lawyer shall excrcbe reasonable care to prevent 
·_·!;'l his cn•ployees and :ISS('ciatcs from makiu1; an extra-
. ~ jmlici:ll statement that lte would be prohibited from 
-. making under DR 7-107. 

: ~~.'~ ' DR 7-10& Communication with or Investigation of 
. n Jurors • 

.. .1'1 (A) nefore the t.ial of a case a lawyer connected there-
·- .:1~ with shall not communicate with or cause another 
. ~ , to commnnic;.t;; ''i!h :myone he l•nows to be a 
. .. ·:·J·! member of the venire from which the jury will be 

. seleciNl for the trial of the case. 
• · • > (ll) During the trial of :1 case: 

(1) A J:~wyer connected therewith slmll not com· 
• -~-{ rnunica!e with or cause another lo communicate ·; ~ I \\ i!h :my rnrmbet· of the jury.'• 
• • ::11 (2) A lawyer who is not connected therewith sltall 

li not communicate with or cau~e another to com· 

:":' (C) DR 7-108 (A) ancl (B) do not prohibit a lawyer 
•.•. from connnunk:~Hncr with veniremen or J"urors in 

the lawyer shall not :•<k question.< of or mal<" com· 
rncnts to a memlr;r of (11:1£ jury tllal arc calculated 
merely to bara ,, or cmbanas~ the juror or to in­
fluence his action' in fuh•re jury service.'' 

l1:) A lawyer ~hall IHII Ll'll•!u~ I l'r ~ ;< II!· "• vy fir,:mcial 
::.cpport O'l" othcn'rh;~', anv1hr:r to conduct u \CX:t• 
tiou!t or ha:a~ing inv~Cig;ltion .)f either ;1 Ycnire .. 
man or a juror. 

(F) All restrictions lmr•nscd by DR 7-108 llpon a lan.)ocr 
also :tpply to communications with or im·c~tig:-.tions 
of mcmhcrs of a family of a v~nirem:>n or a juror. 

(G) A lawyer ~hall reveal promptly to the cou•t im• 
proper conduct by a \cnirenmn or a juror, or by an­
other toward a Yenirem:m or a juror or a tncmber 
of his family, of which the lawyer lms knowledge. 

DR 7-109 Cont.'lct "ith Witnesses. 
(A) A lawyer shall not fUPJ>rcss any e,·itlence tlt:-.t he or 

his client has a kg:-.1 obligation to reveal or pro­
duce."' 

(n) A lawyer shall nol advise or cause a person to se­
crete him•.elf or to leave lhe jurbdiction of a tri· 
bona! for the purpo"" of making him uuav:•ilablt 
as a witness therein!• 

(C) A lawyer shnll not pay, offer to pay, or ac<rniesce in 
tlte payment of compcn~alion lo a witness conlin· 
gent upon the content of his testimony or the out· 
cowe of the case.'• But a lawyer rnay advance, guar· 
antec, or acquic~ce in the payment of: 
(1) Exper.~cs reasonably incurred by a witness in 

-attending or tc~lifying. 
(2) Reasonable compensation to a witness for his 

loss of time in attending or te~tifying • 
{3) A reasonable fee for the professional services 

oE an expert witness • 
DR 7-110 Contact ''·ith Officials.01 

{A) A lawyer shall not give or lend any thing of Yalue 
to a judge, official, or employee of a tribunal • 

(B) In :111 adversnry proceeding, a lawyer shall not com· 
rnuuicate, or cause another to communic:tte, as to 
the merits of the cause, with a jucl1:c- or an official 
fltforc \'rh~~n 1he r"t~C'~!·di'l"! i~ pcn•1 in'~• CX("C"p!: 
(1) In the course of offir:ial procccdinvs in the c:ms~. 
{2) In wriling if he promptly dclh•ers a copy of the 

writing to oppMing counsel or lo the :td\'crse 
p:trty if he is not represented by a lawyer. 

-~::1 municate with a juror concerning the case. 

. ;~ ft £he course of o:iid:tl proceedings. 
~-'· (D) After discharge of the jury from further consiilerNa·OTES 
-:~ tion of a C!tse with which the lawyer was connected, 

~~ I. "The right to be heard would be, in many cases, of 

(3) Or:tlly upon adequate notice to OPJ>osing conn• 
sel or to the ::dverse party if he is not repre­
sented by a lawyer. 

(4) As otherwise authorized by law.•• 

· ~-~ little avail if it did not comprehend the right to be heard 
,~1 by counsel. Even the intelligent and edu~ated layman has 

. ,t-J small and sometimes no skill in the science of law." Powell 

.·~~ v. Alabama. 287 U.S. 45, 68-69, 77 L. Ed. 158, 170, 53 S. Ct. 
'J; ss. 64 (1932). 

:31 2. Cj. ADA CANON 4. 
:!l "At lim•s •.• [the tax lawyer) will be wi~e to discard 
,1 sC~ome arguments and he should excrcite discretion to em .. 
.. ~; i rhabsize the arguments which io hls judgment are most likely 

• ~· f~ to ;:! persuasive. But th1o; proce~s involv~s legal judgment 
:, rather than moral attitudes. The tax lawyer should pul 
··.::1 1 asiue private disagreements with Consressional and Treasury 

·'l • policies. His own notiom of policy, and his person?.l view 

-
:_'1

4
·.' ·~ or what the law ~hould be, are irrelevant. The job en-

lrn~ted to him by his client is to u~e all his learning and 
ability to protect his client's rights, not to help in the 

I proce~s or prcomotino; a better tax SY5tem. The tax lawyer 
~., need not ncccot his client's ccc-ncmic and social opinions, 
~~- but the client is payin~ for technical attention and undivided_.· 
· ~ concentration ur"n 1.;. afi:l.irs. He is eQtmlly entitled to ·1 pcrform..,nC'"r unfettered bv his r.uorney's c~·"nomic and 
~ so:i•l predilections." P31ll, The Lnw••er as a To.< Adl'iser, 
·• 25 Rnc.:v JI.IT. L. Rr-v. 4t2, 418 (1953). 

- . 'I ·1 3. Set: AHA CANO"<s 15 and 32. <'./ ABA Canon S, although onl;r speal:inr. of one t.ccn<ed 
I J (\f crirne. impo:o:t."S 3. :"irribr oPiir.at!(\n on the l:lwyer: "rfJhc j •t lawyer is ba,und. b·t all fnir LhHl honorable meanco, to pre~ 
· ~ sent every defen<~ that the law or the l<ond permits, to the 

.• 
l, 1· end that no per>on nmy be deprived or life or liberty, but 
"~ by du~ prorcss of law." . 

1 

.. Anv pcr~u:tt;h')n or pressure on the advocate which dct~rs 
him frc·rn rJ:umin-: 01nd ca.rrvin~ out the litirnrion on th~ 

l h:ssis of 'wil:tt .. within the frnrnew(lrk of lhc l.:1w. i~ bco;,t 
for mr client's intcre>t?' in!crfercs with the obli~:.tion to 

• 

~~~ rcpr.•<ent the ch:nt f:~Jiv within the bw. 
"TI•is e>hlit:alion, in its fulleot scn>e, is the heart of the 

nch·er:-ary process. Each attorne)'. ns an ::1dvocate. actli for 
amt s~cks that which in his jmlomcnt i• best for his clionl, 

I 
within the bounds authori.ativcly established. The advocate 

~ * Sre nm!'ndtn!'nto; n. 2 
.... --~,._ . ..,_ 
i . •" "·--·"~ · - ... - .. -

·• 

does not decide what is just in this case-he would be 
usurping the function of the judge and jury-he acto; for 
and seeks [or his chent Ut~t which he is entitle<! to under the 
hw. He can do no Jess and properly repre<ent the client." 
Thode, The Ethical Swn.Jartl for the Advocate, 39 Tz::X,\S 
L. REv. 575, 5S4 (1961 ). 

"The [Tcx~s public opinion) survey indkntes that distrust 
of the lawyer can be tr:tccd directly to certain fa~tors. Fore­
most of Utes~ is a ba~ic misunderst:tnding of the function 
of the lawyer as nn advocate in an advcrc:ary system . 

uLawyers arc accused of taking advanta:se: of 'loopholes" 
and 'technicalities' to win. Persons who make this charge 
arc nnaware, or do not unders•and, that the lawyer is hired 
to win, and if he does not exercise. every legitimalc effort 
in his client's bc:half. th~n he is betrayinJ! a sacred trust." 
Rochelle & Payne, The Stru~~:le for Public Understanding, 
25 TEXAS B.J. !09, 159 (1962). 

"The imnortance of the attorney's undivided alle~iance 
and faithful service to one accused of crime:. irrcSl"ective of 
the attorney's per5onal opinion o.s to the snilt of hie; cHcnt, 
lies in Canon S of the American Bar As>odation Canon of 
Ethics. 

"The difficulty lies, of course, in ~scertaining whelhor 
the attorney has been i<JiHy c-i nn err<'< of judgmer:t, such 
as an election with respect to trbl tn~tics. or has otherwise 
b,.cn actuated by his ro•1~ci~:n·~c or belief that his d'cr:t 
should 1.>: c<•,l\'ictcd in :1n:Y cv~nt. All tC"'O frcau.;otly co.:~ts 
nre called upLtn to rc-vic~v ~ctionc; of dden)e couns t>l whi~"h 
arc. at the most, crrc.r't of judgmi!nt. not properly rc· .. ·ic-w­
nble on hnbc:t'i corou.; unles~ the trbl i5 a farce ami a 
mocl:cry of ino::tic\! which rt.·quircs the court to intervene . ... 
r)ut ~\·hen d'cfcn~.! COUO"d, in 3 truly :!1J\CCI\C pf,)~<!Cdinq, 
ndmkc; that hili con~dcnc£" woulc.J not pcnnit hirn to :h!nr-: 
certain cu:-.tomnry lri.11 pr<,..:cdurc'li,. tl.is ex~cnJc; b!vond th~ 
rca!m of JUdgnH.-nt and s.trongly SUf!'2~<;t.; 311 inv~'iion of 
con-;titllfinnal rh•hts.'' J,·. hns v. Smvth 176 F. Sur,o. 9.;?. 
952 rr:.n. V.I. l'i59l, mo.:i/i~d. United State< e~ rl"l. Wi•~ins 
"· Bnnmilln. 705 F. Sunt>. 123. 128, n. 5 (ED. P:t 1%21, 
·af/'tl. 325 F. 2.1 ~14 (3d Cir. 1961), ccrt. dmietl, 379 U.S. 
847, 13 L. Ed. 2d 51, 85 S. Ct. 87 (1964). 

'II 

·. 
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which the h\w-ycr expres~ly relieo;, whh:h would re3.>•:-ou.\l,ly 
be: c .... m~h.!crcd Jmp-ott:..ut by ch.: jddt;.e siuanc l'll the c •• ~c. 

:.:·: •. The test in ev•ry ca"e should be: Is the <lccH,,n 
whkh orp~~in3 ..:ounsel has ov~rloc·ked c-nc '"'hich the Ct.hlkt 
s.hould ck:J.rly conshler in •J..!ciJm~ tho: case? ''-"Juh.1 a 
rc~~onr.hJc JU-.!~c. Pf"f'triY i.f:c.:l th:st :1 l~wyer who ::.<.h· ..!fl~c!d, 
as thc4~w~ :-' prop<'::a·~ioa. arJ;.cr5·~ to th:: tnuJI~t..k ·:::, .;tl <:..:d ,1on, 
\\'~S .la ... i..in~~ in c.1ndvr m"d fain!~~~ h> him'! :..:: .. ht ~t:'" jarJ ~~e 
con~Jder h·rn::,l!lf rnblcd by ~·~ :;.·p:.'::d rer·nsc:n':-.u ... 'a th· .t 
the: lnw!-er knew or rw ad\·er.::.e: authvcity?H Alhl OpitW .. "' tZ 
2~1) ( 19.!9). 

W. '·The authorities are sub>tantially uniform agail'st :.ny 
pnvilc:Je as appl:ud to the fa't of retainer or idenuty of the 
cli~r'Jt. Tht= l'nvile ~· e is lirmtcll l\'l c,Jnti<~ciUial cvrnmtm~Ca· 
ti\)n~ . anJ a r.;t .. uncr i.; I't."'t a contiJentia.l comunmh::ation, 
although it c:tnJ10 t ccme 10!0 cx1stencc without son1e c•Jm­
municat•on boi!twccn the attorney and the-at th~t St.:J3e 
p~""O'-pl!cthc-client." United State'> v. Pape. 144 I·.2d 773, 
7b2 (2d Cir. 1944), cert. d.:11ied, :.UJ U.S. 752, 89 L. Ed. 2d 
602. 65 S. Ct. 86 (1944). 

'"To be sure, there may be circumstances under whkh the 
idcntifi~.ltion of a client may at.lOUnt to the rr.:judt~i:&l dls­
clo~ure of a confidential .:ommurHcation, ns where th~ !.itO­
stance of a d"closure has already been revealed but not its 
S01•rce."· Colton v. United St:~te>, 306 F. 2d 633, 637 (2d 
Cir. lY~2). 

Sl. See ABA CANON 22; c/. ABA CANON 17. 
"The rule ~!lowing counsel when addressing the jury the 

widcr-.l l:.titude in J•scc:;.;,ing the evidence anJ presenting the 
client's tl:corics falls far short or authorizing the statement 
by counsel of matter nvt in evidence, or inctulgmg in arg,u­
mcnt fvnnd.:d on no pro.Jf, (If dem..tn~.hns verdicts C<..'r pur· 
p-oses other than the ju"t settlement of the matters :,t is>ue 
between the Ji:ir:ams, or appealing to prc:juc.lice or paso;ion. 
The rule conf,oint; coun3el to legitimate argument is not 
based on etiquette, but on justice. Its violation is not 
me:cly an oversteppi01: of the bounds .of propriety, but a · 
violation of a party's ri r hts. The jurors must oetermine the 
issues up..'n the evidence. ColllJSel's address should help 
them de> thi~. not tend to lead them 2stray." Cherry Crcr.k 
Nat. Bank v. Fidelity & Cas. Co., 207 App. Div. 787, 790-91, 
202 N. Y. S. 611. 614 (1924). 

82. C/. ABA CANON HI. 
"§6063 ... . It is the duty of an attorney: 

;,(()"To abst~in from all offensive pers<>nality, and to ad­
vance no fact prejudicial to the honor or reputati<>n of a 
p~1rtv C"r ,,·itne~s. l •nleS'i required by the justice of the cause 
WJth which he is. ti,~usr:d.' ~ C.AL. IlVSINl.!I.S A:"o PRo:·ES­
S!ONs Coou §6{168 (Wett 1962). 

83. "The record in the c:tse nt bar was silent concerning 
the qualities and character of the C:ccea~ed. lt is espcctatly 
improper • .in addressing the jury in a murder case, for the 
pro~ccuting attorn~y to make reference to his knowledce c.f 
the good qualities of the deceased where there is no evi­
dence in the record bearing upon his character. . . • A 
prosccu1or should never jnjcct into his argument evidence 
not intrcd<tced at \he trial." People v. Dukes, 12 Itt. 2d 334, 
341, 1-16 N. E. 2d 14, 17-18 (1957). 

84. uz\ lawyer should not ignore known customs or prac­
tice of the Bar or of a particular Court, even when the taw 

prrmi:s. \\.ithout rivin~ timely notice to the oppo:ik~ co\•n­
$~1.., 1\SA C.,~o :-r 2). 

SS. The pro,·L.:•.'tl> vf So<ticns (A), (B), (C), ""J (D) of 
tins D· . ~,~ .plm .uy nde Jn.:"<"fJh'f3t"'" tta!" faii ~:;.,I· free pr~: '\.S 
~(!'tnd~'rd"i Whh'fl :tpJ'h' h.l J:lw~·css :tS ~f dl'J >!::J by th~ 1\8:\ 
1-hnJ~I! of D .. ~~~~:tt•. $. Ftb. 19. 196$, ufK~n ti.! r~c<~mmt:nda­
tion of the .. .-.r 1 ri~1 ~nd Fr~..! Prt." ">S Ad\h<"'ry Comrilittee 
' ( th~ AHA ~; .. ~.~!;~ ! (:.)rn·:::~!~~ P!'• \.!•!··i•rnJrn Smnc.l.1rtl~ for 
th.: .·\Umnv.:o.tr&:il)n of Crh•"•n~l J.n·.d t..'t". 

Cf . .t\lJA (. ,,....,os ::0; s t! ,c-.:n , ,.,:1.\· 1\D.\ AD\'f~•:,.ny Co-.!­
!·Ur·lr.E 0~ r ... lU. J ~'''II A~D r}~L;t; Pr.:r:~':.. ST.r\!"tJ.\f(.l~ RCI.AT­
j...;~ lC" r,..t r Tm.\t.. A:-lfJ Fr:F.r: Pa{L~5 (1~·66). 

ul rc•m th·.! c~,~~.:s coming here we note t~:!l unfO'ir :uiJ 
rrejudid=-'1 n!ws c4J:mmcnt on prnJin·.~ u·ial.> h:J.s brcC'mc: 
incrc~~ in ·7ly rr:v:·knt. D.le r rO\' \' ~~ icquir.:::~ ll ~ ~t th~ rl,: .. 
cu~ .. J n.:cci\.1! a H ial by i"'l iu---~· .. Ht::-sl Jt1f) f:~-: from out *.:e 
influcn.:.l.!s. Gh en the perv:t~l'wc-n .... .. ') < f modl!'rn commmd~J.­
tions ~nd t!Jc difdc!1hy of cCfa~in?, prejudici:ll puhlidty frCim 
the- mmds of tht: JUrors, th.J tri:~.\ ClHitlS r.l'JSt t:d;e stn1ng 
mc~sures to <'n~urc th:tt the b:tl :.mc~ is never -..,:::kh~J a•~:lin~t 
the "-ccused. J'.nd 2ppe1latt: tribunals h1ve the duty to ·mal.;: c 
an ind~pendcnt cv~tuation t)f the cir~Hm:>t::m..:e~. 0£ counc,. 
there IS nothing tf,at pr•>>cribcs the press from rcportint: 
cH!ntS th:H aranspir{" in the. c.::·urtroom. B•Jt wher.:: there is 
a re:,~onablc- li"C'lihood that prc..juJics ::~ \ ne".\'$ prior to tri..ll 
will prevent a fnir trio!, the j~:,he should continue the case 
until the thrt":at ah..lh~.c;. 0r tran-..,f-,..r 11 to ~tn(•th~r county Ih1t 
so pt-rmea.teJ w1th putolldty . ... l :~ ..... \.~urb n~ u:"'t r..l :-. c M.~;, 
stcr-s by rule at.d rcgul:.tion thnt will proteot .heir pwceS>cs 
from pr>:jl~dic1al outside interf~rer,ccs. Ncjt?ler prl) .. c cuh) CS, 
co~m :> .:l tor de!cn'-~e. the a.ccust"d. wHh~'3SC"~, co urt st .. 1ff lh.lr 
enforccm~nt off.cers cominc: un .. 'cr the jurisdiction of the 
court should l·e pcrmi•t<d to fru>tr~ te its function. Co'· 
laho ration b~twecn counsel and the pr\:!.'S ~s to inform~.tion 
~liecting the fairness of a criminal trial is nvt only suhjoct 
to regulation. but is hi~hly censur3hle and wt'lrthv or d!s­
ciplinory measures." Shcpp:!rd v. Maxwell, 38·~ U.S. 333, 
362·63. 16 L. Ed. 2d 600. 620, 86 S. Ct. 1507, 1522 (1966). 

86. See ADA CANOl< 23. 
87. "[l]t WNdd be unethical for a tt.wyer to horast entice. 

induce or exert influence on a juror to obt:tin his testim\lny." 
ABA Oplr:irm 319 (1968). 

8S. Src ABA CASON 5. 
89. Cf. AliA CANON 5. 
"Rule J) • ••• A member of the State ll:~r shall not <~dvise 

a person, who"c testimony co!tld establish t.""r t~nd to csti'\ b· 
lish a material fact, to avoid service of PC'-"'cess. or secrete 
himself, Or Otherwise tO make hi<: lCStimt .. nV Un:W,lil._dJ:I! n 

CAL. Dl•srNrss ANn PnoFEs~roNs Conz ~6076 (\Vc<t t96::). 
90. S,·e. Jr, r• 0"t:eefo, ·19 ~.!NJI .. ,~<l . 141 P. 638 (t9i4). 
91. CJ. ABA CANON 3. 
92. "Rule 16 . •.• A member of the State Bar shall not, in 

fhe ab\ence of opposint: counsel. communic~le with or 
argue to n judge or j\ldicial oHi~cr except in open CC'urt 
upon the merits of a contested m~ttcr pendint; berorc- ~'1-:h 
jud,ee or judici!ll officer; nor shaH he. v.·!lh\"'mt furnishin'J 
opposin~ coun~cl with a copy thereof. :!ddrcss a. writt~""n 
commml ication to a iud{?:.e or j•1dicial offic~r concerning the 
merits or a conte, ted matter pendinc befNe such judge or 
ju<lici3\ officer. This rule sh:t11 P~t apply to ex nnrte m:,t­
ter•." CAL. lJUS!NESS AND PnoFEsstoxs CooE §6076 (West 
1962). 

CANON 8 

A Lawyer Should Assist in 
Improving the Legal System 

ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS 
EC 8-1 Changes in human affairs n.nd imperfections EC r.-3 The fair administration of justice requires the 
in human institutions make necessary constant efforts to :l\·ailability of competent lawyers. l\·lernt>ers of the pub-
maintain and improve our legal system.' This system lie should be eJnc,ted to recognize the e:'tistence of lcpl 
should function in a manner that commands public re- problems and the rc-,ult:mt need for !~~at 'crvices, and 
~pect nnd fosters the use of legal remedies to achi~vc should be provided method, for intcllt-:!~nt selection of 
redress of grievances. By reason of education and e:~;- counsel. Those persons unable to pav for legal sen·ices 
perience, lawyer~ are especially qualified to rcCO!'n~e should be provided needed servic..,~. Clients and l;:w}ers 
deficiencies in the ler.al system and to initiate corrccttve should not t>c pen~lized hy undue gcogr:!phical restraints 
mea~urcs therein. Thus they should participate in pro- l\POn rcprcsentativn in le~al matters, and 1111.' b:or shotold 
posin:: and supporting le'!i>lation and programs to im· address itself to imprry;cments in lken>h,g. reci,orocit;t, 
prove the system,' without re!;ard to the general interests and admi, sion prll<.l!dures consistent with the Med5 of 
or dc<ircs of cl.t>nts or former clienl~.• modern commerce. 
EC 8-1. Rules of Jaw are deficient if they are not just, EC 8-4 \\'hcncvl"r a lnwver seeks lcci:;l:.tive or ado,in. 
undcr~t:mdal:>le, and responsive to the needs of soci¢ty. btrative d:anges. he shonl1i i<kn!lf}' the car:tcity in wl.i.·h 
If a lawyer believes that tl•e cxi;tence or absence of a he appear,, whether on h~half of hin,,df. a clirnt, M thc 
rule of hw, suh~tantive or procctlural, catt>es or c!'ntrib· put>lic.' A lawyer may acho.:att' su;h ch~n~:cs on bd1df 
Utes to an unjust result. he should end~avor by lawful cof :~ client even thou~h he doc2 of'! :~~rc•; \\it~ th¢,n. 
means to obtain appropriate chan3es in the Jaw. He But when a lawyer purpurts to net on td1:~lf ,~r the i''·tb· 
~hould cncourare the simplification of laws and the re- lk. h.: should cspotbc only tho'e chan.·..:; whkh he con-
peal or amendment of law$ that arc outmoded.' Like- sc!entiou~ly bdie\CS to he in the pubh.:: i•llcrcst. 
wise, Jc~al procedures should be improved whenever 
experience indicates a change is needed. EC 8-5 Fraudulent, deceptive, or otherwise illegal con-
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\ ) ~' IN THE UNITED ~TA'l'I~S lH Sl't! IC !' • :1 1l!RT 

IR THE Dr;TRIC~ OF co-crnml 

:: ! '• ..... ,.. .. . ' ' ,.... J 
f,....-l ;,Jt l-·~ 

RALPH NADER, et al., ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

J.'\f.;::;:s F. D.3..VEY, Ci:.;rk 

Plaintiffs, 

v. CIVIL ACTION NO. 

EARL I3UTZ, et al. , 

Defendants . 

PROTECTIVE ORDER 

148-72 
• t 

- ' 

,- ..... "t \ 
' ' .. ... .. ~ 

--..... : 

- -
: "~ """ 

This matter having come before the Court at a hearing o~: 

December 19, 1973, and defendants having orally moved for a 

protective order which would prohibit the prematu~e disclosure 

by counsel of material furnished under subpoena in this case 

but not yet publicly filed with the Court, and counsel £or 

plaintiffs having indicated that plaintiffs offered no objec-

tion to sai~ motion as limited, and the Court finding that 

good cause exists for the issuance of such an order, it is, 

t'herefore, this :lJ./Jfctay of [O.R:<.??:v/""kV 1973 hereby 
' .. 

ORDERED 

That counsel in this case are directed not to publicly 

disclose material submitted to them under subpoena unless and 

until such material is publicly filed wi·th ·the Court in some 

appiopriate manner or otherwise appropriately utilized in 

~ \)y>~~ 
UNITED STATES DISv~DGE 

... 

, ~ ........ 
' ., 

' " ' 

: ) . ·. 
j.: ,· 
• t ' .. 
~ ~" ~ ; ~ " ~ . 
·. 

; ::.~ , .. ,"" 
~~ .. ,. ........ 

·. . 
•: .. -~. 

~ ' ~: '.: 
,. 

I, 

. -· .. 

.. :. ' 

... 
. ·• 



• ' .,. " 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLU~IBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 77-1313 

IN RE ADELE BALK IN, ET AL. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

On April 25, 1977, two copies each·of the att~ched 

Answer to Petition for Mandamus/Prohibition were served 

by prepaid first class mail upon counsel for the petitioners, 

n~rk H. Lynch, Esq., 2000 P Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., 

20036; upon the Honorable June L. Green, United States 

District Judge, Room 2333 United States Courthouse, 

Washington, D.C., 20001; and upon the following counsel for 

co-respondents: 

Charles P. Sifton, Esq. . 
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & l'l'1acRae 
140 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 

Alvin K. Hellerstein, Esq. 
Stoock & Stroock & Lavan 
61 Broadway 
New York, New York 10006 



H. Richard Schumach0r, Esq. 
Cahill, Gordon & Reindel 
80 Pine Street 
New York, New York 10005 

Donald J. Mulvihill, Esq. 
Cahill, Gordon & Reindel 
1819 H Street, N.W. 
washington, D.C. 20006 

' ; 

Attorney, Department nf Jus1lcG 

-2-

Attorney Respondents (Federal 
Defendants below) 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
Telephone: 202/739-3688 
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' .. n...._ 1 l "'f 

B. Prelimi:1a.::y and permanent injunctions enjoining the 

d~fendr,m·ts £rom eng~ging in the activities declur~d to be illegal and 
\ 

unconstitutional; 

C.. A mandatory injunction or writ of !TIZl.ndar.ms ordering-the 

defendants to produce before the Court, for delive~J to the plaintiffs 

and members of their class for destruction, all files, reports, ra-

cords, photogra~hs, data comouter taoes and cards, and all other ... - .. 

··mat.erials derived from defendants • illegal and unconstitutional act-

ivi·ties relating to plaintiffs and all other persons similarly 

situated; 

D. ·Each named plaintiff and. member of the plaintiff class have 

judgment against each defendant in the sum of $100.00 per day of 
I 
i 

procurement of interception, . divu¥:ge!:!.oe 2.ri.cr:~usc·, and interception, 

divulgence a.nd use of the plaintiffs' wire, cable or radio 

co~~unications7 as liquidated. damages pursuant .to Title 18, United 

States Code Section .2520 and Ti~ie 47, United States Code, Section 

605. 
f.' ~I { 

n•am.·.,?a" pl ~int;..r..c and roo-',b~r - - •. C.-- -.1...1.. • ,_1( t:: of 
I • 

the plaintiff cla~s Each 

have;judgment against each defendant in a sum to be determined by 

the Court :for violation of plaintiffs • Firs·t, fourth, Fifth and 

Ninth Amendment rights. 

F. P.ecovery .in the amount of $50.000 punitive damages for the 

~1illful violation·of constitutional rights for each plaintiff and 

" . 
each rnewber of the.plaintiff class. 

G. The reasonable costs of this action and attorneys! fees of 

plaintiffs. 

H. · Such other and further relief as the Court shall deem just 

and proper. 

Respectfully submitted, · 

~~(_ rY· o/------~ 
Hark H. Lynch 
John H. F. Shattuck 
&~erican Civil Liberties Union 

Foundation 
600 Pennsylvania Ave., s.E. 
Suite 301 
Washington, D.C. 20003 
(202)544-1681 

-18-



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ., 

SECOND ANENDED CO~IPLAINT 

, . \pDELE HALKIN 
~4 West Elm Str~et 

Apartment 1104 
Chicugo, Illinois 60611 
(312) 664-5930; 

1 i'EVE HALLIWELL 
0 Loomis Street 

Montpelier, Vermont 05602 
' (802) 223-3501; 
~ON LUCE · 
. \is9 Second Avenue 

Apartment #1 
New· York, Ne~v York 10032 
(212) 677-5262 i 

~OHATHAN MIRSKY 
Thetford, Vermont 05074 
(802) 785-2042; 
IDNEY PECK 
5 Farrar Street 

Cambridge, Mass. 02138 
(617) 54 7-3849; 

~IJANIEL SCHECHTER 
3s Dartmouth Street 
Somerville, Nass. 02145 
~617) 266-1111; 

"1'~!HEL TAYLOR 
41 Conshohocken State Rd. 
Apartment 714 
Bala Cynwyd, ~a. 
(215) 644-5646; 

€0R'l\ HBIS'S 

19004 

SO:n Naldo Road 
Rivel~'~·""'l~-ti:---104 71 
(?1 ?) 49~--G--
fu~R~~~!ENDS SEPVICE C~~T~EF~ 
-J,.S.G~etrerry street 
P ~d.e;J..p,b.-i..a..,-P·eR>fl-ST"l"V-a-ai a 1910 2 
.-(.Z-3:5·)-2+1=---T6·6'0 i 
GLE.P..G:.~-Mt-9-.Tt.AJ:TX C Q~C~BNBD 
1.9..8 B.,t;;.Q~y , 
N.e.\:7-Y:ea:;.k~e:";,<l-¥0'rl...,._~e·e-3 8 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) / 

). 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Civil Action 
) No. 75-1773 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

I 
-/ 

t·:~· ~ :! ~~;·..: ;: .... ~ 
;i ·.: '' .. .:.. ·:..:....· ~-·· 

) JJ~:· .. ;::; ::. 0:;·./~ !~~ · ..... ~- :: 
) 
) 

INC. ~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) .(..2.J,..2 .. )--9-&1~"5'&;-

~0rvJ1iJITTEE OF CONCERNED ASIAN 
- \ ;;o Angus NcDonald, National 

614 Social Science Building, 
University of Hinnesota, · 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55455 

SCHOLARS, ~ 
Coordinator, ) 

(612) 378-2571; 
~O!·lEN STRIKE FOR PEACE 
. ~45 South 13th Street, Room 407 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19107 
(215) 923-0861; 

,1.-~T!L-JA S • ADANS 
""h 717 South ~·7hi ttier Avenue 

Springfield, Illinois 62704 
(217) 528-7247i ' 

,..)dQNARD PALf'T.ER ADAMS I II 
"" '1717 South ~·7hi ttier Avenue 

Springfield, Illinois 62704 
(217) 528-7247; 

VID F. ·.~DDLESTONE 
~ol - 39th Street, ~.w. 

Nash ngton, D.C. 20007 
(202 338-3877; 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) CON1f\INEO 

~.:r~~~ 
OA1£._jfYI-tf4 Rf "'/fJ..~ . {.·~7J 

e.A·:r- . v!lldiTf'S' I r/ 

d:&P* :tYJ~· ~v.'6W of 6/J-1 f7··. 
f~~ ~-:;;1\ {/# ' 

~ ,..,..,~- '"'" u-.;.-
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lUEL ~iJ. BRO'ii-it-1 , JR. 
26 Decatur Place, N. N •. 
shington, D.C. 20006 

(202) 254-3120; 
.~RD J. DENIKE 
--: ~00 - 27th Street 

San Francisco, Calif. 94102 
(415) 282-3576; 

~LORES A. DO~OVAN 
. 69 Elsie Street 

San Francisco, Calif. 94110 
821-1043; 

REV. THO.Lv!AS L. HAYES 
, Road 
R.D. #1 
Dundee, New York 14837 
(607) 292-3842; 

~RICIA FITTS JACOBSON 
I915 Mcintyre Drive 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48105 
(313) 769-4733;' 

RL WHITNEY _JACOBSON 
5 filcintyre Drive 

Ann Arbor, Michigan 48105· 
(313) 769-4733; 

lB-RENNON JONES 
~~42 East 27th Street 

New York, Ne~v York 10016 
(212) 685-5913 i 

. .Ji.EI GH KAGAJ.'J 
,- [39·5 Engle\.;ood Avenue 

St. Pa~l, Minnesota 55104 
{ ) 644-8800; 

HARD CLARK KAGAN 
]395 Engle\vood Avenue 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55104 
( ) 644-8800 i 

US W. MC D9NALD, JR. 
0 o - 13th Avenue, S.E. 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55414 
(612) 387-2571; 

.)rroGH I. MANKE 
~ »-o Second Avenue 

Branford, Connecticut 06405 
(203) 481-4526; 
~D GARETH PORTER 
-~35 Emerson Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20011 
(202) 726-9455; 
~P·H REHCHO 

2516 Nason Avenue 
El Cerrito, California 94530 
(415) 237-6471; 

,J.G-EORGE ~VILLIANS WEBBER 
-315 East 106th Street 

Apartment 20-B 
New York, New York 100~9 
(212) TE 1-10 82; 

MAETI:U\ KENDELL WDi~EGAR 
1404 :Berkeley Wa:J 
B~al:i::§e-rBi-a.....S 4 70 2 
('4±5~ 841 14Ju9-; 
~~ 
140 4 Berke 1.ed( .iY.&J¥ 
Berkel A¥~:&®.J:-~4 702 
( 4 .1-5.)_8 4 J - JA.J.,9-r-

Plaintiffs, 

v. 
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RICHARD EEL~·!S 
Department of State 
United States Embassy 
Teheran, Iran; 
JANES R. SCHLESINGER 
Department of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301~ 
RUFUS N. TAYLOR 
90-A North Lake View Drive 

.Whispering Pines, North Carolina 
ROBERT E. CUSHMAN, JR. 
Commandant of the Harine Corps, 
Navy Departmen·t 
~7ashington, D.C. 20380; 
VEfu~ON A. WALTERS 
22955 Ocean Boulevard 
Palm Beach, Florida 33480; 
WILLI&~ E. COLBY 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505; 
CORD MEYER, JR. 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505; 
JA.i"~IES J. ANGLETON 
4814 - 33rd Road 
North Arlington, Va. 22210; 
~'liLLIAN HOOD, 
4450 South Park Avenue 
Chevy Chase, Maryland; 
RICHARD OBER 
Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20505; · 
Hm·JARD OSBORN 
6803 East Avenue 
Chevy Chase, t-1aryland 20015; · 
Jll.l-1ES .iYlURPHY 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505; 
!-1.u.RSHALL CARTER 
cjo U.S. Milpercen 
200 Stovall Street 
Alexandria, Virginia 
Attn. DAPC~PAS-A; 
NOEL GAYLER 

Navy 

22332 

Department of the 
The Pentagon 
Washingt.on, D.C. 
S.M1UEL C. PHILLIPS 

20301; 

Department of the Air Force 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301; 
LEN ALLEN, JR. 
National Security Agency 
Fort Meade, Maryland; 
LOUIS N. TORDELLA 
9518 E. Stanhope Road 
Kensington, Maryland 20795; 
L. PATRICK Glli~Y, III 
325 State Street 

06320; 

28389; 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

J 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
).. 
) 
) 

~ 
) 
) 

·). 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

New London, Conn. 
CLl'l.RENCE KELLEY 
Director, Federal 
Washington, D.C.; 
J.ill•!ES J. Rm'IT.EY 

Bureau of Investiga-tion ) 
) 

9615 Glencrest Lane 
Ke~sington, Maryland 20795; 

) 
) 
) 



.· . 
H. STUART !CNIGH'!' 
Director, U.S. Secret Service 
Department of the Treasury 
~vashington, D.C. ; 
JOSEPH CARROLL 
7306 Rippon Road 
Alexandria, Vriginia; 
DONALD BENNETT 

-4-

c/o Defense Intelligence Agency 
The Pentagon · 
Washington, D.C. 20301; 
VINCENT DE POIX 
2782 N. Wakefield 
Arlington 1 Virginia;· 
~vESTERL'J UNION INTERNATIONAL 1 INC. 
2100 M Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.; 
RCA GLOBAL CO~iUNICATIONS I INC. 
60 Broad Street 
New York, N.Y. 10004; 
ITT WORLD cm.1J."1UNICATIONS, INC. 
67 Broad Street 
New York, N.Y. 10004; 
JOHN DOE, RICHARD ROE and other unknown 

agents and employees of the United 
Sta·tes Government. 

Defendants. 

' } 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Plaintiffs 1 by their attorneys, all~ge as 

follO"ws for their Second Amended Complaint: 

. 'JURI SDI'CTIUN 

· 1- This is a civil action for declaratory and injunc-

tive relief and money dam~ges, arisi~g under the First, Fourth, 

Fifth and Ninth l~endments to the Constitution; Title 18, ·, 
United States Code, Sections 2510-2520; and Title 471 United 

States Code, Section 605; and Title 50 qnited States Code, 

Section 403(d) (3). The jurisdiction of this Court is predicated 

on Title 18, United States Code, Section 2520; Title 28, United 

States Code, Sections 133l(a), 1343(4) and 1361; Title 47, United 

States Code, Section 605; Title 42, United States Code, Section 

1985 (3); and the Firs·t, Fourth, Fifth and ti'inth Amendments to 

the Constitution. 

2. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interests. 

and costs, exceeds $10.000. 

PARTI'ES 

3. Plaintiffs: 

a. ADELE HALKIN is an American citizen and a 

member of Women Strike for Peace. 

. . . ... . .. . "· .. - .. r ... • •• ... ·- ..... ..,., _._..,._ .. ,. ·~ .... 
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b. STEVE HALLINELL is an American citizen, 

a former officer of Students for a Democratic Society and a 

founding mernber of ·the Conuni ttee for Liaison >.vi th Families 

of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam. 

c. DON LUCE is an American citizen and 

Executive Director of Clergy and Laity Concerned. 

d. JONATHAN MIRSKY is an American citizen and 

from 1963 to the present he has been a leade.r of anti-war 

activities. 

e. SIDNEY PECK is an American citizen, .a former 

Co-chairperson of the National Mobilization Committee to End 

the ·war in Vietnam and the former National Coordinator of 

People's Coalition for Peace and Justice. 

f. DANIEL SCHECHTER is an American citizen 

formerly associated with Ramparts M~gazine and the Africa 

Research Group, and a participant in various anti-war ·activities 

over the last decade. 

g. ETHEL TAYLOR is an American citizen and t~e 

National Coordinator of Women Strike for Peace. 

h. CORA WEISS is an 1'-..meri.can citizen, a leader 

of Nomen Strike for Peace 7 a former Co-chairperson of the Ne\<7 

~1obilization Corru-nittee to End the War in Vietnam, a member of 

the Board of Directors of Cle~gy and Laity Concerned and a 

former Co-chairperson of the Co~~ittee of Liaison with Families 

of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam. 

i. THE M'I..ERIC.Al.'\1 FRIENDS SERVICE COiv!f-!ITTEE 1 INC. 

(AFSC) is a non-profit GOrporation dedicat~d to furthe~i~g the 

historic peace testimony and the social aims of the several 

branches of the Religious Society of Friends. 

j. CLERGY AND LAITY CONCERI·:rED (CALC) is a 

non-profit interfaith peace o~ganization which has protested 

U.S. involvement in the Indochina War since 1965. 

k. The CDr,lNITT:C:E OF CONCERNED ASIAN SCHOL..~RS 

(CC~S) is a non-profit organization dedicated to opposing 

Anerican intervention in the internal affairs of countries in 

Southeast Asia. 

________________________ ___,j 
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1. ~vO=·!SN STRII<E FOR PEACE is a non-profit 

organization dedicated to anti-war activities, includin~­

activities to end the war in Indochina. 

m. NINA S. ADAMS is an &~erican citizen, and 

at times material to the complaint was a mewber of the 

Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which Has a target of 

Operation CHAOS. 

n. LEONARD PALHER ADANS, II is an Americ<ln 

citizen and at times material to the complaint v1as a member 

of the Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a 

ta~get of Operation CHAOS. 

o. · DAVID F. ADDLESTONE is an American citizen, 

and at times material to the complaint was an attorney associated 

with the Lawyers !1ili tary Defense Committee which "l.vas a target 

of Operation CHAOS. 

p. SAriJUEL W. BROli'lN, JR. is an American citizen, 

and at times material to the complaint '-vas an organizer of the 

Vietnam l>loratorium Comrni ttee .· 

q. HmiJARD J. DE N·IKE is an American citizen , 

and at times material to the ·complaint was an attorney associated 

'IJith the LaW'Jers Military .Defense Cominitte'e which "l.vas a target 

of Operation CHAOS. 

r. 'DOLOP-ES A. DONOVAN is an American citizen, 

and at times material to the complaint was an attorney associated 

with the La\vyers 11ili tary Defense Comn1i ttee which \vas a target 

of Operation CHAOS. v 

s. THE REV; THOMAS L. HAYES is an fuue~ican 

citizen, and at times material to the complaint was employed by 

Clergy and Laity Concerned and conducted a ministry to draft 

resisters and deserters in sw·eden. 

t. PATRICIA FITTS:JACOBSON is an A.rnerican 

citizen, and at times material to the complaint was a mewber of 

the Cornmi ttee of Concerned Asian s ·cholars, which was a target 

of Operation CHAOS. 

u. CAPL- ~'1HITNEY JACOBSO~ is an American citizen; 

and at times material to the complaint "l.vas a mernber of the 

Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a target of 
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Operation CHAOS. 

v. BRENNON JONES is an American citizen, and 

at times material to the complaint worked for Vietnam Christian 

Service, Dispatch News Service, the Indochina Mobile Education 

Project, and was an associate producer of Hearts and Hinds, an 

Acade:rr:y A\vard winning film about Vietnam. 

w. LEIGH KAGAN is an American citizen, and at 

times material to the complaint \vas a member of the Cornmittee 

of Concerned Asian Scholars, ~Thich ~1as a target of Operation 

CHAOS. She has also received documents from the CIA under the 

Freedom of Information Act which indicate that she was a taFget 

of Operation CHAOS. 

x. RICHARD CL...Z\.RK KAGAN is an American citizen 1 

and at times material to the complaint \vas a nem.~er of the 

Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, \vhich \vas a ta;rget of 

Operation CfLZ\.OS.. He has also received C.ocuments from the CIA 

under the Freedom of Information Act which indicate that he 

was a target pf Operation CHAOS_ 

y. ANGUS W. NC DONALD, JR. is an American 

citizen, and at times material to the complaint was a member 

of the Comini ttee of ·Concerned Asian Scholars,. which \vas a taFget 

of Operation CHAOS. 

z. HUGH I. Mk~KE is an American citizen, and 

at times material to the complaint \•las a member and subsequently 

Director of International Voluntary Services' Vietnam Team. 

aa. DAVID GARETH PORTER is an American citizen, 

and at times material to the complaint r.-1as a member of the 

Cormni. ttee of Concerned Asian Scholars, a co":i:-respondent ·-;vi th 

Dispatch News Service, and a co-director of the Indochina 

Resource Center. 

bb. JOSEPH REMCHO is an Ainerican citizen, and a"!: 

times material to the complaint -.:.vas an attorney a .ssociated Hi th 

the La\•7yers ~~lili tary Defense Com.1-ni ttee Vihich ,.;as a ta~ge ·t of 

Operation CHAOS. 

cc. .MARTHA KENDALL ~vDrr·Tf:GAR is an Ainerican citizen, 

a~d at tines material to the co:.:plaint was a r.'.ember of ·the 



.. 
• < 

·~ 

-8-

Conu.Llittee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a target of 

Operation CHAOS. 

dd. PAUL M. ~'liNNEGAR is an American ci t:i.:·zen, 

and at times material to the complaint \vas a member of the 

Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a target of 

Operation CHAOS. 

4. Defendants: 

a. DefE?ndant RICHARD HELMS is the· United States 

Ambassador to Iran and \·las Director of the Central Intelligence 

Agency (hereinafter sometimes 11 CIA") from 1966 to 1973. 

b. Defendant J&~S R. SCHLESINGER was Secretary 

of Defense from A~gust 1973 to November 1975 and Director of 

the CIA from February to July 1973~ 

c. Defendant RUFUS N. TAYLOR is a Vice Aa~iral 

in the U.S. Navy and was Deputy Director of the CIA from 1966 

to 1969. 

d. Defendant ROBERT E. CUSH~mN, JR. is a General 

in the U.S. M'arine Corps and a member of the Joint Chiefs of 

Staff, and was Deputy Director of the CIA·from 1969 to 1971. 

e. Defendant VERJ.'\j'ON A. tvALTERS is a Lieutenant 

General in the U.S. Army and was Dep~ty Director of the CIA in 

1972. 

f. Defendant WILLI.A!1 E. COLBY is Director of 

Central Intell~gence and of the CIA, and was Executive Director 

of the CIA from 1972 to 1973, and Deputy Director for Operations 

of the CIA in 1973. ., 

g. Defendant CORD !'.lEYER, JR. \vas, a·t times 

material to this complaint, Assistant Deputy Director for 

Plans of the CIA. 

h. Defendant JA£1ES J. AI.'\IGLETON '\vas, at times 

material to this complaint, Chief o.f the Counterintelligence 

Staff of the CIA. 

i. Defendant WILLI.Al.\1 HOOD was, at times 

material to this compla·int, Deputy Chief of the Counter­

intelligence Staff of the CIA. 

j. Defendant RICHARD OBER was, at times material 

....... ~ . .... .- . ' .. ........... --··.. .. - ·-· , ........ -- . .. . - ......... 

:· 
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to this cowplaint, in charge of a domestic surveillance operation 

of the COU:.'1terintelligence Staff of the C·IA des~gnated as CHAOS. 

k. Defendant Hm,7ARD OSBOR:."' was, at times 

material to this complaint, Director of Security of the CIA. 

1. ·· Defendant J.Af1ES HURPHY \·las, at times material 
' 

to this complaint, Director of the Office of Operations of the 

CIA. 

m. Defendant ~ffiRSHALL CARTER, a retired 

Lieutenant-General in the U.S. Army, was Director of the National 

Security Agency (hereinafter sometimes "NSA") from 1967 to 1969. 

n. Defendant NOEL GAYLER, Vice Admiral in the 

U.S. Navy, was Director of the NSA from January 1969 to July 1972. 

o. Defendant S&~UEL C. PHILLIPS, a Lieutenant-
~1 

General in the U.S. Air Force, was Director of the NSA from. 

August 1972 to July 1973. 

p. Defendant LEW ALLEN, JR., a Lieutenant-

General in the U.S. Air Force, is Director of the NSA. 

,q. Defendant LOUIS TORDELLA was, at times 

material to this c;:omplaint, the Depu·ty Director of the :r'rsA. 

r. Defendant L. P-ATRICK GRAY'· II.I was, at times 

material to this complaint, Ac·ti!lg Director o_f the Federal Bureau 

of Investigation (hereinafter sometimes ".FBI 11
) • 

s. Defendant CLARENCE KELLEY is Director of 

the FBI. 

t. Defendant JAr,lES J. ROHLEY was Director of 

the United States Secret Service (~ereinafter sometimes "Secret 

Service") from 1967 until October 1973. 

u. Defendan·t H. STUART KN'IGHT is Director of 

the Secret Service. 

v. Defendant JOSEPH CARROLL is a Lieutenant-

General in the United States Air Force and was Director of the 
• 

Defence Intelligence Agency (hereinafter some·times "DIA 11
) from 

1961 to 1969. 

w. Defendant DONALD BE~·J'NETT is a Lieutenant-

Gene:-::.1 in the United Sta.tes P~rmy and \vas Di.rec tor of DIA fron 

SE:ptem.!Jer 1969 to August-1972. 

. 
. ·· 

.. ·- ... - ..... ------------~· --- - -·---~---- -·· .. 

------------~~~~~~ 
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x. Defendant VINCENT DE POIX is a Vice Ac1:niral 

in the United States Navy and ~·las Director of DIA from August 

1972 until September 1974. 

y. Defendants JOHN DOE, RICHARD ROE and other 

unknmvn. agents or employees of the United States Government 

are persons unknown to Plaintiffs who participated with the 

other Defendants in the actions alleged in this compl~int. 

z. All the for~going individual defendants are 

sued in their individual and official or former official 

capacities. 

•: 

.. • ... ,., ................ - · ... ~ . . _ _,.,.. .......... v·~· J' • '"':' .. ,.-... .,.,. •• r-.. • • ~ .... ·· .. -.·•·•'''' • ·· -:.~ .. -.~ ... ·--··~.""- • "" · • · , .. , ,.._,, . .,..,;:- .,., ...... •, .. • ~.-· "'" • "'' -~ ... "Y • ..,• 



ap. • Defendant P3ST ~~~ tJNIOi:T INT:.::!:U"Ji;.TIONi\L, nrc. ;:1 

.... i t 

commun~cations comr.~~ carrier, coes·business in the District of 

·columbia and provides overseas cable and t~legraph service. 

bb. Defendant RC..l\ GLOBAL cm·12-Ri1:I!C.'\TIONS, HTC., a comr:tunica-

tions corr..a:cn carrier, does business i_n the District of Colu.rnbia and. 

provides overseas cable and te·legraph servi~e. 

cc. Defendant ITT J::!ORLD COi•INti0TICATIO.NS, INC. , a corr.u,unica-

tions co~>:on carrier, does business in the District of Columbia and 

provides overseas telegraph and cable service. 

CLASS"ACTION ALL8G.:.\TIONS 

5. This suit i~ brought as· a class action pursuant to Ru~e 

23(a) of the Federal Rules of civil Procedure, and is maintainable 

under Rule 23(b) (1) (A), 23 (b) (2} and 23(b) (3): 

6. Plaintiffs represent a class of United States citizens and 

domestic organizations r.·;ho a·t various tines during and after 1967 

engaged in activities in o-uoosition to the ""ar in Indochina or in - ~ 

other la\•7ful political activities, as a result of ;·rhich (a) their 

inJcerna·~ion?.l •.-;ire, cable or radio com11mnications '"dere intercepted 

and divulged \•Tithout any judicial or statutory authorization by the 

National Security Agency acting at the request of other United Sta·tes 

government agencies, and/or (b) their· political and crther 

constituionally protected activities becailie the subject of intrusive 

counterin~Glligence actions and files, conducted and ~~intained by 

a Special Opc::rations Group ~·Ji·thin the Central Intelligence 1\gency 

knm·m as "Operation CHf...OS". 

7. The class is so numerous as to make joinder o~ all.mef:l.bers 

impossible. The total num~er and identity of the class members is 

knm·m only to the NS.A and the CIA 1 but plaintiffs estimate, on 

information and belief, ~hat the class numbers at least 8,820 

individuals, and 1,000 organizations. 

8. The cor:1mon questions of la~·l anc fact affecting all merrtoers 

of the class predo~inate over any questions affecting only indivicu?.l 

m02:-rb·2rs to such a degree that a class action ~s the only method 

-11-



., .· av~ilable for the fa±r and efficient adjudicutior. of this controversy. 

The· prosecution of s~parate clai::1s by the mernbc=rs of the cla3s would 

constitute an undue burden. on the vindication of their right~ and 

create the risk of LJ.consistent or varying adjudications, and_ ~ould 

establish incompatible standards for the defendants' conduct~ 

9. The claims of the representative parties have the same 

legal and factual basis as the claims of the members of thG clcss, the 

·.d:efendan·ts have acted on sinilar grounds with respect to all meiP.bers 

of the class, coronon relief is sought, and plaintiffs will fairly anc ,-. 
'-' 

adequately protect ·the interests of the class. 

FACTS 

10. On information a~d belief, in and after August 1967 defend-

ants FlEU-"15, TAYLOR, COLBY, I-:!B":l:SR, ANGL3TQN, EOOD, ROCCA·, OB.8R, OSBORN, 

SCHL8SINGSR, CUSEl11:"':\N, ~·JALTi::!RS and -HURP.HY {hereinafter sometimes 11 the 

CIA defendants 11
) established and administered a Soecial Ooerations . ... 

Group, knm·m as Operation CH.A.OS (hereinafter "CI-mos "), within the 

Cil\ • s counterin·telligence sta"f:E. 

11. . On information and belief, the purpose of the CIA defendants 

in es.tablishing CP....:"\OS \·ms to collect, coordinate, evaluatG, file and 

report information on11 foreign contacts~> of AmGrica~ citizens resident 

•, 
in the United States i,-Jho expressed . . .:: 1n var1ous .Lorms their political 

and moral opposition to Jche ~'1a.r in Indochina and other policies of 

the national governr:tent. 

12. On information and bel~ef, reports prepared by CHAOS and - "_, 
I 

other units of the CIA beginning in 1967 concluded that domestic 

opposition. to the Indochina t"'ar, of r,.,hich the activities of plaintiffs, 

and their class were a part, had no significant foreign connection. 

13. On infor~ation and belief, CF~~os g=thered information fron 

other units of the CI~ and from other agencies, including the FBI, 

much of which related to the constitutionally protected associational 

and do~estic political activities of the plaintiff class. 

14. Or. infor~ation and belief, c:L10S recruited and trained 

appro;~irn.-:tely. 40 undercover agents v1ho inf il tra ted domestic organi-

-12-



· 2atibns, anJ rcpocted on their constitutionally protected associa-
l , 

tional and corr.estic political activities, \·Jhich reports, or 

info::mation der ivec f=om them, were filed \·:ith CH.:"\OS and disserainated 

to o~~er units of the CIA and to other agenc±es. 

14a. On inform.ation and belief, the CIA ce£endan·ts authorizec 

and directed their CE~OS agents and employees to discredit ~nd 

disru?t the constitutionally protected associational and domestic 

politicQl activities o£ the plaint~ffs and their class through the 

actions of undercover agents who infiltrated the plaintiff organiza-

tions, and through o ·ther counterintelligence actions. 

15. On information and belief, between 1967 and 1974 Cffi~OS 

opened and maintained "201" or · ••personality" files on approximately 

7 ,.200 individual United Sta·tes citizens engaged in constitutionally 

protected associational ~nd domestic political activities, inc~uding 

e~ch of the named individual plaintiffs. 

16. On information and belief, beb;ee!'l lS67 and 1974 C?L:"'\OS 

opened and h>.aintuined auproximatelv 1000 separate subJ"ect files on - ~- - -

domestic . organizations, including each of the nan~8d plaintiff organi-
~ 

zat.ions. 

17. On information and belief, the informc.tior-.J. · in the personality 

and organization files opened and maintained by CHAO..S related to 

constitutionally protected associational and domestic political 

acJcivities of the plaintiffs and r.12mbers o£ th2ir class. 

·. 
1 .... o. On information and belief, information oa the plaintiffs 

and menl.bers of their class which was gathered by CHAOS ~-r?s conveyed 

.. 
by the CL\ defendants to the ~·:hite House, the FBI, and to other 

government. agencies. 

19. On informa·tion and belief, sometim2 after Septe.:n-'-:Jer 1969 

CS..:'\OS supplied a "~·;atchlis t" of United Sta t..=s citizens, including 

plaintif::s 2.nd their class, to another unit of the CIA, as a result 

of which fi~st class mail from and to individuals on the watchlist 

'"~s O?en.:::cl \Jithout. any ';•Jurrant or other for?:~. of juc!icial or 

legislative authorization, and copies or the opened letters or 

-13-



.. , of• the C:L'\OS files and used by the :CL'\ defendants . 

' . On infor~ation and belief, sor.£tL7>e af~er Septe~ber 1969 . 20. 

CH.L:\.OS also SU??lied a "wa tchlist" to agents and_ emp loye-:s of t.he ~TS.Z\, 

h . , . 1 d d th - 11 , d 1 . t. _.::.c w ~en ~nc_u e .e nahles or a_ tne name 9-aln l~~s. 

21. On information and belief, for a period of· time not kno·dn 

to plaintiffs~ defendants 1 CPu'1TER, qAYLER$ PHILLIPS, TO~DZLL.-A and 

.ALLEN (hereinafter someti..rnes "the NSA defendants") , have authorized 

and directed the monitori.'Ylg or in·terception, by their agents and 

employees, of the international COM~unications of United States 

citizens, including cable and radio channels beb1een the United 

States and foreign countries, selected tel.ephone channels between the 

.United States and fo~eign countries, and selected telephone and cable 

channel? beb.veen foreign countries, all ~vithout \oJarrants or any other 

form of judicial or legis.lative authorization~ 

22. On information and belief, at various times beginning.in 

1967, the NSA defendants, \•Jithout warrants or any other forms of 

judicic;tl. or legislq.tive authorization, au·thorized and directed their 

agen·~s and ernployGes to· interce-=pt and divulge • or procure the 

interception and divulgence, of \·lire, cable or radio communications 

of, or relating to 1 members of the olainti££ class' on the CH~OS ... 
·.· 

11 \•7atchlist 11 provided to NSI1 by the CI2~, and on other "t·mtchlists" 

provided to NS~~ by defendants GRAY 1 ro~LL2Y and other officials of 
·. 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation ("the FBI defendants")i 

defendants ROI:-'!LE'"i' 1 KNIGHT and other officials of the uni~ed States 
"" 

Secret Service ("the Secret Service defendants"); and defendants 
·. 

CARROLL, B3i:·ThBTT, D2 POD~ and other officials of the Defense 

Intelligenc_G 1\gency ("the DIA defendants"~ 

23. On information and belief, ag~nts and employees of the NSA 

defendants procured the a~sistance and cooperation of defend~nts 

i'iEST . .:P .. N UNION HIT.SP .. Nll.TIO)T.i\L, INC., .RC.Z\ GLOBJ\L COf.iHUiYIICI\TIONS INC-;· and 
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de£en~~ntsH) ·in'intercepting and divulging, without warrants or any 

other forms of judicial or legislative authoriza.tion, the Hire,. cable 

or radio ccnununica tions of', or relating to the pla inti££ class~ 

24. On infor:-L!ation and belie.£, as a result of the warrantless 

and judicially and legislatively unauthorized interception and 

·divulgence of the t,-Ji.re, cable or radio com.rnunications of plaintiffs 

anc their class by the NSA and company defendants, at the request 

of the CL~, PBI 1 Secret Service, and DIA defendants, NSA 

supplied the CL'i # FBI, Secret Service, c;nd Diil_ defendants -::·Ti th 

Sum,.,::.r.; es of th ' J.. t d ' ' ' (h . rt r "-t-n'."" l':rS.~ u~~~ ~ e ~n ... ercep e co~~un~ca~lons ere~n2- e_ - ~ - .. 

materials") of the plaintiff class, \·ihich related to ariti-\·1-'3-r 

activities, travel abroad and other constitutionally protected 

movements and activities of members of the class. 

25. On information and belief, information derived from the 

NSA ro.aterials ~1as used and shared by the CIA, FBI, Secret Service,. ·anC. 

DIA de·fendants and placed in files rr:aintainec1 by these 

defendants relating ·t·o the plaintiffs and their class. 

2?. · On· information and belief, in ~overnber 1974 some of the 

NSA materials were returned by the CIA defendants to NSA. 

2 7. On information and be lie£~ the CIA defenda.p.ts caused the 

NSA materials to be returned to NSA because they knew the materials 

were the products of illegal and unconstitutional interceptions and 

divulgencz of the plaintiffs' wire, cable or radio cor.-u:nunications. 

28. On information and belief, originals or copies of the NSA 
... 

materials are intact in the possession of the NS~, FBI, Secret Service, 

and DIA. 
< . 

29. On information and belief, the CIA, FBI, Secret Service, 

and DIA continue to maintain and disseminate files containing 

information about the constitution<'llly protected associational and 

political activities of the plaintiffs and their·class, includins 

iafor~a tion illeg.::1lly and unconstitutionally obtained by .. ;intercepting 
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of members or the class. 

· 30. On infor1.1ation ~nd belief, the individual and com9any 

d!i:fendants have e.r..gaged in an extended conspiracy unlc:n,,fully to 

conceal the acts cc~?lained o£ in paragra?hs 10-29, ~~pra, fro~ the 

named plaintiffs and members of their class, from Congress, and fro~ 

the public. 

31. On info~.at.ion and belief, each of the defendants k:!ew of 

and participated in, and/or concealed the illegal and unconsti-t:utiona;L 

dCtivlti~~ d8sc=ibed in paragraphs 10-29, su~ra~ 

32. On inforreation and belief, each of the CE\ defendants kne'.·l 

~~at their actions described above Here taken in violation of the C!_':... 's 

charter. 

33. On LJ.forrnation and belief, none of the defendants t,.·;ho 

participa~ed in the'~ct±ons described in p~r~graphs 10-29 abov2 h2d a 

good fa~th belief that his or its actions· ~ere lawful. 

FIRST C7\US3 ·OF ACTION· 

34. The defendants' procurement of interception and 

divulgence and thei'r intercep-tion and divulgence of the t,.,Jire, cable 

I 

0~- .:l • : • t . f 1 . l" t . ~ f '1 .!.. ' • 1 .... ra~..,~o cor::-uu.un1.ca· 1.ons o p aJ.n lr: s ana L.!lelr c ass ,.;ere 

u..'"!reasonable and illegal, and were not made in good faith reliance 

on any judicial, legisla·tive or other valid authorization .. , or other 

reasonable belief in their legality. 

35~ The defendants 1 procurement of interception and divulgence, 

and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio 

corr~rnunications of plaintiffs and their class violated Title 18, 

United States Codes Sections 2511 and 2520, and .Title 47 Un,Lted States 

Code, Section 605. 

36. The defendants 1 procur~ment of interception and divulgenc~, 

and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio 

co~~unications of plaintiffs and their class deprived plaintiffs of 

their rights of free speech and association under the First ~mend2ent, 

their right to security against unreasonable searches and seizures 

guaranteed ~y the Fourth Amendncnt, and their right of privacy 

....... '·. •. 
.-).6-

..... -........ ._.. .... ·--- ~ ......... _ _. ...... . 



. 
' .g.u~ranteed by t..:,e ?i.:-st, Fourth~ Fifth and ~Hnth ~r:tf-~nd.-r.cnts. 

.· 

• r 

S:::;COND C.=\.US::::: OF ~.CT ION 

37. Plai..."'lti£fs repeat and reallege each allegation in para-

graphs l-33, suDra. 

38. The defendants' maintenance and dissemination of files on 

the constitutionally protected associational and political activities 

of plaintiffs and their class deprived plaintiffs of their 
• • .1- -r 1.gnl..s o:r: 

·free speech aud association under the Firs·t Anendment and their right. 

to privacy under the First, Fourth, Fifth and Ninth Amendments. 

39. Defendants' infiltra·tion of the plaintiff organizations anc 

members of their cl~ss by the use of undercover agents with false or 

concealed identities. who dis'rupted, discredited and reported on the 

plaintiffs' constitutionally protected associational and political 

activities deprived plaintiffs of their freedom of speech and 

association protected by the First Amendment, their right to 

security against unreasonable searches and seizures protected by the 

Fourth Arnendment and their right to privacy protected by the Fi~st, 

Fourth, Fifth and Ninth Amendments. 
( I I 

40. 
I 

' The activities of the defendar!·ts set forth above continue 

to interfere \vith~ discourage and deter the olaintiffs in the ... . 
exercise of their rights of free speech, assembly and association, 

and their right to petition the government for redress of grie-.:..rances, 

guaran·teed by the First Amendment. 
·. 

THIRD CAUSB OF ACTION 

41. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege ~ach allegation in paragraphs 

l-33, supra. ·. 
42. The CIA defendants' actions des:cr ibed above are in violation. 

of Title 50, United States Code, Section 403(d) (3). 

{:.'E~RZFOR;::, plaintiffs request that t:he Court grant the follo;·.'iD.g 

, 0 .c 
re.J,.~e.:...: 

A. A·declaratory judgment that th~ course of conduct and 

activities of the d~fcndants set forth above arc illegal and un-

cons t itu tiona 1; 

-17-
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Bureau of Invest~gation DATE: October 14, 

•1 Barbara Allen Babcock 
Assistant Attorney General: 

BAB:LGregg:dms 
95-16-3837 

Civil~ivision ~ 
Adele Halkin, et al. v. Richard Helms, 
Civil Aetion No. 75-1773 (D.D.C • .) 

et al., 

Attention: Mr. Dennis Hoffman 
Leg·al Counsel Office 

Referenee is made to our memorandum dated December 23, 1975, 
requesting a litigation report in the above-captioned civil 
action. The purpose of the requested litigation report was 
to en~ble Department attorneys to prepare· an answer on 
behalf of your agency. The obligation to answer the Amended 
Complaint was stayed, however, pending the Court's deeision 
on a claim of state se·crets privilege asserted by the Secretary 
of Defense with regard to National· Security Ageney acquisition 
activities and on· a related motion to dismiss that part of 
the civil action which pertains to those aetivities. 

0n June 30, 1977, the 
claim of privilege and, to 
claim, dismissed that part 
copy of the Memorandum and 
have been noticed from the 

Court granted and denied in part 
the extent the Court granted the 
of the aetion with ~rejudice. A 
Grder is attaehed. Cross-appeals 
District Court's decision. · 

~~ 

the 

By its Order dated October 5, 1977, the Court established 
an answer and discovery schedule (enclosed) for that part of 
the litigation which remains in the District Court. Addition~lly, 
the Court allowed the plaintiffs to amend their complaint to 
add 17 additional plaintiffs. Please note that the Secon4 

'Amended Complaint (enclosed) excludes several of the original 
group of pla~ntiffs who voluntarily dismissed rather than 

·respond to discovery. Motions to dismiss five other plaintif.£sP5f~­
are pending before the Court; however, we do not expecp at?'_ ~~JA _ 
decision until after our answer is due. t J -// (, 0 <J 3 AP~~1 : · 

\ 
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Under the Court's schedule, an answer must be filed to 
the Second Amended Complaint by November 1, 1977. Consequently, 
you are requested to review yoqr files and records and prepare 
a proposed answer as to any allegations involving your 
agency. Additionally, as the attached discovery· schedule 
reflects, we will now have to respond to interrogatories and 
Rule. 34 requests by ~ovember 25, 1977. · 

In order that we can comply with the Court's schedule, you 
are request:.;:S- j::Q.-:p~ov:j.de_ ~a _9-raft al?-s~er, and documents pertinent 
thereto, Jz>Y- ,Oc_tql::le:r:: .2~.,-.. I_g·:z "l~dd1. t1.onally, you are requested to 
provide us with proposed responses to the discovery requests by 
November 10, 1977. 

If you have any questions, you may contact either Larry 
L. Gr~~g (739-4686) or R. John Seibert (739-4267). 
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UNITED S'l'l\TES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ADELE HAI.KIN, ct nl 

Plc:tinti.Efs 

I' P 1 n 0 · Cl -, -· 
'"'. t1 h v I:; I I . 

O!V··tr.s· r:· DA''P'{ cr •: · c ' ""- r. .,_ t:J · "- l i ~ 

v. Civil Action No, 75-1773 

RICHARD HELMS, et al 

Defendan·ts 

NENORANDUH Arm ORDER 

'I\·70 matters in this case arci before the Courti .jl clairn 

of state secrets privilege asserted by the Secretary of Defense 

and a mo·tion to dismiss claims of ·the plain·tiffs based UFOn communi-

cations interception a~tivities of the National Security Agency 

(NSA). ~s is explained in more detail below, the Court accepts 

·the claim of privilege, except as i·t might ex·tcnd to cornmunica·tions 
.. · 

ori.ginated \·7i thin the Uni ·ted States by the pla.intiffs 1/ and acqu·i~ed 

by NSA through its Operation SHF<~·lROCK, ·and i·t dismisses plaintiffs' 

claims to the exten·t they are encompassed or affec·ted by ·the portion 

of the claim of ~rivilege which is upheld. As for the aforementioned 

excepted matters, the Court will defer ruling on certain aspects of 

the claim pending further proceedings on legal issues raised by the 

pleadings. · B·efor~ discussing the reasons for this ~eci~ion, it is 

useful to review the ~roceedings on these matters to date. 

By their First Amended Complain·t r the plaintiffs seek 

damages and equi t,gble relief for, inter alia, alleged intercep.tion 

of ·th.:!ir in tern a tional \·lire, cable, and radio corru~unications by 

cmployeE!S of the Na J.:ional Security li.gency. They further allege 

j/JJe~Eenc1ants d:i.st:Lnguish be·tt.,·;ee::.: tl1ose plaintiffs 1.vho ~·:ere ,.\·mt:ch­
TiE; ·tcd" <:tnd. tho!::ie \·:ho t;·le:r.e no ·t. The Court does not consider t:his 
to b~ u. valid di~:.; tinction. 'l,hereforc, communico. tions origina·U.n<J 
in t .he United St.atcs by a.ll plaintiffs, \·The the r or not: their r.ames 
appeared o:~ a "i.·7.:1tchlis·t •;;-are excepted :Erorn ·t:hc cl<.1.im of pri \ . .ile9e. 
It >·rill not be n::?.ces~;a .r.y at ·this tim::~, ho\.;eve:c, fo r defendants to 
rJi. [;t:i.n quish b<~t; .. ;e~'!n those plain tiffs \·:hich I.·Te:r-0! or \·:ere no'l: 0::1 C! 

l" \ I ""} ¥l: 1 .. ; h 1 i !':; t. 11 
.. 
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t:ha·t ·these intercep·tions \·Jere p:rocured by employees of several other 

Government agencies ·through "watchlis·ts u submi·t·ted by ·them ·to NSA. 

During the initial calendar conference held in this case 

on February 26, 1976, the Government advised that a formal claim of 

privilege to p·ro"tE~ct secre·ts q:E state \·TOuld be asser-ted \·jith respect 

to claims based upon the activi·ties of NSA. 3 / On April 30, 1976, 

t~e Secretary of De~ense asserted that claim of privilege, stating 

in pertinent part in an open record affidavit that: 
--

Civil discovery or a responsive pleading 
which \vould (1) confirm the iden·tity of 
individuals or organizations Hhose foreign 
communications were acquired by NSA, (2) 
disclose the dates and contents of such 
co~munications, or (3} divulge the methods 
and techniques by \·lhich the com.Ir.unications 
were acquired by NSA, would severely jeopard­
ize the intelligence collection mission of 
NSA by iden·tifying present comrnunications 
collection and analysis capabilities. 

~Ru!nsfeld . Af£., April 30, 1976, ~110). The Governr.>..ent also submitted 
• 0 

a classified affidavit executed by Secretary. Rumsfeld for examina·tion 

by the Court, ex parte, in camera. The Director of Central Intelli-

gence also submitted an open record affidavit in support of the claim 

of privilege. 4/ Concurren·tly, the federal defendants moved to dis-

miss claims alleged in ·the First Am~nded Complaint to the extent 

those allegations were enco~passed by the claim of-privilege. 5 / 

3/ Order dated February 27, 1976; filed of record .Harch 2, 1976. 

4/ Plaintiffs lni.-tially by a le't'ter addressed to the C0u-rt obje-c-ted 
to any in camera procedure, and the Court returned the sealed 
classified affidavit of· the Secre·tary of Defense to Government. counse:l 
pending filing and conside.rC!-tion, of appropriat<::! motions for .ir~ camera 
procedure. On November 15, 1976, in camera procedure was gra~ted. 
See generally, Kerr v. United States Distric·t Court, -126 u.s. 394 
{1976) i United S"t'ates v. Nixon, 'll8 U.S. 683 (1974)-; 1:.J:i"li·tec1 States v. 
Revnolds-;-345 u.s. 1 {19::>3) ;Kinov v. Hitchell, 67 F.R.D. 1 -n;.D.N.Y. 
197 5 )-.-

0 

----· -

5/ At the initial ·calendar conference on Febn.:E~.ry 2'6, 1976, the Court 
directed Gover.ntnen·t counsel to submit any mot.ions based upon a claim 
of pr~vilege when the claim was asserted so thnt the Court might have 
r)resen tcc1 to it ·tile ft1ll proceCl\1ral consecrtlC::nce~; of.: tl1e claim. Tl1t~ 
~otion to dismiss was the~efore construct;d .~ o as to be operative 
co~xtensiv2ly with those aspects of the claim of privilege ultimately 
· "~) h,.;: lcl })v :: h~ C01..:. ct _ · 

--2-
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~re ~ppropriate for the claim of privilege. It fhercfore accepts 

the claim of the Secretary of Defense. 

(3) Accordingly, since the claim of privilege made 

herein must prevail in order to prevent disclosures injurious to 

the national security, United St-a·tes v. ~eynolds, supr~, at 10, those 

claims of ·the plaintiffs con·tained in ·the Firs·t Amended Cof:lplain·t 

't·7hich are predicated upon the aforementioned communica·tions in·ter­

cep·tion activitie~ by NSA 7/ shall be dismissed and the First Amended 
~ 

Complaint shall be deemed amended accordingly. Rule 15, F.R.Civ.P. 

Dismissal is in order because the threshold and ultimate issue --

the fact of interception -- cannot be admitted or denied without 

forcing co~comitant disclosure of privileged information. See Totten 

v. United States, 92 U.S. 105 (1875); United States v. Reynolds, 

supra, 11 n. 26; Kinoy v. Mitchell, supr~, 9. Consequently, the 

interests of the nation as a whole must prevail over the private inEi-

vidual interests of the plaintiffs. See Duncan v. Cammell, Laird ~ 

Co., [1942] A.C. 6~4, 641-42, c~ted and quoted in United s ·tates v. 

Reynolds, supra:·;··a.t·7. n. 15, and 8 nn. 20, 21, 22. 

( 4) Hi·th respect to NSA communica·tions interception 

activities perta~ning to wire or telegraphic com.ruunications appear-

ing to have been origina·ted by cer·tain of the plain·t·iffs ·1.·1i't11in the 

United States and ·to have been acquired by NSA ·through the SHANROCK 

source, hov7ever·, the Court finds and concludes that, in vie\v of 

ma·tters Hhich have ·to da·te been made public about ·the SHAHROCK 

source, the claim of privilege cannot be extended to preclude tha 
I 

p IL ~:' 
federal defendants from admi·t·ting or denying the :Eact vel !:on of 

acquisi·tion of a plain·tiff' s com.rnunicat:ion ori9.i.na·ted in ·the Uni·ted 

States for transmission abroad, where it conclusively can be deter-

mined from records and materials now retained by NSA that such 

~I I '1'h2:-;e claims arc~ asse:ctcd in para9raph~., 21 ·t:hr:-ough 24 and pzt:c<t-· 
sr-caph 2 Cl of l:he First AiilE;nded Complain·t. 

-·5-· 
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from a Government witnes s competent to testify about NSA . 
opera·tions. On April 12, 1977, NSA's Deputy Director for Operations 

appeared and testified before the Court in camera. This proceeding 

was transcribed by a reporter from the Depar~ment of State who pos-

sessed a security clearance satisfactory to the Department of D~fense. 

That transcript was filed with the ·court, together with an affidavit 

execu·ted by the Deputy Director! in , camera on June 17, 1977. 

In light of the extensive foregoing proceedings and sub-

missions by the·Secretary of Defense, the Director of NSA, the plain-

tiffs, and the federal defendants, and in view of the singular facts 

and circlli~stances disclo$ed to the Court on the open record and 

through the ma·tter considered in camera affec·ting questions of great 

sensitivity to the · national interest, the Court finds and orders as 

follm·7s: 

(1) The claim of privilege asserted by the Secretary 
. 

of Defense here in order to protect secrets of state from disclosures 

which might be injurious to the national security meets the tech-

nical r.equisi tes for such a claim. The claim \·laS asser-ted by the 

head of that Government agency of which NSA is a part, the Department 

of Defense, and the detailed nature of the Secretary's three sub-

missions to the Cour·t in support of the claim clearly reflec·t "per-

sonal consideration" by ·the Secretary of ·the matters relating to 

the claira. See United Sta·tes v. Reynolds, 345 U.S. a·t 7-8; c~. ICinoy 
, 

v. Hi tchell, supra, a ·t 9. The Court therefore finds tha·t the cla im 

of privilege has been duly asserted in the manner prescribed by law. 

(2) Hi th respect ·to NSA communications in·terception 

activities other than those relating to international wire or tele-

gr.::tphic corn.municutions c.1ppearing ·to have been originated by cer·taii1 

of ·tl-:e pl.:1inti ffs \-li thin the ·united Stn t.es and ·to h .<1ve lDeen acgn ired, 

n~rc likely than not, by the National Security Agency through the 

mfl\>lHOC:K source, ·the Court finds and conclude s ·tha·t the ch .. ·cu .. m;:;tanc es 

-·.:~-
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On November 26, 1976, following the decision of the 

Court o£ Appeals in Phillippi v .. Cen·tral IntE-!lliqence f.\.gl~ncy, 546 -- ~ -
F.2d 1009 (D.C.Cir. 1976) 1 plaintiffs noticed the deposition of 

Secretary Rumsfeld and requested the Court to defer in camera examina-

tion of the Secretary~- s class .i,.fied · affidavi·t pending his deposi·t:i.ort. 

The federal defendants moved for a pro·tective order that no dis-

covery be had. After a. hearing on November 30, 1975, the Cour·t con-

eluded ·that the proposed scope of discovery \•Jas too broad; hm·:ever, 

in light of Phillippi, plaintiffs were permitted to submit questions 

for the Court's consideration and approval to be directed to the 

Secretary for clarification of th~claim of privilege. Memorandum 

Order of December 3 1 197 6. Secre·tary of Defense Rumsfeld then sub-

mit·ted an open record aff.idavi t da·ted December 20, 1976, in response 

to the questions se·t for-th in the Cour-t's 01:der. On December 31, 

~-976 1 plain·tiffs mdved for leave to formulate further quest.i.o::1s for 

submission to the Secretary of Defense or his designee . . The federal 

defendants opposed this motion and the proposed questions, relying 

in part on representations set forth in a concurrently submitted 

classified affidavit of the Director of the National Security Agency, 

which \vas filed in camera January 19, 1977. 

On April 7, 1977, another calendar conference \·7as held, 

at Vlhich time ·the Court indicated ·to counsel for <:1.ll parties ·that 

the Court was inclined to deny the claim if privilege insofar as it 

might rela·te to NSA cornrnun;i.cations interception ac·tivities imple­

mented by \ 'JaY of the · SHAMROCK program. ~/ Counsel \·Te:ce further ad-

vised that the Court v7ould examine and hear ·tes ·timony ex parte, in 

6/ 'I'he ·term "SHA!vlfWCK ·~ refers to an arrangement Hhereby the l\1(-t·t:ional 
s·ecuri·ty Agency received. copies or rnagne·tic t:apes of inte.rnc:~tionu.l 
communica·tions handled by certain priva·tely mmcd common access 
communications carriers 'corporations. See F:i.n~1l Hcport of t:he Se1ec·t 
Con~ittee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect to Intclli­
g8nce Activities, United States Seriate, Book III, 765-7~6, 9 4 th Cong_, 
-;~d S,:!SS-
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communication Has ob·tained ·through the SHAHROCK source. Accordingly, 

the federal defendants shall be required to respond to those claims 

of the plaintiffs contained in the First Amended Complaint which ure 

predicated upon the aforementioned acquisition of cornmunica·tions 

through ·the SHANROCK source in.sofar as such co:tL<mnica·tions appear 

to have been originated by a plaintiff within the United States. 

(5) Up?n consideration of the Secretary's request, 

however, the Court agrees that good cause has been shown to defer 

ruling whether the claim of privilege precludes disclosure of the 

actual number rela·ting to any 'plain·tiff of acquisi·tions of ou·tgoing 
, .. ·.-;·· .... ·.· 

communications ob-tained by NSA from the SHAr·:IROCK source. This ques-

tion relates primarily to da·mages, and deferring a ruling '~.-7ill not 

impede resolution of the legal issues raised by SHA11ROCK, particularly 

the issue of whether it affords the plaintiffs a cause of action. 

See United States~- Standard Oil Co. (New Jersey), 23, F.R.D. 1, 4 

(S.D.N.Y. 1958). The Court also finds that good cause has been shmvn 

to defer ruling on whether the claim of privilege precludes dis-

closure of the text of any reports derived from plain·tif~s' outgoing 

cornmunications acquired by NSA through the Sim.HROCK source. 

It is therefore by ·the Cour·t this ~O ·th day of June 1977, 

ORDERED that the claim of state secrets-privilege is 

upheld and ·the First Amended Complain·t dismissed \vi·th prejudice as 

to all allegations of NSA interception ac~ivities except as they 

relate to acquisition of pl§l;i.n_titf__s '- o.u;tgo.:ing col1l!-uun'ic·crti6ns from 

·th~ SHL\HROCK source; and it is further 

ORDERED ·that the Court ·Hill defer ruling Hhether ·the 

claim of privilege protects from disclosure the apparent or actual 

number of any acquisitions of outgoing communications from ·the 

SI-J.:l\1·1~0CK source rcla·ting to any plain·tiff and the ·text of any reports 

derived £rom plaintiffs' outgoing ~orrununications acquired by NSA 

,. 
·-o-



\ 
.J.~ , •,..,.,. :····· .. ,.~ .! 

'• ~ •' • .. (\ 
( . 

through the SHAMROCK source, pending consideration of legal briefs 

on whether SHAMROCK gives rise to a cause of action~ such briefs 

to be submitted within forty-five days fro~ the date of this Order; 

and it is furthe~ 

ORDERED that all defendan·ts shall respond ·to ·the remain-

ing allegations of ·the First Amended Complaint r either by ans\ver or 

by mo·tion, within forty-,fi ve days from-=te othisJJ.~ 
JUNE L. GREEN 

U.S. District Judce 
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STATES D.ISTR~CT.OUR' 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA . ..,. 

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL., ) 

RICHARD 

) 
Plaintiffs, ) 

. ) ; 

v. ) Civil Action 
) 

HELMS, ET AL., ) 
) 

Defendants • ) 
.. 

PLAINTIFFS' FIRST INTERROGATORIES 
TO DEFENDANTS KELLEY, KNIGHT AND BROWN 

No. 75-1773 

Pursuant to Rule 33, Fed. R. Civ. P., plaintiffs 

request that defendants Clarence Kelley, H. Stuart Knigh~, 

and Harold Brown answer the following interrogatorie·s. * AE? 

used herein, :'your agency" means the agency which· each 

defendant now heads; viz: for defendant Kelley, the 

Federal Bureau C?f Investigation; for defendant Kniglit·~ the. 

Secret Service; for defendant Brown, the Department of 

Defense and · all components. thereof, including the Defense 
. 

·:tnteli:igence Agency.- Also . as used herein, . "information 

.re~eived from NSA" ' is limited to plaintiffs' outgoing 

communications or information derived therefro~· ~~lich the 

National Security Agency acquired through. it.s SHAMROCK ;:: 

source. 

1 (a). ~as your agency at any time since 

August, ~96i ~equested in any manner -- including· s~b-

mission of "wat::;hlists" -- information from the Cen.tral 

Intelligence Agency (CIA) concerning any of the plain-

tiffs in this lawsuit. 

1 (b). illf the answer to interrogatory l(a) 

is a·ffirrnati ve, state which plaintiffs and the dates on 

which such request were made. 

*Harold Brown is the current Secretary of Defense and is 
automatically substituted as a defendant in his official 

I 

cap~c~ty for defendants,Sc~lesinger and Rumsfeld. 

·• 
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2 (a). Has your ~gency ever requ~sted in any 

manner -- includi!lg submission of "watchlists 11 infor-

mation from the National Security Agency (NSA) concerni!lg 

any of the plaintiffs in this -lawsuit? 

2(b). If the answer to interr~gatory 2(a) is 

affirmative~ state which plaintiffs and the dates on which-

such requests were made. 

' \ 

3(a). Has your. ~gency at any time since A~gust, 

1967 received information, whether reques~ed or not, con­

ce:rni!lg any of the plaintiffs in this lawsuit .. from the 

CIA. 

3(b). If the answer. _to interr~gatory 3 (a) 

is affirmative, state which plaint.iffs and the dates on 

which such information was received. · 

4(a)o Has your ~gency. ever rece.ived information 

from NSA, whether requested or not,. c~ncerni!lg any of the 

plaintiffs in this lawsuit? 

4 (b) 0 If the answer to interr~~atory 4(a) 

is affirmative, state which plaintiffs a~d . the date on which 

such information was received. 

5(a). Does your !3-gen.cy currently have in its 

files any records concerni!lg any of ·the plaintiffs'which 

were received from the CIA, or. der.ive.d. from information 
. 

received from the CIA? 

5 (b). If the ans.wer· .to. interr~gatory 5(a) 

is n~gat.i.ve and the answer to interr~gatory 3(a) is 

affirmati.ve, please provide:· (:U t.he: ·dates on 1'lhich 

records .concerni!lg each of the :.plainti;ffs 1Jere removed 

from the· files of your ?-gency ;• ( :Li ) .. :the· method of removal; 

(iii) the reason. for removal; and (.iv ): the identity _of 
f 

the per:son .who' .authorized t.he· r·emoval. 

' . . 
··-

\ 
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6·(a)'. . Does your agency currently; have in its 

files· any records concerni~g· any or the plaintif'fs which -

were receiv·ed from :NSA, or derived from information •. 

received from NSA. . 
6(b). If the answer·to interrogatory 6(a) 

. ' 
is n~gative and tpe. answer to interr~gatory 4(a)' is 

affirmative, please provide: (i) t 'he dates on which 

records concerni~g each of the plaintiffs -were removed 

from the files of your ~gency; · (ii) the method of removal; 

(iii) the reason for removal; and (iv) the identity of the 

person who authorized the removal. 

7 (a). Has your agency ever provided informa-

tion concernipg .any of the plaintiffs in this laws~it t6 

the CIA or: to the NSA . . 
. -

7 (h). ~f the - answ~r - to _t~terr~ga~ory 7(a) is 

affirmative, state which plaintiffs and. the dates on wh~ch 

· the information was provided. 
.-

7(c)o · Does your -~gency currently_ have· in 

its files any records .concerni!lg any of the plaintiffs.. 
.· 

in this lawsuit, copies of which or the substance of which 

were provided to the CIA or NSA. 

7(d). If the ans·wer · to ihterrs>gatory 7 (a.) 

is affirmative and th~ answer to interrs>gatory 7(c). is 

·n~gative, please provide: (i) the dates on which records 

concernipg each of ·the plaintiffs.were removed from the 

files·of your ~g~ncy; (ii) the method of removal; (iii) 

the reason for removal; and (iv) the identity o:f the .per-

son who authorized the removal. 

'Th~ followipg interrs>gatory is addressed 

solely to defendant Brown. 

8 .· Please provide the current: address at · 

'llhich each ·of the· following individuals 'reside-s. . If · the· -. . , . 

current address is unavailable to you, please provide the 
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last known address at which each indivi.duai resided. Please· 

specif~ whether the address provided is the current or last 

known address. 

(a). Donald ~ennet, who served as Director 
.;, of th~ Defense Intelligence Agency 

from 1969 to 1972. · · 

(b). Vincent .dePoix ,. who served a·s Director· 

(c). 

of the Defense Inteiligence !lgency 
fr·om 1972 to 1974. · 

Vernon Walters, a General in the United 
States Ar~y, who served as Deputy · 
Director of the CIA in.l972. · .. 

(d). Marshall Carter·, who served as Director 

DATED: Washington, D.C. 
July 15, 1977 

.. 

of the National Security Agency 
from 1967 to 1969. 

Re.spectfully Submi.tted, 

Mark H. Lynch 

Shattuck .. 

American Civil Liberties Union 
Foundation 

600 .'Pennsylvania Avenue, S •. E ~ · 
Suite· 301 
Washington:~ D.C. 20003 · 
(202). 544-1681 . . 

·Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

--. 

.. 
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UNITR~ STATES DISTRICT COUftT . . ~ .· 
FOR T~ DISTRIC,T OF COLUMBIA 

... ' ) . 

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL., 

Defendants. .;, 

) -
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

0 • ) 

0 ) 

Civil Action No. 75-1773 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that .a copy of the foregoing Plaintiffs t 
,o 0 

First Interr~gatories to De'fendants Kelley, _Kn;i.ght and, Brown 

was mailed first class, post~ge paid, this 15th day ofoJuly$ 

1977 to the followi~g~ 

Gordon Daiger, Esquire 
Department . of Justice 
W~shi~gton, D.C. 20530 

Alvin K~ Hellerstein, Esq. 
Stroock, Stroocko & Lavan 

R. Bruce Dickson, Esq. 
Cahill Gordon & Reindel:. 
1819 H Street, N.W. 
vlashi~gton, D.C. 200006 .o 

H. Richard Schumacher, Esq. 
Cahill Gordon & Reindel 
So Pine Street 
New York, N. Y •0 10005 

Walter Po~en, Esq. 
s .troock, Stroock & Lavan 
1150 Seventeenth Street, N.W. 
Washi~gton, D.C. 20036 

· 61 Broadway 
New ·York, N.Y. 10006 ° 0 

Charles. P •. S.ifton;· Esq •. · .. 
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & McRae 
140 Broadway ,o 
New Y~rk, N.Y. 10b05 

Jay G. Safer, Esq. . 
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & McRae · 
l757 N Street, N.W. 

, OWashi~gton, D.C • . 2bo36- "o 

Mark H. Lynch. 

' . ·::-
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ITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
R THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA J • 

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL., 

Plaintiffs, 

) 
) 
) 
) . 

v. ) · Civil Action No. · 75~1773 
) 

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL., 

Defendants. ·· 

) 
) 
) 

PLAINTIFFS 7 FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANTS KELLEY, KNIGHT AND 

BROTtlN . 

Pursuant to. Rule· 34, Fed. R. Civ. P. plaintiffs 

request that defendants Kelley, Kn~ght, and Brow~ produce 
. 

for inspection and copyi~g at the unders~gned· a~torneys' 

office the followi~g d9cuments.* As used herein "document" 

includes correspondence, memoranda, ·papers, records, re-

ports, minutes or information carried electronicaliy, on 

computer equipment, tape re.corder, or . any ·other _ form of 

written or electronic recordation. "Documents received 

from NSA" means ou~goi~g communicatiOI?-S which NSA acquired 

from its SHAMROCK source or documents .der.ived from out- . 
. , 

. goipg communications which NSA acquired from its SHAMROC~ 

source. "Yo_ur ?J.gency" means the ~gency which -each de fen-
. 

dan~ now .heads, 'viz: for defendant Kn~ght, the Secret · 

Service; for defendant Brown, the Departmerit of Defense 

and all components thereof, includi~g the Defense tntelli­

gence Agency; for defendant ~elley, the FBI 

· 1.. Al.l documents concerni~g any of the 

plaintiffs which your ?J.gency has received- i'-l"G:m--bhe--- -· -

CIA since A~gust, 1967. 

*Harold Brown is the 
' 

of Defense and there-
fore is automa t .ically 
official capacity 

RECEiVED 
J UL 2 0 1977.: ,-, 

R.A.O. ~I 

·-· 

Special Litigaticn Section 
-·~-· - -

.. 
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2. All documents concerni~g any of the 

plaintiffs> copies of which your ~g~ncy has t·ransmitted 

to the CIA since A~gust> 1967. 

3. All documents concerni~g ~ny of the 

plaintiffs which your ~gency has ever received from the 

NSA. 

4. All documents concerni~g any of the 

plaintiffs; copies of which your ~gency_ has transmitted 

to the NSA. 

DA'I'ED: vlashine;ton, D.C.­
July 1!)> 1977 

Respectfully Submitted, 

~-.&f-6~ 
Mark H. Lynch 

... ;1-cJJ~ 
.. John ~· ~ !" Sh~ttuck · 

American Civil Liberties Union 
Foundation 

6bo Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E. 
Suite· 301 
Washington,' D.c.·2o003 
·(202). 544-1681 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

' ! 

---
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ADELE HALKIN, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

I 

0Cl4 1977 

JAMES F. DAVEY1 CJell 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Civil Action No. 75-1773 

RICHARD HELMS, et al., 

Defendants. 

ORDER 

This matter is currently before the Court on the 

federal defendants' motion to vacate. the second amend~d 

complaint and plaintiffs' opposition thereto. The Court has 

fully reviewed the second amended complaint and the memorandum 

submitted by plaintiffs in support thereof. While the Court is 

certainly cognizant of the burden that 19 additional plaintiffs 

place on defendants, it is equally aware of plaintiffs! 

difficulty in specifying the preci.se extent to which, or the 

exact manner in whichJ they were af.fected by the activities 

complained of pending receipt of responses to certain of their 

discovery requests. The Court has previously ordered plaintiffs 

to answer the majority of interrogatories which the federal 

defendants propounded in order to further define the specific 

allegations of each plaintiff with respect to each defendant. 
' 

While said answers may not have completely determined the scope 

of each plaintiff's allegationsJin view of the nature of 

the suit, the Court cannot deny the additional 19 plaintiffs 

leave to join in this action, especially when it appears they have 

.......... _ .. 

' ' 
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complied with the minimal requirements of both Rules 20(a) 

and 24(b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

Accordingly, it is by the Court this Jt~ day 

of October, 1977, 

ORDERED that the federal defendant's motion 

to vacate the second amended complaint is hereby denied and 

the 19 additional plaintiffs shall be permitted to join. in 

this action. 

.. 

--· 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

If l" E.- . - . F. ·~ .[J .. 
ocJ4 1977 

JAMES f_. DAVE.Ye Clcr-. 
ADELE BALKIN, et al., ) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)' 
) 
) 

Plaintiffs, 

v. Civil Action No. 75-1773 

RICHARD HELHS, et al., 

Defendants. 

ORDER 

Upon consideration of the plaintiffs' MOTION TO COMPEL 

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS and the memoranda submitted in support 

thereof and in opposition thereto, and upon further consideration 

of defendant's offer to treat plaintiffs' nntion as a request for 

production of documents pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal 

Rules of Civil Procedure, it appearing to the Court that 

plaintiffs have now more specifically identified or described 

the documents which they seek; it is by the Court this~~day 
of October, 1977, 

ORDERED that plaintiffs' motion to compel is hereby 

denied and that the motion shall be treated as a request for 

production of documents pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal Rules 

of Civil Procedure to the extent the motion does not encompass 

documents which already have been provided plaintiffs, and that 

defendants' -response shall be due thirty days from the date hereof . 

.,., 
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DISTRICT 
CT OF C F.. .C-.E: rJ, 

t.~ .. ':!:~::::=---..:::1 

OCT 4' ··1977 

JAMES .f.:. PA'l£Y. Clerk 

v. Civil Action No. 75-1773 

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL., 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Defendants. 

ORDER 

Upon consideration of plaintiffs' motion to make clerical 

changes in the second amended complaint, federal defendants' 

(-1 CT.-­
response thereto, and the entire record herein, it is this _ 

day of 0 r_to bo' I 1977 

ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court is hereby directed 

to note in the record the followi~g changes in the second amended 

complaint: 

1. The Institute for Policy Studies be listed as a 

plaintiff. 

2.· Admiral Stansfield Turner, the Director of Central 

Intelligence, Mr. Harold Brown, the Secretary of Defense, and 

Vide Admiral Bobby R. Inman, the Director of the National Securi 

Agency be listed as defendants in their official capacities. 

3. Paul and Martha · winn~gar be striken as 

plaintiffs. 

DISTRIC JUDGE 

- -- _.... ---
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ADELE BALKIN, et.al., 

Plaintiffs, 

OCT 4 1977 

/ JAMES F. DAVEY, Cieri 

v. Civil Action No. 75-1773 

RICHARD HELMS, et al., 

Defendants. 

----------------------~! 

ORDER 

Upon consideration of the motion of the Federal defen-

dants for an extension of time in which to respond to the 

complaint, and the Court finding that good cause has been 

shown for such an extension, it is hereby 

ORDERED that all defendants shall have .to and including 

November 1, 1977 in which to respond to the complaint. 

Date: 0 C. f. Lf I 9 7 7 
I 

+-·- ·---· --

(;v/ 
·- - -----------



! 

,,. 

As for paragraph 29, insofar as it relates to activities 

separate· from maintenance and dissemination of information 
2/ 

which was allegedly derived from NSA acquisitions,- said 

matters are, in the Court's view, relevant to this case and 

shall not be stayed. 

Accordingly, upon consideration of federal defendants' 

motion to stay proceedings; plaintiffs' response thereto; 

__________ ....,.,. . ana. -the entire record-h'e're"i:n:~··~·1t:· .. ~rs\ by the Court 
. I 

f t ' ---~-day o_ i October, 1977_, ____ .. -----
--.----.;:...~---· 

ORDERED that all proceedings which concern allegations 

that the NSA acquired plaintiffs' messages shall be stayed 

pending appellate review of this Court's Memorandum Opinion 

and Order of June 30, 1977. Specifically, this stay includes 

-

.~ .. ---
the allegations contained in paragraphs 20 through 29 of 

the second amended complaint and to paragraphs 30 through_ 

42 (to the extent those paragraphs incorporate by reference 

paragraphs 20 through 29) , except as paragraphs 20 and 22 

extend to allegations that the CIA, FBI, Secret Service, 

and Defense Intelligence Agency defendants submitted "watchlist·s'"; 
...:.,...c• 

containing plaintiffs' names to NSA, and as paragraph 29 

extends to files maintained and disseminated with regard to 

activities separate from any alleged NSA acquisitions. 

2/ Plaintiffs have indicated that this refers to Operations 
RESISTENCE and !.fER~IMAC. 

n . 



STATES DlST;RlCT 
'-=~,'IO'~~o.{.,;hr-t.f,Hi Dl~T;R;I;CT Of CULIJ.MJ:~-.L·.A~·-:...;..;.~3 

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL. , 

Defendants 

.. ¥ . ... 
.. .. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) . 
) 
) 
) 

0CT5 

Civil Action No. 75-1773 

ORDER ....... 

Upon eonsideration of federal defendants' motion to stay 

certain discovery; plaintiffs' partial opposition and partial 

' 
1977 

consent thereto; and the entire record herein, the Court having 
r .. ...,.. ..... ,...,. .... ~--· .. 

already ruled that it will not vacate plaintiffs' second amended · 
l ':. ' 

: . ' J\ ~· 

complaint and that all proceedings concerning NSA's alleged 

acquisition of plaintiffs' messages shall be stayed pending .. .. 
'' ~· . : 

appellate review of this Court's Memorandum and Order of June \.:.. .. 

30, 1977 except for paragraphs 20 and 22 of the second amended 

complaint as they relate to the submission of"watchlists" and 
, . 

paragraph 29 as it relates to activities other than alleged NSA ·: 
1 j 

.. .. · .. 
interceptions, 'it is by the Court this 5th day of October, 1977~ . 

' ' i ~ ; " . \ ,_. ~- --

ORDERED that the 19 plaintiffs who were joined in the second : 
\ . ' 
~ .... 

amended complaint shall respond to defendants' first interrogatories . .: 
L ..... ~.---" · 

within 30 days of the entry of this Order; and it is further 

ORDERED that defendants' obligationsto respond to plaintiffs' 

discovery requests served July 15 and July 26, 1977 are stayed 

insofar as the questions relate to NSA's alleged acquisition 

of plaintiffs' messages which is currently pending appellate 

review. Insofar as they relate to other matters, including 

~the presence of plaintiffs' names on any"watchlists" submitted 
' . ~ ' 

' ' . , 
to- NSA, bu-t not extengJng "!:9. _Operations MERRIMAC and RESISTENCE ,: ~ . • 

· ~ t •'t .,. · . 

defendants shall respond as to all plaintiffs within 20 'days ---:·-~:~~~ - ... ~: 
I'• ' 
I 

tl,' J'~ ·~ ' ' 

~~ ' ~ ~ ' 

following the filing of the answers to interrogatories of the 

-·.~ ~""·" ..... 
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• ~. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT' 
roR THE. DISTRICT OE COLUMBIA 

· 'SECOND' ;AMENDED COMPLAINT . . . 

ADELE HALKIN 
14 West Elm Street 
Apartment 1104 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 
(312) 664-5930 i 
STEVE HALLIWELL 
30 Loomis Street 
Montpelier, Vermont 0560,2 
(802) 223-3501; 

DON LUCE 
159 Second Avenue 
Apartment :ff1 

·' 

New York, New York 10032· 
(212) -·677-5262 i ... 
JOHATHAN MIRSKY . 
~hetford, Vermont'05074 
(802) 785-2042; 
SIDNEY PECK 
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lS Farrar Street · 
Cambridge, Mass. 02138 
(617) 547-3849; 
DANIEL SCHECHTER 

- . f J;;i. vil Action 
. < .. · -r·.. No. 75-1773 

38 Dartmouth Street 
Somerville, Mass· .. · 02145 
(617) 266-1111; 
h·rHEL TAYLOR 
~l Conshohocken State Rd. 
Apa~tment 714 
};ala Cynwyd, Pa. 19004 
,_ .. _,.., -":' ·" Jl _r-,t'·/1 ... _ 
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CORA WEISS ) 
5022 Waldo Road ) 
:Riverdale, New York 10471' · .) . 

. (212). 490-3910 =,.· ) . 
AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE .COMMITTEE 1 . INC. · ~ 
1501 Cherry Street · ·••· 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102 ~ 
(215) 241-7000; y· 
CLERGY .AND LAITY CONCERNED ~/" ) .:·. 
19 8 Broad-v1ay · 
New York, New Y~rk 10038 ~-
(212)· 964-6730; 
COMMITTEE OF CONCERNED ASIAN SCHOLARS 1 . ) 

c/o ~·gus McDonald, ·Na·tional Coordinator, i 
614 Social Science Buildi~g, ) 
University of Minnesota, . 
Minneapolis, l-:linn. 5545~ ~ · 
(612) 378-2571; 

WOMEN STRIKE FOR PEACE ) 
145 South 13th Street, .Room 407 ~ 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19107 ~ ·· ) .. 
(2_15) 923-0·861; .) ... 
NINA S . ADA.NS . 
1717 South Whittier Avenue ) 
Springfield, Illinois 62704 ~ 
(217} 528-7247; 

LEONARD PALMER ADkf\.1S I 'I I ) 
1717 South Whit~ier Avenue ~ 
Springfield, Illinois 62704 ) 
(217) 528-7247; 
DAVID F. ADDLESTONE . ~ 
2301 - 39th Street, N.W. ) 
Washington, D.C. 20007 ) 
(202) 338-3877; ··-. 

.-
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' ... SJ\..MUEL w. BROWN I JR. 
~226 Decatur Place, N.W~ 
Washington, D.C. 2000q 
(202} 254-3120; 

HOWARD J. DE' NI·KE 
700 - 27th Street 
Can Francisco, Calif. 94102. 
(415) 282:-3576; . 
DOLORES A. DONOVAN 
69 Elsie Street 
Se-n Francisco, Calif •. 94110· 
(415) 821-1043;-
':HE R!;V. THOMAS L.. HAYES 
:E.eth Road 
R.D. i1 
Dundee, New York 14837 
(607) 292-3842; 
PATRIC!A FITTS JACOBSON 
1915 Mcintyre Drive 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48105 
(313) 769-4733;' . 

·cARL WHITNEY JACOBSON 
1915 Mcintyre Drive 

. Ann Arbor,. Michigan 48105 
(313) 769-4733; 
B~NNON JONES ., 
J.42 East 27th Str.eet 
I!ew York, New York 10016 
(212) '685-5913; . 

LE.IGH KAGAN 
1395 Englewood Avenue ·: . 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55104 
(612) 644-8800 ;' 

RICHARD CLARK KAGAN 
1395 Englewood Avenue · 
St. Paul, Minnesota· 55!'04 
(612) 6.6:4-8800; 

ll;GUb '\~. .t-il: lJO~·fF..iJD I .JI,. 
1056 - 13i:h Avenue, S .E·. 
Minneapolis{ Minnesota 55414· 

.. ·( 612) 387-2.571; 
. HUGH I. MANKE 

20 Second Avenue 
Branford, Connecticut 06405 
(203·) 481-4526; 

DAVID GARETH PORTER 
235 Emerson Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20011 
(.202) 726-9455; 
JOSEPH REMCHO 
2516 Nason Avenue 
El Cerrito, California 9453d 
(415) 237-6471; 
GEORGE WILLIAMS WEBBER 
315 East 106th Street 
Apartment 20-B 
New York, New York 10029 
(212) TE 1-1082 ;' 

MARTHA KENDELL WINNEGAR 
1404 Berkeley Way 
Berkeley, California 94702 
(415) 841-1439; 

PAUL M. WINNEGAR 
1404 Berkeley Way 
Berkeley, Ca1iforni~ 94702 
(415) 841-1439; 
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RICHARD HELMS 
Department of State 
United States Embassy 
Teheran, Iran; 
JAMES R. SCHLESINGER 
Department of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301.; 
RUFUS No TAYLOR 

~ '• .. 

() . 
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), 

< ) 

} .· 
) 
) 90-A North Lake View Drive 

Whispering Pine:s, North ·caroiina 2838.9: ): 
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):· 
) 

ROBERT E. CUSHMAN, JR.. . 
Commandant of ·the Marine ·corps,.· ·. · ·· · ·· 
Navy·Department 
Washington, D.C, 20380; 
VERNON A. WALTERS 
22955 Ocean Boulevard 
Palm Beach,-F·lorida 3348'0'; · 
·WILLIAM E. COLBY · · 
Central Intelligence· Agency 

.. . !-!".chington, D. C;. 20505; 
CORD MEYER, JR .. ~ . . ...... 

l ~· ' ,; 

Central Intelligence Agency · · ···· · 
Washington, D.-c. 2 0 5 (JS ; 
JMIES. J o ANGLETON 
4814 - 33rd Road 
North Arlington, Va. 22210;. . . 
WILLIAM HOOD 
4450 South Park ·Avenue · · 
Chevy Chase, Maryland; 
RICHARD OBER 
Old Executive Office·B~~ldi~g 
Fashington, D.C. 20505~ · 
HOWARD OSBORN . 
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6803 East Avenue ·· ) 
~he.v-t-Clra:s .... e:,_Ma._Uland 20015; .. - ) · 

/JAMES MURPHY . · .) · 

' ' . ' :... ,; ~ 

·. 

( 
. :C~ntral Intell:Lgence ·?\gericy _ .... ·. · ·) 

Washington·, D.C. 2050"5; ··· ). 
-z..um-sn7cr;r;-c~RTER . : ... ··:.,~.· > 

... 

c/o u.s. Milperceri ) 
200 Stovall Street ) · 
Alexandria, ,Virginia 22332.". ) .. 
Attn. DAPC-PAS-A; ) ··. 
NOEL GAYLER , ) 
Department of the ·Navy ) 
The Pentagon ) 
Washi~gton~ D.C. 20301; ) 
SAMUEL C. PHILLIPS ) 
Department of the Air.Force ) 
The Pentagon } 
Washington, D.C. 20301; ) 
LEW ALLEN, JR. } 
National Security Agency } 
Fort Meade, Maryland; ... .- · · ) 
LOUIS W. TORDELLA - . ·: ) . 

. 9518 E. Stanhope Road ) 
Kensington, Maryland 20795; ) 
L. PATRICK GRAY, III ) 
325 State Street ) 
New London, Conn. 06320; ) 
CLARENCE KELLEY . ) 
Director, Federal Bureau of _Invest:tgation ) 
Washington, D.C.; ) 
JAMES J. ROWLEY ) · 
9615 Glencrest Lane ) ..>P ? C£ ~~· 
Kensi~gton, Maryland 20795; } c:J>,4/9~ c •)4. -f:f:s'P"/J'eJ-6 

trlt:J.!er Sftt6~J~ c~ A-./trz _ ts"2-6 

·All TN FORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED · 
DATE r/nlrct BY SfJ,S'I!.:Iaj~ 
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1-. STUART KNIGHT 
Lirector ,. u.S. Secret Service 
Department of the Treasury 

,. . ,_., 0 

· .. Washington, D. C •. ; 
JOSEPH CARROLL \• ' 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)' 
·) 
) 

.· 

7306 Rippon Road' 
Alexandria, Vriginia;· 
DONALD BENNETT 
c/o Defense Intelligence ·~gency. 
The Pentagon · ·· 
Washington, D.C. 2030'1; 
VINCENT DE POIX 
2782 N. Wakefield 
Arlington, Virginia: 

· .. · ' 

4 • •• 

WESTERN UNION. INTERNAT.IONAL r INC •. 
2100 M Street,.~.w. 
W' shington, D. C. :: 
.RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
60 Broad Street 
New York., N.Y. 10 0'04: 
ITT WORLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
67 Broad Street 
New York, N.Y. 100.0'4; 
JOHN DOE, RICHARD .ROE and other unknown 

agents and ·employees of the ·united. 
States Government. 

· Defendants.· 
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. _· Plaintiffs., _by their att·orneys, all-~·ge as 

follows ·for their Secona Amended Complaint: 

.. 

.; 

1. This is ·a civil action for decl'aratory and injunc-
.... 

· tive relief and money dam~ges,- arisi:p.g under the Firs.t, Fourth, 

Fifth ·and Ninth 'Amendments to the ·to~stitution; Title 18, 

United States .Code,· .sections; 2510-2520; and Title- 47, .United ·· 
' . .. - .. .:. .. 

States Code, .Section· 605; and Title 50 United States Code, 

Section 403(d} (3). The jurisdiction of this Court is predicated 

on Title 18, .United States ~Code,· .section 2520; 'Title 28, United 

States· Code, Sections 1331 (a),_ 1343 (4} and 1361; Title- 47, United 

States Code,· Section· 6.05; Title ·42f United States Code, Section 

1985 (3).; and the First, Fourth,· .E'ifth and Ninth Amendments to 
.-

the ·constitution. 
' . 

2 ." . The· ·matter in contro'versy, .exclusive of interests 

and costs, exce~ds· $10.000. 

'PARTIES 

3. · Pl'aint'iffs :· 

a. ADELE HALKIN is an l'..merican citizen and a 

member of Women Strike for Peace. 
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r.. STEVE HALLIWELL is an American citizen·;. 

a former of.ficer of Students for a Democratic Society and a 
. . . 

foundi~g member of the Committee for Liaison wi~h Families 

of Servicemen Detained· ~n Vietnamo 

c... DON LUCE is an American. citizen and· 

Executive Director of Cle~gy and Laity Concernedo 

d... · JONATHAN· MIJ;tSKY is. an Americari citizen and 

fr9m 1963 to the pres~nt he has been a leader of anti-war 

activities. "!...;. ..... 

~.: ··. SIDNEY PECK is an American citizen, a ·former 

Co-chairperso~ ·of the National Mobilization Committee to End 

the War in Vietnam and· the former National Coordinator of. 
·. 

People's Coalition for ·Peace and Justice. 
.; 

·f o DANIEL SCHECHTER is an American ci ti.zen 

formerly ass.ociated with 'Ramparts M~gazine anc1 the Africa 

··Re·search 'Group, and a participant ·in various anti-war activities 

over 'the last decade; ... -.:. 

t.... ETHEL TAYLOR i::,; an American· citizen· and the . -
National Coordinator of Womeri Strike for Peace. 

ho. CORA WEISS is an American citizen, a leader 

of Women Strike for Peace,· a forme;r Co-cha~rperson of the New 

Mobilization Committee to End the. War in Vietn·am, a member .of 
t:J' . 

the Board of Directors of Cle~gy and Laity Concerned ~~d a 

former co-chairperson of the Committee of Liaison with Families - . 

of ·servicemen Detained in Vietn~m • 
. 

i. - THE AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE, INC. 

(AFSC} is a nqn-profit corporation dedicated to furthe~j~g the 

historic peace.testimony and the social aims of the several 
. : 

branches of the 'Rel~gious Society of Friends. 

j~ CLERGY .AND LAITY _CONCE&~ED {CALC) is a 

non-profit interfaith peace ·o~ganization which has protested 

u.s. involvement in the 'Indochina War since 1965. 

k." The COMMITTEE OF CONCERNED ASIAN SCHOLARS 

(CCAS) is a non-profit organization dedicated to opposi~g 

Am .. :?rican intervention in the internal affairs of countries in 

Southe.:1st Asia. 
.. ~ 
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1. lJOMEN· STRIKE FOR PEACE is a non-profit 

organization dedicated to anti--war· activities, · includi~g. 
- .. 

activities to end the war in Indochinao 

m. 'NINA s. ADAMS is an American citizen,. and 

~t times n~terial to the complaint was a member of the 

Conuni ttee of Concerned Asian Scholars:, which was a ta~get of 

Operation CHAOS. 
·· »...-

no LEONARD P~R ADAMS, II is· an American 

citizen and at times material to the complaint was a member· 
~-..... 

of the Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars; which was a 

ta~get of Operation CHAOS •. 

· ·o. DAVID' F. ADDLESTONE is an American. citizen,. 

and a,t ·timeS: material to the ·c·omp'laint was an' attorney associated 

with 'the Lawyers Military Defense Committee which was a ta~get 

of Operation CHAOS. 

p.. SAMUEL ·w.: BROWN, · JR •. is an American. citizen, 

and at times material to the ·complaint was an o~ganizer of the 
·t ... 

Vietnam· Mora tori·~ Committee; 

q. HOt1ARD J. DE NIKE is an American citizen, 

:and at times· material to· the ·complaint was an attorney associated 
··' 

with 'the Lawyers Military Defense Committee which was a ta~get ._ ... 

of Operation CHAOS. 
· ' ~· --

r. · 'DOL'ORES A. DONOVAN · is an ·Aroerican .. '-'citizen, 

and at times· material to the ·complaint was an attorney associated -
with 'the Lawyers Military Defense Committee which \'las a ta~get 

of Operation CHAOS • 

. s.· · THE REV; THOMAS L. HAYES is an American 

citizen, and at times material to the complaint was employed by · 

CleFgy and Laity Concerned and ~conducted a ministry to draft 

resisters and deserters in Sweden. 

·t. PATRICIA FITTS JACOBSON is an American 

citizen, and at times material to the ·complaint was a member of 

the Committee of Concerned Asian· Scholars, which was a ta~get 

of Operation ~HAOS. 

u. CARL WHITNEY JACOBSON is an American citizen, 

and at times material to the ,complaint was a member of the 

Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a target of 
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Operation CHAOS. 

· v.. BRENNON JONES is an American citizen, and 

at times material to the complaint worked f~r Vietnam Christian 

Service, Dispatch News Service, the Indochina Mobile Eduqation ·. 

Project, and ·was ~n associate prqducer of Hearts and: r.Unds ,. ·an 

Academy Award winni~g :f,:il~ a.bout Vietnam .. 

w. LEIGH. KAGAN is an .American citizen, and at 

times material to. the complaint was a "member of the Committee 
"'=-"• • ;. 

of Concerned Asian Scholars, ·which was a ta~get of Operation 

CHAOn. She has also received doc~ents fr~m the CIA ~der the 

Freedom of Information Act which 'indicate that she was a ta~get 

of Operation CHAOS .. 

x. · RICHARD ·CLARK KAGAN. is an American~ citizen, 

and at times material ~o· the ·complaint was· a memher of the 

. Connni ttee. 'of ·concerned Asian Scho'larS? ,· .w~·lich was a ta~get of 

Operation ·CHAOS. ·:·He has also ·received .documents from ·the CIA 

under the ·Freedom of Irlformation Act which i~dicate that he 

. · 

of CfiAOS. 

y. ANGUS W .. MC DONALD, JR. · is an American. 

:citizen, .and at times material to the ·complaint was a member 

of the co·mmi ttee ·of Concerned .Asian Scholars, which was a t~get 

of Operation :CHAOS. df ' .-. 

z." · HUGH I:. MANKE is ·an American citizen, and 

at · times· material. to the· .·complaint was a· member and subsequently 

Director of International Voluntary Services' Vietnam Team. 

aa. DAVID GARETH PORTER is an American citizen, 

and at timei material to the complaint was a mernber ·of the 

Committee ·of Concerned Asian .Scholars, a.correspondent with 
,... 

Dispat.ch 'News .Service,· and a co:_director of the Indochina 

Res·ource ·center. 

bb.· · · JOSEPH REMCHO is an American citizen, and at 

times material to the ·complaint was an attorney .asso?iated with 

the. Law:y:ers Military Defense ·committee which \'las a ta~get of . 

Operation CHAOS. 

, , ... 

cc. MARTHA KENDALL WINNEGAR is an American citizen, 

and at times material to the complaint was a member of the 
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Committee ·of· Concerned Asian Scholars·, which was a target of· 

Operation CHAOS. 

dd. PAUL M. WINNEGAR is an A111erican citiz·en, 

and at times material to the complaint was a member of the 

Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a ta~get of 

Operation CHAOS. -. 
0 ·: 0 

4.. · Defendants: 

a. Defendant RICHARD HELMS· is the Unit~d.,States" 

Ambassador to Iran and was. Directo~.of the Central. Intell~gence 

~gericy· (hereinafter sometimes "CIA") from 1966. to 1973. 

b.. . Defendant JAMES R. SCHLESTI~GER was Secretary 

of Defense . from A'!Jgust. 1973 to. November 1975 and Director of 
' 

the C+A from February to· July 1973." 

c. Defendant RUFUS N .•. TAYLOR is a Vice Admiral 

in i;:he· ·u.s·. N.avy and was Deputy Director of the CIA .from 1966 

to 1969. 

d., . Defendant ·ROBERT E. CUSH~fAN, JR. is .. a General 

in the' ·u.s.· Marine ·corps and a member of the Joint Chiefs of 

:Staff, and.was Deputy Director of .the CIA from 1969 to 1971. 

e. Defendant VERNON A. WALTERS is a Lieutenant 

General in the ·u ;· s·. Army and was Deputy Director of the CIA 'in 

1972." 
· ~ . .-

f. . Defendant WILLIAM. E. COLBY is Director of 

Central Intell;Lgence ·and of the· ·ciA, .and was Executive Director 

of the CIA from 1·972 to 1973, .and Deputy Director fo.I;" Operations 

of the CIA in 1973. 

g. Defendant CORD MEY~R, . JR. was, at times 

material to this complaint, Ass-istant Deputy Director for 

Plans of the· 'CIA. 

h." Defendant JAMES J. ANGLETON.was, at times 

material to this complaint, .Chief of the Counterintell~gence 

Staff of the 'CIA • 

i. Defendant WILLIAM HOOD was,. at times 

material to this· complaint, Deputy Chief of the Counter-
....... 

intell~gence Staff of the CI~. .., 

j. Defendant RICHARD OBER was, at times material 
r 
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tc this complaint, in cha~ge of a domestic surveilrance operation 

of the Counterintelligence Staff -of the CIA designated as CHAOS. - ~ \ . . . ' . 
lt. Defendant ~OWARD OSBORN was, at times. 

material to this 'complaint, Director of Security of the . CIA. 

l., · · Defendant JAMES MURPHY was_, at times material 

'to this complaint,. Director of· the· ·office·· -of Operations of the 

CIA. 
.• 

m. Defendant MARSHALL CARTER, a retired . 

Lieutenant-General in the u.s. Army, was Director of. ... the. National 

Security· ~gency (hereinafter sometimes "NSA"). froill: 1967 to. 1969'. 

no Defendant NOEL GAY~ER, Vice _2\dmiral. in the 

U.S. Navy, was Director of the NSA from January 1969 to July 1972. 

.· Oet Defendant SAMUEL C. PHILLIPS, a Lieutenant-
. 

General in the u.s. Air Force, was Director of the NSA from 

A~gust 1972 to July 1973. 
. . 

. p ·. Defendant LEW ALLEN, JR. , a Lieutenant-

General in the u.s. Air Force, is Director of the· NSA. 
•of'-.:. 

q. Defendan~ LOUIS TORDELLA was, at times 

material to this complaint·, the Deputy Director of the NSA •. 
\ 

r~ .Defendant L. PATRICK GRAY,. III was, at times 

material to this compla~nt, Acti~g. D~rector of the Federal ·Bureau 
' .. ... 

' .. ~ 
of Irivest~gation (hereinafter sometimes "FBI"). 

·' q· 

Defendant CLARENCE KELLEY is DireEtor of 

the FBI. 

t; Defendant JAMES J. ROWLEY was Director of 

tne United States Secret -Service (hereinafter sometimes "Secret 

Service"} from 1967 until October 1973. 

u. Defendant H. STUART KNIGHT is Di+ector of 

the·secret Service. -

v. Defendant JOSEPH CARROLL is a Lieutenant-

General in the ·united States Air Force and was Director of the 

Defence 'Intell~gerice ?igency (hereinafter sometimes "DIA") from 

1961 to 1969 • 

w. Defendant DONALD BENNETT is a Lieutenant-

General in the United States Army and was Director of DIA from 

September 1969 to August 1972.-. 

( 
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x. Defendant VINCENT' DE POIX is a Vice Admiral 

in the United' States Navy and was Director of. DIA from A~gust 
. : 

1972 until September 1974. 

y. Defendants JOHN DOE, RICHARD ROE and ot~er 

unknown ~gents or employees of the United States Government 

~re persons unknown to Plaintiffs who participated with the 

other Defendants in the actions all~ged in.this·complaint. 

. z.' . All the for~goi~g individual defendants ~~e 

sued iq their individual and official or· former offici~!· 

capacities. 

. I 

.' -,.. 

·' (f}" ... 

.. 

' , . 



0 .. -..... . 

. ' 
(ommun'icCltions common carrier, doe·s' business in the Distr.ict. of 

<.olumbia and provides overseas cable and teleg.raph s·e.rvice·. 

l,b.. Defendant RCA GLOBAL COHNUNICATIONS, INC., a cornmun.ica-. . . 

tions common. ·carrier, do~s business· i~ the District of Colwnbia and 

r=ovides over~eas cable and telegraph servi~e. 
~ ~. . . . .. 

. :·: . . . 

. ' cc •. 
·, 

Defendant ITT l!ORLD. C.O.MMUNICATIONS, INC .. , a ~ommu,nica_.: .... ; .. 
o ' • o : ' ' o I o o o ••• .. . • : . . . ,. 

·tions common carrier, does· business in the· District o.f Columbia and 
. ... . .. 

0 .. .. • • • • ••• • .. < . . ' . ~ '. 
,• R : 00 • • 0 .'·.:·.:·.'· ·. 

provides overseas tel~graph· and cable service .. 

0 •• • • •••• • • •• . ... ... ·CLASS ACTION ALL~GATIONS 

• • • • • • ~ :· •• ' l • : • •• 

• ,. r:l t ' I ~ ... •: • :: • ; • : ,;_, 

. · .. ' . 
. . ... ..... . .. . . · . . . ' I •• ,• , 

' . 

·. s .. . . . .. 
~is suit i:;; brought as· a class ac.tion pursuant to. Ru:I:.e 

. . 

.. :23 (~) of the Federal Rule's of civil Procedure, and· is maintainable . 
. :..: . ... ,._ 

under Rule 23 (b) (1) (A), 23 (b) (2) - and 2'3~(b) {3) .;· 
.. . ~ . . . : ' • 

' ~ . .. . . 
< •••• ' ' ·. :·:: . . · .. ' 

: ' 
' . . . ' .. ., ; . . · 

·. 6;.:: .· Plaintiffs represent ·a class. of United States · citizens and . . . , . . . .. . 
: : :_.-.··domestic org~nj,zations_ ·who at v~ri~us time~ du~ing . and ·aft·er 1967 
.· ~ 

.: > · ~ngaged in acti~ities i~ oppos.iti~n: to the ~"a; in Indochina or in 

. · ·. other lawful political activities, as a · result of which (a}. their: 
:. . . . . . 

· in'f::.ernat:~c:>nal ':lire, cable or~ radio communications ~,Jere ir~tercepted 

.. .. .~:q.d di~ulged' \'7ithout any judicial or ·sta;tutory authorization by the . .... -... 

-· . 

.. 

. :.;:·. 

National Security AgenCy acting at' the request of'other United States 

governmen~ agencies, -~nd/or (b) ~~eir·political ~fd other 

constit~~onally protected · acthT":i.ties became the subject o'f intrusive 

counterin.te_llig~nce actions and files, · conducted and maintained by . 
. . 

a Special Operations Group ~'lithin the Central Intelligence .Tlgency 

known as ••operation CHl\.OS " • 

7. The class is so numerous as to make joinder o~ all members 
,.. 

. ·· .. -
_impossible. The'total nu~~er and identity of the class members is 

known only to the NSA and the CIA, but plaintiffs estimate, on 
.. 

information and belief, ~hat the class numbers at least 8,820 

individuals, and 1,000 organizations. 

8. The common questions of law and fact affecting all members 

of the class predomine1te over any questions affecting only individual 
:.•. 

members to such a degree that a class action is the only method 

-11-
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. ...~ 

1:\ail'<Jblc .fot tho fa. and efficient <Jdjudic::1ti; }of this controversy. 

·'lt i:. prosecution· of s~parate claims py· the rnembars of· the class ·would. 

constitute an undue burden on the vindication of their rights and, 

c:reate the risk of in~onsistent· or varyin~ adjudications, and could. 

«.:5tablish incompatible standards for the 9efendants·• conduct~ 
.. 

. . 9 • ~e cla~ of the repr;esentative parties· have the same· 

. . · ... legal ana fa~tual basis as the .. claims of tl?-e members of the c;lass, the 

:. : -~·-~efendants have acted on. similar grounds with respect. to. all members . . . . 

. ·. 

·of the class, common r.elief.· is· sought,. an~ plaintiffs will fairl?r and .. 
. . . 

·. · . C?-dequately protect the in-~erests of the class .. 

.... . · 
.... . . 

- : ... 

... .. . . .. 
. ' 

. · . FACTS ..... 

··~ ~ ......... 
:·. .. . . .·. ·· . . .. · .... .. : .. :,. . : ~ . . . 

:· ··.: : . 
. .. . .... . ... : · ... :.:. . . 
t • • ·: • .. : ,.·. ~ 

··.. •• ' < • • 

. On ;hiformc;ttion and be'iief, in and after August .1.967 defend-. . ... . . .. .. . ·. . 
. ·· .. ants' H::l!:Lr-1S, TAYLOR, COLBY, ~!EYER, ANGLiToN,. HOOD': ROCCA·, OB.8R, 'osB~P..N, 

.... · 
. · SCHLESINGER, CUSffiJL!\.N, WALTBRS and !IDRPHY {hereinafter sometimes . "the 

._ ... CIA defendants") established and administe?=ed. a Special Operations ·· .. 

-. . 

·,. 

.. . . 

... 

,. 

. . 
Group# known as Operation.CHAOS (hereinafter "CHAOS")# within ~he 

• I 

.. c~' s· counterintelligence sta·f~. 

11. . On inf:ormation and·.-bell.e~, the purpose of the c~r..~. defendan-ts. ·· 

in es.t~~lishing CHL1.0S t.'las to collect, coordinate, evaluate, file · and 

report information on 11 foreign contacts fl. ·of· ~erican citizens resident 

·· in the United States who express~~ in various fo~s their politic~l. 
·.~· . 

··and moral opposition to the \'lar in Indochina and other policies of . 
. .. 

the national ··governrnent. 

. 

.,. . . . . 
• • • '1,. . 

12 •. On information .and belief, reports prepared by CHAOS and 

other units of the. ·erA beginning in 1967 concluded that domestic 

. .. 
~ 

I 

opposition. to the Indochina war, of vlhich the activities of plaintiffs, . .. 

and the:Lr class \•rere a p,art, had no significant foreign connection. 

13. On information and belief, Cffi~OS gathered information from 

other units of the CIA a~d from other·agencies, including the FBI, 
.. 

, ... ,. .... ;~ 
much of which related to the constitutionally protected associational 

.· 
and domestic political activities of the plaintiff class. 

14. On information and belief; CIIZ\OS re.cruited and trained 
.. 

appro:cimately 40 undercover· agents who infiltrated· domestic organi-

-12-. 



:at~on~, and rcportc" on their con~titutionally-~rotcctcd· ~~aocia~ 
' ) 

.t.io~l and do~stic politic<ll activities, which reports, or· 

informa-tion, derived from them, were· filed ~rith CH.:1os· and dissemina.ted . 
to other units of the CIA and to other agenc±es. 

14a. ·on information and belief, the CIA defendants authorized 

and 'directed their CH~OS agents and employee~ to· discredit ~nd 
. '. 

disrupt the· constitutionally protected associational and domestic 

: ~political activities of the plaint;ffs and their class: through· th~. 
. .... . ·· . 

. . actions· of: undercover agent;s ~1h0 infiltr<;lted the .. pla~tif.f orga~iza-. 
... ~ . . ~ ' • . . 
tionsll and through other co.unterinte·lligence actions .. 

' •• .;a 

·· .. . 
. . 

15~ on information and belief, betw~en 1967 and· 1974 CHAOS ·· . 
. ... . . 

... . . 
opened and maintainc:d "201 n or. ::npersona.lity" files ·on approximately 

:: · ;-: ··7 .200 individual united States citizens engage.d in ·constitutionally . ,:• .· . . 
. . . . . . . 

:: :. -.-_._ protected associational and domestic political actiV:i~ies ~ including 
. .. . ~ 

0 • • • • : · .. • ~ 

·.:···:each of·t~e named individual plai'ntiffs •. . • • ::'' • i . , · .. ' 

. . ~ :··. . .. : -- . ·.· .. 
·.16.. ·On information and .b'elie£, .-bet~·reen. l967 and 1974 CHi'1.0S . . . . 

. 
· open~d and maintained approximately 1000 separate sUbject files on 

.. • • . . • - - • • 1 - • h - ... _ ..:J' 1 • .J- • ff . \:.40mes-c.J.c organ~za"t:J.o:n.s, J.nc .... ua:Ln'J eac. c.n: -::ne nc:>mou: P-·:l~Ih .. -J.- .organ:L-. . . 
-

zations. · . ' . ' . •• • t 

. . . -('' . ' . 
. · .. 

17. On information and belief~ the: : ~nformation· in the per.sonality 
. . . . 

and organization files opened and maintained by CHAOS related to 
g '' .. 

~~ . 
~onstituti6nally protected associational and. domestic political 

.... . ,. . 

..... . ,.a:, , 

·activities of the plaintiffs and members of their class.· 

18. .. On information and belief, information on the plaintif£s 

and members of their class which ~1as Qathered by. CH..~OS w~s conveyed 

by the CIA defendants to the White House, the FBI, and to other 

goverpmerit agencies. 

, . 

19. On information and belief, sometime after September 1969 

CHAOS supplied a 11'tvatchlist" of Unj.ted States citizens, including 
.. . 

plaintiffs and their class, to another unit of the CIA, as a result 

o£ \11hich first class mail from and to individuals on the watchlist 

was op~nccl toJithout any wc:trr'lnt or other form of judicial or 
·--

legislative authorization,: and copi"es of the opened. letters or 

-13-
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. . i .·f"rm.Jtj~on dcrivod om them wc~c ::~upplicd to(- '1l\OS, m.'lde a p:1rt . .' . 
'of the ·CHAOS files and u~cd by tha ;cil\ defendan.ts. 

' .. 
20o On information and belief, somcatirne after September 196.9 

< dAOS also supplied a "wa.tchlist" to ~gents and, employees: ·of the NSA, 

~hich included the names of all the named plaintiffs~ 
. . 

2lo On.information and belief, for a period of time .. not known 

. 
to plaintiffs,. defendants, CARTER, GAYLER, PHILLIPS, TORDELLA and 

. . 
. . ALLEN (hereinafter sometimes "the NSA defendants"), have authorized 

~ . ' . . ~ 

. ... ~ . . 

: . ~- and directed the mon~toring or interception; by their agents ;and 

. · employe~s" o£ the international c~nunu~lcations. of United -States.· 

.. · citizens, in~luding cable and radio channels bet~reen the Unite¢! 
-.. 

· .. . , ·states ana· foreign countries, selected· telephone ch.a~els between the 
. . . 

.. ·· . United States and fo~eign countries,. and selected telephone and cable 

. ·· -~· ... : ~_charinel? be:t\'leen foreign countries, all \'1ithot7:t \'la~rants or any other 
•"' · . 

·:··· < ·. :· form ~f ju¢lic~al or legislative authorization. ..... . . . ·. ' ' ' 
. .. .. 

'·. 
. . . 

.. ·; 22. . On information and beliet', ·at var_ious times beginning l.n 
-: · .. 

~~ 

. ··. 1967,;, ·the NSA defendants~· ,_..,ithout ,..,arrants 'or . any ~ther forms of 
. .. . ·--... . 

judicial. or legislative authorization, authorized ~nd aiie~ted.their 
. . ... . " 

. .... 

. .. . ,:·.·· 

I 
agen~p·and_ employees to intercept and divulge or procure. the 

interception and divulgence, of .\'!ire, cable or radio communications 

of, or relating to, members of the plaintiff class on the CR:10S . .. , 
<:: ..,.;; ... " 

"watchlist" provided to NSA by ·.the CIA, and on other "~mtchlists" 
. : 

· provided to NSA by defendants GRAY, ro~LL3Y ang other officials of 

the Federal Bureau of Investiga tlon ("the F~I defendants") ;·. 

defendants RO~ffiEY,· KNIGHT and other officials of the Uni~ed States 

Secret Service ("the Secret Service defendants"); and defendants 
, . 

CARROLL, . B3NN3TT, D2 POIX and other -officials of the Defense 

I~telligenc~ .?\gency ("the DIA defendants"~ 

. ,. 

• 
. · 

.. 

23. On information and belief, ag·ents and employees of the NSll 

defendants procured the .assistance.and cooper~tion of defendants 

·I 

·~· '·"~·t; 

l'lEsT,:!RN UNION INTEHN1\TION1\L, INC., RCA GLOBl\L ·cor.1MUNICl\TIONS INC~; and 

-14-



defericants,;,) ·in· intc~ccpting. and divulging, without warrants or any 

other forms' of judicial or leg.islative authorization·, the wire, cable· . . . 
. · 

or radio communications of,. or relating to· the plaintiff class~ 

24. On informa·tion and belie.f, as a· result of the warrantlo~s 

.. and judicia~ly and legislatively unautl:lorized interception and 

.. -~.ivulgence of t~e. wi.re,. cable or radio . communications of ~la'intiffs 

· and their class by the N~A ~nd· co~pany qefendapts, at the i-e<luest 
.. . 

. . . . -·. 
....... 

·.· · of the CIA, FB:t, Secret S~rvice, and DIA defendants, NSA· 
- . . .. . . ~ .. . 
,. I o • o . . .. 

·.·supplied the ·ciA, FBI, ·secret Service·,. q,nd. DI.it defendants wii;h· . 

· summaries of the ~ntercepted cornmuni~at-ions (hereinafter "the NSA 

.. . · materials") of the plaintiff class, which. related to ariti-war 
" .. . . . ... 

.· 

.. :activities, travel abroad and other .~nstitU:tionaily ··protected 
.... 

.· · . .. . :· ; .. ' ·. -:··; . ". : •' 

. ·movements and activities of mem;bers of the class .. 
. .. 

, • • ..... ~ : . • • • ,j . • • • .. ':. 
: !, • • •••. :·. -: • 

.... . .. -~ . ,. 
25. On information and bel~ef, information derived from the · . 

. . 
·.: .. "!JSA materials was used and shared by _the CIA,. FBI, Secret ·service, and 

· .DIA . ' · ·defendants and placed· in files rna.intained by these ':.' •". 

r. • • • • . . 
· ~efendan"':::s rela·ting to· t;:.he pl~inti.f£s an~t i:he.i::c class- .. : · J · : • ,: 

. . 
26. ··.on information and belief, in November 1974 some of the -. . · .. ,.,.. ._ . 

~~ NSA materials were returned by the CIA defendants to NSA. 
~-.. 

' . 
27. On information and belief, the CIA defendants caused the 

• • • (/1' • • • . . ·;.;: • • • •• 

NSA materials to be returned to NSA because they knew the materials 

· .~·were the· products of illegal and unconstitutional interceptions and 

divulgen?e of the plaintiffs' wire, cable or radio ~ornmunications. 

28. On information and belief, originals or copies ' of'the NSA 

.. 

, .... ·. materials are intact in the possession of · the NSA, FBI, Secret Service, 

and DIA •.. .-
.. 

29. On information and belief, the CIA, FBI, Secret Service, 

and DIA continue to maintain and clisseminate file:s containing 

. 
information about the constitution~lly protected associational and 

political activities of the plaintiffs and their class, including 

information illeg:J.lly and unconstitutionally obtained by.;intercepting 

and divulging the priv::ttc r.v.:,il =1nd w'ire, c1blc or r:ldio comrnunicutions 

-15-
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oL r.,c,.lhcrs of the cl- 1s .. 
( · . . 

·' n 
. , .. 30., On information and belief, the individual and company 

defendants have engaged in an extended conspiracy unlawfully to 

conceal the acts co.mplained of in paragraphs- 10-29, ~~g, from 

named pla~ntiffs and members of their class~ from Congress, and from 

. . . ........ 

. . ·~ 
... 

31. · On informa.tion and belief, each of the defendants· knew ~o.f· 
. . 
: · and participated in, and/or· concealed the illegal and, unconstitutio·nal 
. . 
·. ·activitie:~ ds:scribed in pa:z:~graphs. 10-29, s~r~ .. 

· ·· 32. On information and be~ief, each of the CI.!\ defenda-nts knew 
.... . 

· ·> that their actions des.cribed above "'ere taken in· violation of the· CIA's 
.• : •· . . ·- . . ... ···. ~ : ·. ·charter·. · . ..... · . . ' . ·· · .. ·;·~· ": . . : ·: ··~ .... · ·.: ·.=· ·. ~· . . ·' . . • . . .. . ' . : ·. 

• ' • • • • .... t : . : : ... .. : • .. • : • • •• • 

. .. . .. ·. 
On information and . . belief~ none ' ~f the· defendants ~ho 

. . . •· ' . . ... . . 

.. ' ' ' . . . . . 
· · .. ·. participa~ed in. the··actions· described. in paragraphs · 10-29 above .. had a 

: . . . . ~ ' . : ' . ' , :. ' ,' . 

~ ' . ::; .good fait}f belief that his or its actions· ~are la\<lful. 

',., 
. • ·. ' 

.. ,.. . . . ' . 
. . . . 

: · ~ - FIRST CAUSS ·OF ACTION-. - - ··· -

.· . . 

. . . .... :. 
• ~ • • I • • • • .. . . . 

· ·~- . ·: : 34 ; . The. defendants'. procure~ent o·f interception and 
. . . . 

. ·. 
-"" • 1 ~ t• ,. • r • • .,. 
n~'JU_getlCe· anc.t n'.=:tr ~nce.rcet)t:.~op a11.a . . . . ""• d :h· .. n .. Ilgel~c~ of· .the -.;·rire, _cable . 

or raq_io'· communic;ations of plain~iffs and their class ,..,ere . . : .. ..... 
... ··- unreasonable and illegal, and were p.ot made in good faith reliance 

. . on any judicial, legislative or other valid authorization, · or other 
· ' .... 

reasonable belief in their legality. ... ····· 

35 ~- The defendants~ procurement of interception. and divulgence., 

and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable pr radio 

comm~nications of plaintiffs and their class violated Title ' l8, 

..... • United States Code, Sections 2511 and 25'20, and Title 47 United States 

Code, Section 605. .-

. 36. The defendants' procurement of interception. and .. divulgence, 
. .. ~ · ... . . ·\. .· .. . .. . . : ... . 

and their interception and divulgence .. of the \'lire, ~~ble or :radio 
... 

•. 

communications of plaintlffs.and their class deprived pla:intiffs of 

their ·rights of free speech and association under the First Amendment, 

their right to security ag~inst unreasonuble searches and seizures 
.. __ 

guaranteed by the Fourth nmcndmc~t, and their ~ight of privacy 

.... . . .. . · .. • . • 
.""!16-.. . 

.,. 



i" ... . 

o • I 

• ~~u~r~ntcqd by the F~~ 
,.--\ 

-~ Fourth, Fifth ~nd NintL Amendments. 

# . 
SECOND CAUS.:::: OF ACT ION --

37. Plaintiffs r~pcat and realleg·e each allegation in .para-

graphs 1-33, supra. 
• • I 

' . . .. 

38. The defendants• maintenance and' dissemination of .files on 
• r 

.. . ,• -=-::::~ .. : ' .. ·. 
. the constitutionally protected associational and poli.tical activities 

I • . . . 

:o£ plaintiffs and· their cl~ss depr~ved plainti~f~· of their rights of 
• -f.:"'·'.. ."' .. ;.... • ..... .... 

. ··free ~peech and association under the First Amendment. and· thei;t- right .. 
. ~'r • 

• • 0 0 ~,;·;; ":.. • • 

to ~~ivacy under the F_irst, · Fourth, Fifth and. Ninth .Amendments •. · 
.......... 

· ·· · 39· • . Defendants •· infiltration of· the plaintiff organizations and . ' . . . ' . . . 
. . .. . . . 

·'· 
~mbers of their cla_ss by th·e use. ·of undercover agents with . false or 

. . . .. . 
· ) . · _ . conc~aled identit~~s who . disrup·t~d, di~credited and reported ori. the · 

plaintiffs t co_nstituti~nally protected as~ociational and pQl~ti~al 
' . 

activitie~ deprived plaintiffs of .th~ir ·freedom of· speech and · · 
.. ....... . ·· . .. ~ ... . . . . . 

· ,·, . .-: . assc:'ciatioi_l pro~ected .by. the First Amendment, ~heir _right . to 

. · . security against ~nreasonable _ searches and s~iz~~es p~otected by the .. 
ll 

Fo~rth Amendment" and their rig~t to privacy protected by· the. First, 
. . 

Fourth, Fifth. and Ninth Amenarneni~-s .. 
.. ~· ~ 

' . .. . .. 
: · ... . -

40. The activities of the defendants set forth above continue 
. ;"' . . . 

to interfere with, discourage and deter the plaintif£s in the 

.-. · ·exercise of their rights of fr!=.e ,speech. assewb.ly .and association, 
' • • # .. ~ • • .... ~ . .. 

:·· and_their right to petition the . government for redress of'grievances, 
.· 

guaranteed by the First Amendment. 
. . . . ... .. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

41.. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each' allegation in paragraphs 
.· 

1-33, supra. .· 
..-: 

42 ~,,_. The CIA defendants' actions described above are in violation 

of Title 50, United States Code, Section 403{d) {3). 

t·ffiBRBFORB, plaintiffs request that the Court grant the follmving 

relief: 

.· 
A. A declaratory judgment that the course of conduct and 

activities of the defendants set forth above arc illegal and un-
.... .. 

constitutional; 
....... 

-17-
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1 · · d · · · · r-1 · · · h ·Pre ~m~nar~ an . pcrmancnl ~nJunct~on~ ~nJo~n~ng t c· 
I 

ec~endants from engaging in the activities· declared to-be illegal and 

· unconstitutional: 
-,. . . \ 

c. A mandatory injunction or writ of mandamus . ordering the 

. . 
defendants to produce before the Court, for delivery to the ·plaintiffs. . . 

and members of their clas:5 for destruction~ all files, repor.ts, re-
.. 

· ·. c:ords, photographs, data computer ·tapes and . c~rds; -and a_ll o~her . :. 

··materials derived from defendants' illegal and uncons.titutional- act-... 
~ . '"; . 

-. · ivities relating to ·-plaintiffs· and ~ll other person9 similarly 

.situated; . . 
. . ,· ··. : , • .. _ , 

·.: . : .. : . ~ . ·. .. .. 

. ·. · . . 
' .. . . ... . ... . .. · 

' 

0 

I •, 0 ~ ', :-.· ~ I'" ' ,
11

' 1 

.... . 
.... :. ).' .· .. : 

. ' ··~ ... ' .. ; : . . .• ' . ' ·. · · .... . . -

· · ~.: -· ·Each n~med plaint.iff and· member o£ _the ·plailit~ff class have 

_"judgme.nt against each defendant. in ~h~- sum of $100 .. 00 per daz of 
. . ... . . . . { . 

. · · pr~curement of interception, .divug:genoe ·and,~use, and interception, . 

. . · divul:gence· and use o:f ·the· p~aint·if.fs' wire, cable or radio· 

· co~unications, as liquida~~d dam~ges pursuant to Title 18, United · 
' .. 

States Code Section .2520 and Title 47, · United ·states Code, Section ... 
·: 

605. 
. l . .' . .. . . ~ ~ . 

Each named .plaintiff a11d member of the plaintiff class 

hav~::judginent ag"ainst each defendant in·'a sum to be ,determined by 

the Court for violation of plaintiffs' First, Fourth, Fifth and 

Ninth Amendment rights. q· 

.· 
. F. · Recovery -in the amount- of $50 6 000 punitive damages for the 

willful violation of constitutional rights for each plaintiff and 
. . . 

each rneinber of the plaintiff clas"s. 

G. The reasonable costs of this action and attorneys' fees of 

plaintif~s. , . 
. -

H. · Such other and further relief as the Court shall deem just 

and proper. 
·. 

-. 

Respectfully submitted, · · 

~~~·~ 
Mark H. Lynch .· 

; . 

John H. F. Shattuck 
.American Civil Liberties Union 

Foundq.tion 
600 Pennsylvania Ave., S.E. 
Suite 301 
Washington, D.C. 20003 
.(202) 544-1681 
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SUMMOI"S IN A CIVIL ACTION 

•, 

J 

lltuttr!t ~ttttr.a 1lltatrirt Ql~urt 
FOR THE 

District of Columbia 

CIVIL ACTION FILE No. 75-1773 

:} 
ADEL~ HALKIN, ET AL., 

.s 
J' 
E "" .- -, __ ~: 

PlaintiffS 

v. 

t: ":: ' ''3 g~CHARD HEI.J45, ET "AL., 
- -:• 

Defendants 

.... 

To the above named Defendant : Clarence M. Kelley 

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon 

l'''"''t ,., .. ,,, J:1aiik H.-· Lyncp,· Esquire , 

,, ! 1 

·plaintiff's attorney , whose address 
Suite 301 

; ' · .~ •,""1 '· 600 1Pehn's'ylvania Avenue, 
-tl\{a.~\\~ .. ~·'-}'1ashinf_{ton, D.C. 2 0 0 0 3 

SUMMONS 

l 
~c.;;:"" RECOR~3""' 
:![ .. uv 29 'i 

):~~w-
.~n,.~P-;Swer t9 the complamt wh1ch is herewith served upon you, within 

2 0 days after service of this . \. .. --~ \ ' .... . , '. ,, \ 

summons• uptin ·you: -exclusive of the day of ser -'ne. If you fail to do so, judgment by default will be 

taken against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. 
JAMES F. DAVEY. 

-------------------------------------------

-~~--£--~~ Deputy Cle1·k. 

Date: November 14, 1977 
[Seal of Court] 



RETURN ON SERVICE OF WRIT •.·. 

I hereby certify and return, that on the day of 
' ·'· ·;' . . l • 

)J.. ~ 
1-t···· ' ' 

19 
: ;: ,-(~·;: . 

l·re.ceived"thisrsummom!?and served· ·ib•to~~her.•>witlr· the:·:cYmplaintt heren.tas•cfullows: 
0~ t.l' II 12 AH 1977 .. . . 

• ' 

· - ~ · "'"M!ii.Rsiilfr.'s'F.EES · ·:. -. 

1'g'fH::e 1::.' b'tf .'\FJ. 
•• ,, .. --:·• 1-. •!• ·•· . · J~•: !'·' 11·t c\•l•mpl; •r \ 

I 

·-------------------------------------------· 'l;ra\!e.l_ ____ $ ~~---r--rj- • 

Se~!.~~~-- ----------­f.· ' . ""' 
United States Marshal. J""' • ! d ~ "'I 1:7lJ , • • • "• " .;.- , :' • ' .. ·~ t: · ~! ~H 1(;,~ / "•t. l~J. t}l!.J 

By . --------------------------------------;..s4r , ~.iQ.. = 
. -. ;;;'!"' "'H!il.l., I 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a 

1)1 ; 19 ~ !J • ~. 

(SEAL] 

Deputy United States Ma~i,~ .... et~ 
~\\\\~<\ C·'*' ~b -.o;s 

'2\o~ ~~;\~ 
• tllif!_.p- ·\ "\r ~--- ,, 

. •. ' ~ 
"'i'.' ' ~:. --:-· ;;--:--- -pt: . ~ 

\ ~ ,~: • . .,~T~"""'; "•"""!~,...; 
~ l o ~- ... 1.~ 

... , · · ~ ···.: ·:.~:.rn 
·-----------"""'""'-------~-----·------------------

_ .... 
-· . 

\\\:~\~ b :?V C.,'I:"'\C":-'t"~'~ ~?'i·. \~--"· 
.,._ r .::~ . .. 

thnn a United States Marshal or his Deputy. 
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~IrED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRIC~ OF COLUMBIA, 

~.DELE HALKIN, et al. , 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Civil Action No. 75-1773 

RICHARD HELMS, et al., 

Defendants. 

------------------------~/ 

ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST INTERROGATORIES 
TO DEFENDANT KELLEY 

William F. Shubatt, Special Agent of the Federal Bureau 

of Investigation {FBI), having been designated to answer 

PLAINTIFFS' FIRS~ INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT KELLEY 

on behalf oft Clarence M. Kelley, Director of the FBI, 

hereby deposes and answers as follows on the basis of a 

re,.iew of the main files {except criminal and FOIA) maintained 

on the plaintiffs at the Federal Bureau of Investigation Head-

quarters: 

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

1 {a) • Has_your agency at any time since August, 

1967 requested in any manner -- including submission of 

"watchlists" -- information from the Central Intelligence 

Agency {CIA) concerning any of the plaintiffs in this lawsuit. 

l{b). If the a~~~e~:to in~er;q~~~or1~~{a) is affir-

mative, sta.te which pla.fnt'iff's ' ·and '-Ehe dates on which such 

requests were made. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

----------------

> -. 

i ( t .. 

NuT W!:CORDED 

2 NOV 29 1977 
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. . • :quested are re,~cted in the documents mal av~ilable in 

response to PLAINTIFFS' FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF 

DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT KELLEY, Request No. 1. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

3 (a.) • Has your agency at any time since August, 1967 

received information, whether requested or not, concerning 

any of the plaintiffs in this lawsuit from the CIA. 

3 (b) • If the answer to interrogatory 3(a) is affirma-

tive, state which plaintiffs and the dates on which such 

information was received. 

ANSWER TO INT·ERROGATORY NO·. 3 : 

3 (a) • 

3 (b). 

Yes. 

The files reveal that information was received 

from the Central Intelligence Agency with respect to plain-

tiffs Leonard Palmer Adams, III, Nina Adams, Howard J. DeNike, 

Adele Halkin, Steve Halliwell, Don Luce, Sidney Peck, 

Daniel Schechter, Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, and 

Women Strike for Peace. The dates on which such information 

was received are reflected in the documents made available 

in response to PLAINTIFFS' FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF 

DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT KELLEY, Request No. 1. 

INTERROGATORY NO'. 4: 

4 (a) • · Has your agency ever received information from 

NSA, whether requested or not, concerning any of the plain-

tiffs· in this lawsuit:? 

4 (b). If the answer to interrogatory 4(a) is affirma-

tive, state which plaintiffs and the date on which such 

information was received. 

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO'. 4: 

{a-b.)_ An an~Ner is not required to this interro~~~?ry 

in view of the Court's Orde~ of October 5, 1977, staying all 

proceedings with respect to allegations that the National 

Security Agency acquired plaintiffs' messages. 

- 2 
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. , INTERROGATORY' NOIIt: •• 
5 (a) • . ·Does your agency currently have in its files 

any records concerning any of the plaintiffs which were 

received from the CIA, or derived from information received 

'from the. CIA? 

5 (b) • If the answer to interrogatory 5(a) is negative 

and the answer to interrogatory 3(a) is affirmative, please 

provide: (i) the dates "on which records concerning each of 

the plaintiffs were removed from the files of your agency; 

(ii). the method of removal; (iii) the .reason for removal; and 

(iv) the identity· of the ·person who authorized the removal. 

ANSWER TO INT-ERROGATORY NO. 5 : 

5 (a) • 

5 (b) • 

Yes. 

Not applicable, ple~se s~e my answer to sub-

part (a) , above· •. 

INTERROGATORY NO .. 6: 

6 (a) • Does your agency currently have in its files 

any records concerning any of the plaintiffs which were 

received from NSA, or derived from information received from NSA. 

6 (b) • If the answer to interrogaotry 6(a) is negative 

and the answer to interrogat0ry 4(a) is affirmative, please 

provide: (i) the dates on which records concerning each of 

the plaintiffs were removed from the files of your agency; 

(ii) the method of removal; (iii) the reason for removal; and 

(iv) the identity of the person who authorized the removal. 

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

(a-b) An answer is not required to this interrog~-

tory in view of the Court's Order of October 5, 1977, staying 

all proceedings with respect to allegations that the National 

S~purity ~g~n9Y acqgir~d plaintiffs' messages. 

- 3 -

\ 



,J ~ -

; 

• f 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

7(a). Has your agency ever provided information con-

cerning any of the plaintiffs in this lawsuit to the CIA or 

to the NSA. 

1 <n> • If the answer to interrogatory 7(a) is affirma-

tive, state wh±ch plaintiffs and the· dates on which the infor~ 

mation was provided. 

7 (c) • Does your agency currently have in its files 

any records concerning any of the plaintiffs in this lawsuit, 

copies of which or the substance of which were provided to 

the CIA or NSA. 

7 (d) • If the answer to interrogatory 7(a) is affir~a-

tive and the answer· to interrogatory 7(c) is negative, please 

provide: (i) the dates on which records concerning each of 

the plaintiffs were removed from the files of your agency; 

(ii) the method of removal; (iii) the reason for removal; 

and (iv) the identity of the person ·who authorized the r .emoval. 

PARTIAL ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

7 (a) • The files reveal that the· Federal Bureau of 

Investigation has provided information concerning some of the 

plaintiffs'to the Central Intelligence Agency. 

7 (b) • The files reveal that information was provided 

to the Central Intelligence Agency with respect to plaintiffs 

Leonard Palmer Adams III, Nina Adams, Adele Halkin, Steve 

Halliwell, Carl Whitney Jacobson, Leigh Kagan, Richard Clark 

Kagan, Jonathan Mirsky., Sidney Peck, David Gareth .Porter, 

Daniel Schechter, Ethel Taylor, Committee of Concerned Asian 

Scholars, and Women Strike for Peace. The dates on which such 

information was provided are reflected in the documents made 

available in respons-e 'Co PLAIN'i'IFFS'' FIR:S.T REQD'ES'l'' FOR PROOUC;.., 

TION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT KELLEY, Request No. 2. 

7 (c) • The Federal Efureau.of Investigation currently 

has in its files copies of or the substance of r~cords concerning 

some of the plclillt:Lffs. whi~h. were "PJ::'OVided by the Central 
.· 

Intelligence Agency. 

-4- - - - - -- ---------'--'L------~ 



• 7 (d) • Not applicable, please see my answer to subpart 

(c), above. 

I. William F. Shubatt,. declare under penalty .of perjury 

that the foregoing answers 'are true and correct based on the 

main files (except criminal and FOIA) maintained on the plaintiff 

at the Federal Burea~ of Investigation Headquarters. 

Signed by me this 2 3,,Qday of November, 1977. 

-5-
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. -· ,-- . • UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR T~E DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ADELE HALKIN, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. Civil Action No. 7~1773 

RICHARD HELMS, et al., 

Defendants. 

----------------------~1 

OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST INTERROGATORIES 
TO DEFENDANT KELLEY 

Pursuant to Rule 33, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 

Clarence M. Kelley, Director of the Federal Bureau of Investi-

gation, by his undersigned attorneys, hereby objects as follows 

to certain of PLAINTIFFS' FIRST INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT 

KELLEY: 

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

(a) Has your agency ever requested in any manner in-

eluding submission of "watchlists" -- information from the 

National Security Agency (NSA) concerning any of the plaintiffs 

in this lawsuit? 

(b) If the answer to interrogatory 2(a) is affirmative, 

state which plaintiffs and the dates on which such requests were 

made. 
. 

OBJECTION TO INTERROG. 2: 

The defendant objects to answering this interrogatory 

pending the disposition of the MOTION OF OFFICIAL DEFENDANTS FOR 

PARTIAL DISMISSAL AND, ALTERNATIVELY, TO RECONSIDER THE DENIAL 

OF A STAY. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

(a) Has your agency ever provided information concerning 

any of the pla~n~4::fffs.-:J.:t;1., tp~s lawsuit. to the CIA or to the NSA . .... : ~" - ~ '• •. ·. \~- \ }~\" 

(b) If the·~ari~rwe~:: ~t:·0'" interrogatory 7 (a) is affirmative, 

. -- - --- ~->-----==""----



' .~ - ·state which pla' .. iffs and the dates on w~ the information 

was provided. 

(c) Does your ag~ncy· currently have in its files any re-

cords concerning any · of the plaintiffs in this lawsuit, copies 

of which or the substance of which were provided ~o the CIA or 

NSA. 

(d) If the answer to interrogatory 7(a) is affirmative 

and the answer to interrogatory 7(c) is negative, please pro­

vide: (i) the dates on which records concerning each of the 

plaintiffs were removed from the files of your agency; (ii) 

the method of removal; ·(iii) the reason for removal; and (iv) 

the identity of the person who authorized the removal. 

PARTIAL OBJECTION TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

The defendant objects to answering this interrogatory, 

insofar as is pertains to the submission of names to the 

National Security Agency, pending disposition of the MOTION OF 

OFFICIAL DEFENDANTS FOR PARTIAL DISMISSAL AND, ALTERNATIVE~Y, 

TO RECONSIDER THE DENIAL OF A STAY. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Assistant Attorney General 

LARRY L; GREGG' 

~-~---.--- ----· _ ,. ... ...___ .. ... _- ~ --- __ .-oJ!!Ih,. _ ""'" ___ - - - .. ~--- - -- ... . _ _.. .. ~ 

Attorneys, Department of Justice 
Washingtop, D.C. 20530 
Telephone:. 202/739-4686 

Attorneys for Defendant Kelley 

-2-



ADELE HALKIN, 

v. 

RICHARD HELMS, 

• • 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

et al., ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 
) Civil Action No. 
) 

et al., ) 
). 

Defendants. ) 
.; 

OBJECTIONS OF DEFENDANT KELLEY TO 
PLAINTIFFS' FIRST REQUEST FOR 

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

75-1773 

Pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Proce-

dure and in response to PLAINTIFFS' FIRST REQUEST FOR 

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANTS KELLEY, KNIGHT AND 

BROWN, now comes defendant Clarence M. Kelley in his official 

capacity as Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 

through his undersigned counsel, and states that subject to 
o /• (..J:a,.o 

the objections set forth below he will produce for inspection 

and copying matetials sought by the foregoing request for 

documents in the offices of Larry L. Gregg, Department of 

Justice, Room 3330, Washington, D.C. onNovember 25, 19.77. 

REQUEST NO. 1 All documents concerning any of the plaintiffs 

which your agency has received from the CIA since August, 1967. 

REQUEST NO. 2 All·docurnents concerning any of the plaintiffs~ 

copies of which your agency has transmitted to the CIA since 

August, 1967. 

OBJECTION TO REQUESTS NO. 1 AND NO. 2 Defendant Kelley objects 

to producing the requested documents or port-ions ·thereof, 

which would reveal the following information: 

1. Identities of confidential FBI sources and 

informants normaliy preciuded. from dis.clo­

sur~ ; .111~~. the ·:p· ul:5'Li"C·.-ih~:t:earest of encouraging 
• ... • - . , ..... 4 ' 

"c'"•\•"' •. '. ':',~r#\,) .~\_ -,,... . ' 



. . 

the p~iding of"use£Ul intellig~ce and 

law enforcement information; 

2. Information obtained from or about the 

investigative or intelligence activities 

of another United States Government Agency; 

3. Information concerning the privacy interests 

of a non-party normally precluded from 

disclosure to prevent embarassment and pre-

judice'to personal and professional 

interests; 

4. Information revealing that non-party indi-

viduals are or have been the s~bjects of 

an FBI investigation, the disclosure of 

which is precluded in the public interest 

of furthering the investigative function; 

5. Information revealing that non-party 

organizations are the subjects of an 

FBI investigation, the disclosure of 

which is precluded in the public 

interest of furthering the investigative 

function; 

6. Information obtaiaed by the FBI from or 

revealing the identity of a cooperating 

foreign intelligence source, disclosure 

or which is precluded in the interest 

of avoiding harm to the nation.al 

sec·urity; and 

7. FBI administrative markings, including but 

not limited to classification stamps, 

interna:I, :~;outing §5lips., ~:nd fj.,J.e pqrnbe;rs, 
j 

which are not related to the subject mat-

ter of the litigation in that they have 

- 2 -



' . 
no sultantive aSSociation ~ith te pur-

pose or motivation behind the prepara-

tion of the -document on which they # 

appear; 

Defendant Kelley further objects to those portions of 

requested FBI files containing information provided by the 

' CIA whose disclosure has been objected to by the defendant 

Director of Central Intelligence, Stansfield Turner, in his 

response to Plaintiffs' First Request to Defendant Turner 

for Production of Documents. Defendant Kelley accordingly 

incorporates herein by reference all objections made by 

defendant Turner to plaintiffs' aforementioned request for 

documents to the extent they pertain to those portions of 

FBI documents containing information supplied by CIA which 

has been deleted. 

In order to assist plaintiffs in matching the foregoing 

objections to documents sought by Requests No. 1, Mnd NQ. 2 

the following letters have been used in place of excised 

information to denote the particular objection and ground~ 
... 

therefor: 

AA Informants' identities; 

BB Information obtained from or about 

the investigative or intelligence 

activities of another United States. 

Government agency; 

CC -- Information concerning the privacy of 

non-par.ty individuals; . 

DD -- Information concerning non-party 

individuals who are or have been the 

su]:)j eqtp o:ff· a)) FBI inv~stigation; 
~ 

EE -- Information concerning non-party 

organizations who are the subjects of 

current FBI investigations; 

3 -
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) ' 
(' .. 

... 

FF -- Information received from or d~losing 

the .entity of cooper.ating fo .gn 
~ ' . ,. 

intelligence sources; 

GG -- Administrative markings containing in-

formation not relevant to the subject 

matter of the litigation; 

HH'-- Classification markings; and 

II -- File numbers. 

The use of the foregoing ·abbreviated objection symbols 

in the accompanying documents is not exclusive or conclusive 

as to all ~ertinent objections, and the absence o~ a letter 

or number in a space corresponding to a deletion should not 

> 

be deemed at waiver or failure to assert any of the objections 

set forth in the preqeding paragraph. 

REQUEST NO. 3 All documents concerning any of the plaintiffs 

which your agency has ever received from the NSA. 

' 

OBJECTION TO REQUEST NO. 3 Defendant. Kelley objects to respon-

ding to Request No. 3 in view of the Court's Order of 

October 5, 1977 staying all proceedings relating to allegations 

that NSA acquired plaintiffs' messages. 

REQUEST NO. 4 All documents concerning any of the plaintiffs, 

copies of which your agency has transmitted to the NSA. 

OBJECTION TO REQUEST NO. 4 Defendant Kelley objects to 

responding to Request No. 4 pending disposition of the MOTION 

OF OFFICIAL DEFENDANTS FOR PARTIAL DISMISSAL AND, ALTERNATIVELY, 

TO RECONSIDER THE DENIAL·OF A STAY. 

Attorneys for defendant 
Kelley in official capacity 

Respectfully· submitted, 

B~r4~BC~~ 
ttorney General 

~· 

Attorneys, Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C~ 20530 
Telephone: (202) 739-4686 

- 4 -
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Plaintiffs, 

:~fEDERAL GO'mRNllmJ~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 

"' 
.. 

) Civil Action No. 75-1773 
) 

RICHARD HELMS, et al., ) 
) 

Defendants. ) 

------------------------~1 

~ 

~ 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS OF DEFENDANTS 
GRAY, KELLEY, KNIGHT, ROWLEY, ALLEN, AND 

CARROLL 

Respectfully submitted, 

BARBARA ALLEN BABCOCK 
Assistant Attorney General 

DAVID J. ANDERSON 
LARRY L. GREGG 
R. JOHN SEIBERT 
PAUL A. GAUKLER 

Attorneys, Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
Telephone: 202/ 739-4686 

Attorneys for defendants Gray, 
Kelley, Knight, Rowley, Allen, 
and Carroll in their individual 
capacities 

- •::J!$ .. . . 
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In support of their motions, defendants submit their 

Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss of Defendants 

Gray, Kelley, Knight, Rowley, Allen and Carroll, supporting 

Exhibits, and.-.~osed Order. 

Respectfully submitted, 

B~ENI£4U~ 
i:t]a:~ 
~~~~~~ 

R. OH SEIBERT ~~ 
C2~.oG~~~~ 

Attorneys, Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
Telephone: (202) 739-4267 

~ 

Attorneys.for Federal Defendants 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL. , 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 
Civil Action No. 75-1773 

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL., 

Defendants 

ORDER 

This matter is currently before the Court on federal defencl-

t 
·r,:-~}!t~l 

\ .· ,· ::'~' motion to stay proceedings relating to NSA-Shamrock matters i" ~l~,t,'~ 

and plaintiffs' response thereto. !/ Plaintiffs have indicated ~~Q~~~j 
they do not oppose th:i.s motion except as it relates to those U:~ 

~''"' aspects of paragraphs 20 and 22 of the second amended compl4iiJ'f~}:~~~ 
. . lt~::;:.:.:, 

which deal with the submission of "watchlists" to NSA, and ~~~{~~:: 
f$~ 

paragraph 29 which deals with maintenance and dissemination 

of files relating to activities separate and apart f~om .any 

NSA acquisitions. 

The Court is basically in agreement with plaintiffs' 

position as to paragraphs 20.and 22. This is not to be construed, 

however, as an indication of any determination'by the Court 

<1: as to whether the allegations. contained in paragraphs 20 

and 22 are actionable in and of themselves without the actual 

f<1.ct of in~~f9~R.ti,on. Rather the Court at this time finds 

only that -~:t~f~~l~fs are entitled to know whether their 
f. 1< 'r , ~~/~<~:~f 

on any watchlists submitted to NSA by 

~'-I,. 

comrnuniifa:ti~n.~\ 
.... ~ .f..•,.:{;.~~ 

!/ on September-" 3o',' 1'977 the Un.i.ted state::; Cou;t;"t o;f; ApJ?eals ~or 
tl_le J?i.strict. of Columbia granted det"endant~ ~ petition ;t;or p.er.-. 
m~ss~on to f~le an interlocutory appeal of this courtls June 30 
1977 Memorandum Opinion and Order dealing with these matters r 
Theref<;>re! only th<;>se objections .to the stay specifically raised 
by pla~nt~ffs rema~n to be ruled on by this Court. 



" .... - ... 
" ~:> ~ '' ~ -;.J ·~ 
~ ~ ' ... ' 

~ .. '• • <, 
~ •• ~Jo ... 
·-,·! -..,_ ;.o; 
~ ,: '·':'' -- ' 

19 new plaintiffs; and it is further 

ORDERED that defendants shall respond to any discovery 

requests concerning Operation~ ~RRIMAC and RESISTANCE as to 

all plaintiffs within 30 days following the filing of the 

answers to interrogatories of the 19 new plaintiffs; and it 

is further 

ORDERED that counsel for the individual defendants shall 

enter his/her appearance on the record, if in fact this has not 

yet been done, within 20 days of the filing of this Order; and 

it is further 

ORDERED that any further discovery or other mat 

garding plaintiffs Weiss, Institute for Policy Studie 

Friends Service Committee, and Clergy and Laity Conce 

is hereby stayed pending an oral hearing on October 19, 1977 

at 10:00 a.m. on the possible imposition of sanctions. 

JUNE L. REEN 
U.S. Distric Judge 
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TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

Memorandum . 

~ 

Assoc. Dir. -. 
Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ •• 

Asst. Dlr.: 

Adm. S<erv. ~ 
Crim.lnv._ 

Assistant Dir~or SECr~r:=r ' Fin. & Pers. _ • • 

ldent. · 

Special Inves~~ative Division 
DATE: 7/29/77 lntell. __ 

Legal Counsel~ 
ADELE ~KIN 1 et ~1., v. 
RICHARD HELMS, et al. 
(U.S • D • C • , D • C . ) 
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1773 .ON~ . : •, .. , .. 

PURPOSE: To report a request from t e Department for 
suggested answers to the allegations in. the 

Complaint in captioned civil suit which pertainl:o the 
Bureau and the actions of pres~nt or former officials_ 
thereof. 

SYNOPSIS: Eight individual and five organizational 
plaintiffs in captioned civil suit seek ' 

declaratory, injunctive and monetary relief for alleged 
violat~ons of certain constitutional and statutory 
rights as a result of the actions of a Special Operations 
Group within the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 
Counterint;elligence Staff, known as "Operp.tion CHApS." 
Plaintiffs allege, inter alia, that the Bureau furn1shea 
the National .Security Agency (NSA) "watchlists", 
requested interception of their communications, and used, 
shared, placed in files, maintained and disseminated 
information derived from summaries of intercepted 
communications supplied to the Bureau by the NSA. 

The Department has requested that we furnish 
information r~sponsive to the allegations in the Complaint 
that pertain to actions taken by the Bureau with regard 
to the plaintiffs. The Department must file an 
to the Complaint by 8/15/77. 

This memorandum requests 
Projects Review Unit (SPRU) or the 

FBIHQ main files 

Enclosures ( 4·) 

1 - Mr. Fehl 
Attri: Mr. 

Laboratory_ 
Legal Coun. _ 

Plan. & Insp.­
Rec. Mgnt._ 
Spec:.lnv._ 

Tech. Servs.­
Tralnlng __ 

Public Affs. Off._ 

Telephone Rm.-'-



•·.' .. 
' 

. ' • 
Legal Counsel to Special Investigative Division 
Re: ADELE HALKIN, et al. 1 v. ~i?f:= 

RICHARD HELMS, et al. ~U\ 

Counsel Division (LCD) information responsive to 
specific questions set forth in the D~tails of this 
memorandum. A1 

2/'1 
The information is requested by 8/51.27_,_ in · 1/ t.. ~) 

that LCD can respond to the Department by~87l5/77~ ~ b6 

RECOMMENDATION: That the SPRU or SCRU, S~D furnish , ~.~ 
LCD information responsive to the ~~ 

specific questions set forth in the Details of this - ~ ~~..t~h ~Vi·'. 
memorandum. (l{.W'~~;;• ~-·~ 

\.er;cl Go!Jn, ),. ~ ty l .t ••• ,. , 
At!lll· sorv.- 1 q • ~ 

APFRDIJI!.lll &rir.1• lnlf Nail. t~· ~ ~ ·~-n,.\'\.en.M(V'.6 ~.~~Ill Roc. !U.; t. ~ ~-- t1 rr 
Fin. ft Pers.- ~1:::::::..-

lllractcr s;;z::, tl;-:.-.. 
ldont.~---

Assoe. Dir ln~e!l iecll. Se1vs~-- }~ r/:NI'l.l 'VI\ DeP• All Adm,__- Training f". , ~ 
\ Dep. AD lnv...... Laboratory- pQ\ll~ Mis. Clif.- /.14, ~~ · . ,fr.. ·~ 

DETAILS: Captioned civil suit was originally ~-~· 
filed in u.s. District Court for the ~~· ~ ~ 

District of Columbia by eleven individual and six ~~~ 
organizational plaintiffs seeking declaratory, injunctive, 
and monetary relief for alleged vio~ations of certain 
constitutional and statutory rights as a result of the 
actions of a Special Operations Group within 

. the CIA Counterintelligence Staff, known as "Operation 
CHAOS." Plaintiffs alleged, inter.alia, that the Bureau 
furnished the NSA "watchl.istsn;-requested interception 
of their communications, and used,'shared, placed in 
files, maintained and disseminated information derived 
from summaries of i~tercepted communications supplied 
to the Bureau by the NSA. Among those named ~s 
defendants are Director Kelley and former Acting Director 
L. Patrick Gray, III. Both are sued individually and 
in their official and former official capacities. A 
copy of the Complaint is attached. 

Subsequent to the filing of the suit, 
I I 
The American Indian Movement (AIM) and The Committee of 
Liaison With Families of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam 
(COLIAFAM) were voluntarily dismissed as plaintiffs and the 
Complaint was amended to add The Institute For Policy 
Studies (IPS) as a plaintiff. 

By memorandum dated. 12/23/75, the Department 

b6 
b7C 
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( 

••• . ' • Legal Counsel to Special Investigative Division 
Re: ADELE HALKIN, et al., v. ~ 

RICHARD HELMS, et al. ~ s ~ -.~ ~ 

-uh.- ~v'' \L t -
requested a litigation report in this. civil suit, including 
information responsive to four specific questions concerning 
electronic surveillance and interception of plai~tiffs' 
postal or electrical communications. By memoranaum 
(attached) from R. L. Shackelford to Mr. T. W. Leavitt, 
dated 6/17/76, information responsive to those requests 
as to all the plaintiffs except IPS was furnished to 
LCD. 

On 6/17/76, the Department advised LCD that no 
litigation report would be necessary at that time. 

X 
On_IL18/77, Departmental Attorney Gordon W. Daiger 

requested a litigax±on report in captioned civil suit and 
advised LCD that an answer to the Complaint must be filed 
by 8/15/77. 

Plaintiff File 

105-170067 

105-166181 

100-442267 

American Friends 100-11392 
Service Committees, Inc. 

Clergy and Laity 
Concerned 

105-170160 

Section 

(p;)A .. 
1' 2 

I 23' 25 

1' 4' 8 

bl 

b2 

b6 
b7C 
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Legal Counsel to Special Investigative Division 
Re : ADELE HALKIN , et al • , v. 

RICHARD HELMS, et al. 

Committee Of 
Concerned 
Scholars 

IPS 

Women Strike 
For Peace 

105-192628 

100-447935 
44-56700 

62-107350 

1, 2 

31 4 

l-,.40, 
50-end 01 .v..-

The SPRU or SCRU, SID is requested to review appropriate 
FBIHQ files and furnish LCD information responsive to the fo~lowing 
questions in order that· LCD can respond to certain allegations 
in the Complaint: 

1. Did the Bureau furnish information concerning 
the plaintiffs to "Operation CHAOS?" If so, what information, 
as to each plaintiff, was fur~ished to CIA? 

-

b2 

2. Was information gathered by "Operation CHAOS" 
conveyed to the FBI? If so, what information, as to each~plaintiff,b2 was conveyed? 

6. Does the FBI continue to maintain files on the 
plaintiffs? In responding to i;:his question, please indicate 
each date in the period 8/1/67 - 4/30/74, that the case was 
opened or closea and the reason that the case was opened, 
re-opened, or closed. This question pertains only to main 
case files on the plaintiffs. ~~ 



••• • 
Legal Counsel to Special Investigative Division 
Re : ADELE HALKIN., ,~t al. , v. 

RICHARD HELMS,, et al. 

The SPRU or SCRU, Sib is 
information reque9ted apove by in order 
furnish the Department sugges,ted -answers to the 
in the c.omplai'nt by 8/J:2/77. 

' '' 

• < 

APPROVED I 

Director---­
r~ssoc. Dir.--­
'Dep. AD Adm.­
nep. AD lnv,__--

Atlm. Serv.­
Crim. Jnv---­
Fin. & Pei'S•­
ldent,_--­
ln!eli.__--­
Labol·atory-

Lo, ...... :r¥ 
Pl<::t. & fnsp~-­
Rec. Mgr.t.---­
SFe~;. hw.---­
Tecll. Sarvs._-­
Tr~ining • ._~ ---­
Puillit: AHs. Ofi,____, 



For Forwarding 
Purposes Only 



For Forwarding 
Purposes Only 



r 
I· ·' •• 

Assistant 1\ttorney 
Criminal Division 
p.ttn: Hr. Gordon 

.. 

Daiger) · 

. Assistant Director - Legal Cotu~sel 
~- E'ederal_ Br.;treau of Intrestig.crt.io:n. 

. <. !) ' . 
. - ........ - ' ' 

~ . i\DEJ..E t1:'"U.JKEt' ~ et al .. · v ~ . 
~}·:::n~HAim HELYl.Sr et al. 
~ (U.SwD-C~L D.C.] 

"S::tSJ-~"'-1 'CIVIL 1\CTION FILE :NOo 75-1773 

I. 

Nove~ber l3; 1976 

1 Mr. Gallagher 
(Attn: IYlr. Nugen·t) 

1 -. I'-1r. Leavitt · · 

" 1 
1 

, (Attn: Mr.: Hurphy). 
-·Mr. Mintz 
-:' .. Mr. Flanders 

.I' 

X 
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I . • ---' UNITZD S~.A.TES DISrr1RICT COURT 

';lOR THE DISTIUC'£ OF COLDr'lf .\ 

-r .. -····- ··-·-.. ·--- -·--------------·---·---·-1'>. 

56 E. Be~~e~ue Place 
Chicag~( ~linois 60611; 
ST3VL:HALL IV'7:C:LL 

clo ~ddc:yrd College 
Plajn ~ld, Vermont 05667; 
DON. UC.·-5\ ~ - - \ c/o Clergy a~d1Laity Concerned 
235 B:ts·t 49:t:-h\street · 
Ne·.v York,_/_N.Y /"j 10017 ~ 
JO~ATHAN.:rF · KY 
Tl:etfori.l Vermont 050747 
S ID:;I"EY .. PECK ~·1 
15 F~rrft:t. · /\ 
Cambridge 7.~as~. 02138; 
~ "'. ;Iltls::illY 
Jm:m-=t.· :&.;:n·m). ~S;l;r~"":b:s=N:::aF. 
~ ' - ~-· l:.Sibl; 
D 'T< 'TI···~· ~,..,. --= HT'"'R -~!..'( !!,.r.:r ~ f-1[!. .l!s 

and organizations similarly situated, 
persons 

.__ 

CIVIL 7..\C'EION 
NO. '75-1773 

•. 

--=::,---
FIRST A!l.ii!:NDBD 

CO.l\:IPLA INT.:... CLASS 
.7-\CTION FOR , 
DECLARATORY. Z~N.D 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF. 
AND MONEY DAMZ-\.GES 
(Judge Gre·en) 

Plainti~fs, 
ENCLOSURE() v. 

.. • ~-
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-~---- ( -E:.?&.rtment of Si:ate .. 
7.::it:E::d States Embassy 
':==her an, Iran; 
.:-;._:.:..::s ?. • SCHL3S INGBR 
....... ,..._.. e- ••IIWJ&ifiill~ 

:ep~rtment of Defense 
".:~'1~ Pentagon 
1 ~sh1ngton, DC 20301~ 
;::~;:ET~.> i'~ • TAYLOR 
-;.:~- :. :~o'r'cfi'" 1.,a:Ke'" View· Drive 
F::izyt::ring Pines, North Carolina 28389; 
? . .::3.:?:I' ;::; • CUSHr'iAN, 
L04~an an~ o the Mqrine Corps; 
!~"'=.'.'"'.:- "Jepartment,. i·,7ashing·ton, D.C. 20380; 
-· -:.,-~,-,7 7\ ;,-.,..-llj"I·;"'"O~ 

1' -~ • ·•' ... ... l t1l. • r ·MtGuD~W.. 

:2935 Ocean Boulevard 
~~:~ ~each, Florida 33480; 
-·--- - ,.. - ., • .., C!"'\ T P.Y ' ~ •.!.,. • _;._,:."j~ '!I __,M "RJG'..,.,...,_ 

=~~tral Intelligence 
-~shington, DC. 20505; 
,_;;.-::: i:i : :.LY~...,.....J.:a_ 
:e~tral Intelligence Agency 
·~shington, DC 205057 
:-Jl·iZS J. ANGLETON 

22210; 

... ~ ... : .. . 

,~~hington, D.C.7 
?~I~l.:~~") OB3R 
""'·~ ,., .. -,;r .. • • ~ 0 ~ f ' B • ld' • 
J .w -· .... .r.eCUy'J.Ve I 1Ce U1 .1ng 

.:::>s:_:·-=.rtment of the Navy 
::"1e ?entagon 
-~shi~gton, DC 20301; 
:: ~'.:-:·J _T..: C. PHILLIPS . 
~~?~~tment of the Air force 
:n·::: Pentagon 
--~Sl'-!ingto:t, DC 20301; 
'"""..:- .-\ LL -3~, JR 
:;~:ti.on';~J. Security .1\gency 
?:,:::-t :.:eade, Iv!aryland; 
:..··.L~I'3 -·. r.rORD:::LL1 
;-sl;:: ::. Stanhope Road· 
3:ansington, I"iaryland; 
~- ?~TRICK G&~Y III 
J25 State Street 
:.::y;: London, Connecticut 06320; 
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KELLEY • 

. ' 
CL.::\F!.. ~::.~c.~ 
Director, Federal 
W~shington, D.C.: 

'# . 
~ 9aU of Investigation 

J.rlH::S J • ROT·:'L:S'Y . 
9615 Glencrest Lane 
Kensin<:3tun, Narylandi 
H. ·S'I'U~RT KN·IGHT 
Director, u.s .. Secret Service 
Department of tne •rreasury 
·pashir..gtoh, D.C.; 

(
Jos;~PH CARRO:CL_"~ . 
7306 Rippon Road 
.::'!le;~J.ncTria·/ Virginia; 
DONl-1.LD B3NN3TT 
c/o Defense Intelligence Agency 
The Pen·tagon 
Washington, D.C. 2030lr 
VI!:1'C3:.'iT D:C: POIX' . 
2782 ~~. ~·"akefield 

~rlington, Virginia; 
JOH:J IYGERSOLL 
c/o .)rug Enforc<::ment Administration 
U.S~ Department of Justice 
t~shington, D.C.; 
JOHN R. BART~LS, JR 
c/o Drug Enforcement 2-ldministra·tion 
u.s. Department of Justice 
Pashington, D.C.; 
•·"sST:::RN UNION IN'I'J:!:fu\fATIONAL, INC. 
2100 ~ Street, NP -
Fashington, D.C.~ 

RCA. GLOBAL CO.C!JMUNICl~TIONS, INC. 
· 60 Broad Street 
New York, N.Y. 10004; 
I 'IT ~ -oRLD COivJl'JlUNICATIONS, INC. 
6 7 Broad Stree·t 
New York, N.Y. 10004; 
JOHN ,;:;o~~, RICIL'\RD RO:ii: and other unknown 

agents and employees of the United 
States Government, 

Defendants. 

-----------------------------------X 

( 

'j 

• 

Plaintiffs, by their attorneys, 

An'tend~ Complaint: 

allege as follm·Js for ·their 

First 

JURISDICTION 

l. This is a civi-l action for declara·tory and injunctive relie:: 

anci coney damages, arising under the First, Fourth, Fiftn and Ninth . 
Amenr]ments to the Con~titui:ion; Tit.J.e 18, United States ·code, 

Sections 2510-25207 and Title 47, United States Code, Section 6057 

and Title 50 United S·tates Code, Section 403 (d) (3}. The jurisdictior:. 

of this Court is predicated on Title 18, United States Code Section 

2520; Title 28, United States Code~ Sections ~33l(a), 1343(4) and 

1361; Title.47, United States Code, Section 605, Title 42, United 

-3-



States Code, Sectid 1985(3); and the First, f urth, Fifth and 

Ninth ~~mendments to the Constitution. 

2. The matter in controv~rsy, exclusive of interests and costs, 

eJ·:ceeds $10 q 000. 

P..?c\RTIES 

30 Plaintiffs: 

b. AD3L;:"; Hl\LKJ;N is an American citizen and a member of 

Fom2n Strike for Peace. 

c. STBVE Hi'\LLI:·~LL is an .American ci·tizen., a former office::-

of Students for a .De~ocratic Society and a foundin~ member of the 

Com.."TTittee for Liaison \>Jith Families of Serviceme.n Detained in Vietna.~. 

d. DON LUC~:!: is an American citizen and Executive Direc·tor 

; ~·of Cler:gy--ahd Laity Concer.ne"d. ·. ' 
. . ' 

e. JON.ATH..i~N MIRSKY is an American ci·tizen and from 1963 to 

·the presen·t he has been a leader of -an:ti-tvar activi·ties. 

f. SIDR~Y PE:CI< is an American citizen,. a former Co-chair-

person. of the National Mobilization Comrri.i:ttee to ;!:nd the \'7ar in 

Vietnam and the former National Coordinator of People's Coalition for 

Pe3ce and Justice. 

ho DANI:?;L SCHZCHTi.!!R is an .American citizen formerly assoc.-

ia·tcd tv-ith Ramparts Magazine and the .i.ifrica Research Group, and a 

p<t r i::Lcipant in va rious anti-war activities over the last decade . 

. 
i. ::~~TH3L TAYLOR is an American citizen and ·the National 

t 
C(VJ"Cd inat.or of Vomen s ·t ·r il'~~ for Peace. 

. f ~ ~"'' - ~ ·-.. 
j . ~~~[lr.R;;t;G\9~~:Bl:&;i~w.9tf!!i~~::'l;J:i~i~i~~1iimD:::~Q;fi 

k. CORA ~·72ISS is an America.n citizen, .a leader of Women 

St·c.i.k0 for Peace, a former Co--chairperson nf the Ne~.y Nohilization 

-4-
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Ct)mmi·t.tee to End th, iilar in Vietnam, a menlber ( the Board of Direct- . · 
.. :.: ... .. 
ors of Clergy and Laity Concerned and a former Co-chairperson of the . 

Cozmnittee of Liaison \•lith Families of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam. 

m.. TH~~ Z-\l-1ERICAN FRIENDS SERVIC:.~ COM1\1ITT:i.!:E, INC. (AFSC) 

is a non-profi·t corpora·t.ion dedicated to furthering the historic peace 

·tes·;:imony and the social aims of the several branches of the Reli9iotis 

Society of Friends. 

n. CL~1:RGY AND Ll~ITY CONCEP.N3D. {C1\LC) is· a non-profi·t inter-

faith peace organization which has protested ~.s. involvement in the 

Indochina War since 1965. 

o. 'l'he CONMITT;.!:)!: OF CONCERNED ASIAN SCHOLARS (CCAS) is a 
....... ..- - ... ~~ "' :- ... ,. ~~ ... -

- · :no-n··r;r"of-l-~~~-6:rs3an±za:t:±bri: . t~e~e{idat.<id ·-to· -o~~<;):~.tn<J ·Amei ic?Ln interv;.ntion 
o 0 : • o 0 0 R ....... 0 .. ·~ ~ ..._,.; 0 • 0 

. .. , > •• :. 
"": .·- .:. .. -
.. · ~ .;:~ 

in the internal affairs of countries in Southeast ~sia. 
. ·:·~. , 

. 
\~:l=FN~:t.r~<D=l!I~~wm~cla'li"-E•~ndo;eb·jma:::;:;<,ra~ .. · 

g. T"~OI·l.::~N· STRIK,E FOR PEACE is a non-profit organization 

dedicated to anti·-war activities p including act:ivities to end the 

vJa r in Indochina . 

4. Defendants: 

a. Defendant RICHARD R.!!LMS is the Uni·ted Sta·tes Ambassador 

to Ir~n and t11as Direc·tor of ·the Central rn·telligence ~1gency (herein-

after some·times "CIA") from 1966 to 1973. 

b. Defendant J.ZU-18S R." SCHL3SING~!:R \<Jas Secretary of .Defense 

fro~ August 1973 to November 1975 and Director of the CIA from 

F0bruary to July '1973·. 

c. .i)efendant RUFUS N. '],'AYLOR is a Vice Admiral in ·the U.S. 

Navv and was Deputy Director o£ the CIA from 1966 to 1969. 

-5-
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do 

·~ ( 
Defenoa:nt ROB:~RT :~. CUSill:l}\N.. JR. ( 

\ 

•• 
o..;.sC General in ·the 

·. 
U.S. Har ine Corps and a member of the Join·t Chiefs of Staff, and was 

Deputy Director of the CIA from 1969 to 1971. 

e. Defendant V~RNON .~. WALTERS is a Lieutenant General in 

the U.S ... Army and was Deputy D,irector of the · CIA in 1972. 

f. Defendant \'"1ILLIAlll E. COLBY is Director of Cent~cal 

Intelligence and of the CIA, and was ~xecutive Director of the CIA 

frow .1972 to 1973, and Depu·ty Director for Opera·tions· of the CIA in 

1973 •. 

g. Defendant CORD .ll-1ii:YER$· JR~ was~ at· times material to this 

compl<:1int, Assistant Deputy Director for Plans o{= the CIA. 

h. Defendant JAr:ES J. A~GL:!!TON \tJas, at times material ·to 

this complain·t: Chief of the Counter intelligence Staff of ·tb.e CI.A. 

i. Defendant t ·'ILLH\,lYl HOOD vJas, at times material to this 

· ~:compl'ain;t.; Deputy Chie~ of t~be Counterintelligence Staff of the Cil-L 

j. Defendan:t.R.!'\Y ROCC.l-\ was, 21.t times material to this . 
' ,_· , .... -

~ . 
complaint,. .?issistant to the Chief of the Counterintelligence S'caff of 

the CIA. 

k. Defendant RICHl~RD OBi:!:R was, at times material to this 

complaint, in charge of a domestic surveillance operation of ·the 

Counterintelligence s·taff of. the CIA designated as CHAOS. 

l. Defendant HmvARD OSBORN \·Jas,. at times ma·terial to ·this 

m. times ma·terial to this 

Operations of the CIA. 

n~ Defendant r•IP~.RSBALL CAH.TZR, a retired Lieutenant-General 
. 

in t .he U.S_ Army, was Director of the National Securi·ty l1.gency 

{h0r·Binafter sometimes· "Ns_q,") from 1967 to 1S69o 

o. Defendant NO."I;L GAYLER, Vice Z-1dmiral in the u.s .. Navy, 

\-las Direc·tor of the N1SA from January 1969 to July 1972. 

P~ Defendant s .::u.m::3L c. PHILLIPS, a Lieutenant-Gener al in 

the U.S. Air Force, was Director of the NSA from August 1972 to July 

1973. 
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g. 
• · . ·\· . 

Defer< 'ht LZr·• ALLEN, o·R~ •. a Lie'-! nant-General in the 

u.s. Air Force, is Director of· the N&A. 

r. Defendant LOUIS TORD,~LLA was r at times material to this 

complaint, the :0ept:rty :Jirector of the NSlL 

s. Defendant L. PATRICK GRAY III \AJas, at times material to 

this complaint, Acting Direct0r of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

(hereinafter sometimes "FEI"). 

·t. Defendant CLARZNCE KZLL::IT is Director of the FBI. 

u. Defendant JAI-l.SS J. RmnJYY was Direc·tor of the United 

States Secret Service (hereinafter sometimes "Secret Service"} from 

1967 until October 1973. 

v. Defendan·t H. STU11.RT KNIGHT is Direct:or of the Secret 

Se-rvice. 

w. Defendant JOS.~PH CARROLL is a Lieutenant-General. in 

the United States Air Force and \vas Direct:or of ·the Defence Intelli-

genc•3 2\gency · (hereinafter sometimes "DIA") from 1961 ,to 1969 •. 

x. Defendant DONALD B3NN~TT is a J:.,ieutenant-General in 

the United States Army and \vas Director of DIA. from September 1969 ·to 

August 1972. 

y. Defendant; VINCENT D.8 POIX is a Vice Admiral in ·the 

Uni·tGd Sta·tes Navy and \'las :Oirector of DIA from Augus·t 1972 un·til 

September 1974. 

z. ;)ef zndant JOHN ING:.!!RSOLL ~;as Direc·tor of the Bureau of 

Narcot:ics anr:l Dangerous Drugs (herei:n,af·ter 11 BNDD'.') and its predecessor 

agency from 1968 ·to June 1973. 

aa. Defendant ·JOHN R. B,ART:O!:LS, JR. \vas Director of t.he 

Esi:ICD and its successor agqncy from June 1973 to f·:Tay 1975. 

bb~ Defendan·ts JOHN DO..!:~ RICHARD R03 and other unknmv.p 

agents or employees of the United States Government are persons 

\ 
unknm~Jn to Plain·tiffs who participated -v1ith ·the other Defendants in 

the i.lctions allt=:ged in this complain·t. 

cc. All the foregoing individual defendants are sued in 

their individual and official or former official capacities_ 
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• • • 
dd. . D~- ~en(a. an·t \ ( "".... FZST:~RN .UNION INT;.!:&\JA'I' ... Ji\lAL, INC. a 

corrununica.t.ions common carrier, does business in the Dis·trict of 

Columbia and provides overseas cable and telegraph service. 

ee. Defendant RCA GLOBAL CO~~lUNICATIONS, INC., a communica-

tions common carrier! does business in the District of Columbia and 

provides overseas cable and telegraph service. 

ff. Defen¢!ant IT'r T·!ORLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC., a communica-

tions co~®on carrier 1 does business in the District of Columbia and 

provides overseas telegraph and cable service. 

CLZ.1SS ACT-ION ALL3GATIONS 

5. This suit is brought as a class action p~rsuant to Rule 

23 (a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, ·and is main·taina.ble 

under Rule 23 (b) (1) (2~), 23 (b) (2) and 23 (b) (3). 

6. Plaintiffs represent a class of United States citizens and 

·. " · ~ ..... .. · · ·. '4,~r· ... !." ~·. · ;:;· -~·.;t_:.""':-.r ··: : :.": · . - :. .. .. ..... 
dOJ.nest:i.c org~nizat~bn_$ who at. va~r io~s '·times du;t:"ing . ·arid afte'J? )96 7 

... 

engaged in activities in opposition ~o the vJar in Indochina or in 
. ·:·. 

other la..,.,rful political activities, as a result of wh~ch (a) their 

international \17ire, cable or radio communica·tions were intercepted 

and divulged ~lithout any judicial or statutory autl;loriza·tion by ·the 

Na·t.ional ·Security Agency acting at the reques·t of otter United Sta·tes 

gove;rnment agencies ... and/or (b) their political and 6-l:.her 

constituionally protected activities became the subjec·t of in·trusive 

counterin;t,e·lligence actions and files, conducted_ and maintained by 

a Specinl Operations Group wit:hin the Central Intelligence Agency 

knm·m a.s "Operation CHAOS 11
• 

7o The class is so numerous as to make joinder of·all members 

impossible. '£he total number and ident~ty of the class members is 

knot,-m only to the NS·~ and the CI.l\, but plaintiffs estirna·te, on 

in£orma·tion and belief, that the class numbers at. least 8,820 

individuals, and 1,000 organizations. 

8. The common questions of law and fact- affecting all members 

of the class predominate over any questions qffecting only individual 

members to such a degree that a class action is the only method 
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I 

,. 

•
~. 

) 

, 

available for the 
( 

ft. .... r and efficient adju~ica{ .. m of this controversy • . 

'I'he prosecut.ion of separa·te claims by the members of the class 'l.vould · 

constitute an undue burden on the vindication of their rights and 

create the risk of inconsistent or varying adjudications,. and could 

E"!S"tcJ.blish incompati?le _standards for the defendants' conducto 

9. The claims of the representative parties have the same 

legal and factual bas is as the claims of the members of the class, ·the 

defendants have acted on similar grounds Nith respect to all members 

of t:he class~ common relief is sought 6 and plaintiffs viill :Ea.irly and 

aC.c:quately protect the interes.ts of the class. 

FACTS 

10. On information and belief, in and after August 1967 de~end-

an·ts HBUJJS, TAYLOR, COLBY, IYBYER, ANG :: HOOD, ROCC..:.'.\ 1 OB;.!:R, OSBORi\f; 

·.SCHLJ:SINGER,; ,cu~lll·~~·<. W~TE:~~,·a~_J''- ereinafter sometimes. ''thE> 

. CIA defendants II) estab,lishe~l ana administered a Special Qpera.tiqns 

Group, known as Operation CHL~OS (hereinafter 11 CH41.0S 11
), within ·the 

.; 

CI~'s counterintelligence staff~ 

11. On informa·t.ion and belief, the purpose of the CIA defendants 

in establishing CHAOS ":'as to collect, coordinate., evaluate, file and 

repor·t information on 11 fore.ign contac·ts 11 of American ci·tizens resident 

in t.he United States \•Jho expressed :j_n various forms ·their political 

and moral opposition ·to -t:he v1c::r in Indochina anc1 other poilcies of 

th0 na.tional governmen·t. 

12. On informa·tion and belief, reports prepared by CfUWS and 

o·ther units of the CIA beginning in 1967 concluded that domestic 

opposi·tion ·to the Indochina war, of which the activities of plain·tiffs.: 

and their class v1ere. a part, had no significant foreign connection. 

13. On information and belief, Cffi~OS gathered information from 

o·ther un~ts of the CIA and from other agencies., including the ·FBI,. 

much of vJhich related ·to the constitutionally protected associa·tional 

and domestic political activities of the pla.intiff class. 

lLL On information and belief, CHAOS recruited and trained 

appro:;dmately 40 undercover agents who infil·tra·ted domestic organi-
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and repoy·~ ·o~ ·their constitutional( 
:.., . . ' 

:I.Ytectecl. associa-

t:ion-:tl and domestic political _activities, _ '( ... ,hich reports, or 

information derived from them, v-1ere filed \·Jith CR:'\OS and clissemin~ted 

to ot.her units of the CIA and t~ other agenc±es. 

14a. On information and belief~ the CIA defendants authorized 

and directed their CHAOS agen·ts ancl employees to discredi·t and 

disrup·t ·the constitutionally protected associational and domes·tic 

political activit.ies of the plain·tiffs and their class through ·the 

actions of undercover agents who infiltrated the pl~intiff organiza-

t.ions: and ·through o·ther counterintelligence actions ... 

15. On information and b~lief, bet~.veen 1967 and 1974 CH:.'!iOS 

. . 
opened and main·tained 11 201 11 or "llpersonality 11 files on apJ?roximately 

7:200 individual United States citizens engaged in constitutionally 

protected associational and domesJcic political activities, including 

each of the named individuq.l plaintiffs. 

opened ancl maintained approxima·tely 1000 separate : subjec·t files on 
. ·~· . 

domestic organizations, including each of ·the named plaintiff organi-

::::a·;: ions ~ 

17. On information and belief# the infor}.Uation in the personality 

and organiza·tion· files ope.ped and maintained by Cf!AOS related to 

con.J·ti·tuJcionally protected associational and domestic. poli·tical 

-~c·tivities of the plaintiffs a_nd members of their class 0 

18. On information and belief, information on the plaintiffs 

and members of ·their class which was gathered by CHAOS was conveyed 

by the CIA defendants tq_ the \I'Jhite House, the FBI# and to o"t;:her 

government agencies . . 

19. On information ancl belief, sometime after September 1969 

CI-L:'\OS supplied a "\.,7atchlist" of United States citizens, ?-ncluding 

plaintiffs and their class, to another unit of the CI~, as a result 

of \'lhich firs·t ciass · mail from and ·to individuals on the watchlist 

\·las opened \vithou·t any \•.rarran·t or other form .of judicial or 

legisla·tive authortzation, and copies of the opened letters or 

-10-



in·ioo::ma:tion derived ·f.,,~ them were supplied t( ·r,s, made a· pQrt 

of the CHJ.'lOS files and used by the CIA Clefendants. 

20. On information and belief, sometime ·after September 1969 

CHAOS also supplied a "'-'lab:[hlist" to agents and employees o£ the NSA, 

\.vhich included the names of all the na~ed plaintiffs. 

21. On information and bE)lief, for a period of time not knmvn 

to plaintiffs, def~ndants, CARTER~ Gl~YLER 1 PHILLIPS, TORDELL.A and 

ALL _:N (hereinafter sometimes "the ·NSA defendants 11
), have authorized 

and directed the monitoring or interception, by their-a_gents and 

employees., of the international communications of United St:a"l:es 

cit:i.z~ns, including cable and radio· channels bet\•leen ·the United 

States and foreign countries, selected telephone channels beb.veen the 

United s ·tates and foreign countries p and selec·~ed telephone and cable 

channels ·between foreign coun·tries, all ~-,li·thout ' 'iarrants or any other· 

for~ of judicial or legislative authorization. 

22. On information and belief, a .t various ·times beginning in 

1967, the NSA defendan·ts, vlithout warrants or any ·other forms of 

~ 

judicial or legislative authorization, a·uthorized and directed their· 

agents and employees to intercept and divulge or procure "the 

interception and divulgence, of wire 8 cable or radio communications 

of 1 or rela·ting ·to, m~mbers of the .plaintif:E class on the C:t1:10S 

"watchlist." provided to NS.A by ·the CIA, and on other "~tTatchlists 11 

prov ided to NS.~ by defendan·ts GR11Y, I<i!:LL.':!:Y and o·ther officials of 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation {"the FBI defendants"); 

defendants ROi:·fLEY, KNIGHT a·ncl oth?r officials of ·the United StaJces 

Secret Service ( 11 the Secret Service defendan·ts") 1 d?fendant:s 

CARROLL, B:!:NN:!:TT, DZ POD~ and other officials of the Defense 

In-telligence .'\gency ("the DIJ..l defendants") ; and defendan·ts 

ING -~RSOLL and B~RT:J;LS and other officials in the Bureau of Narcotics 

and Dangerous Drugs ("·the BNDD defendants") • 

23. On information and belief, agents and employees of ·the NS.A 

defendants procured the assistance and cooperation of .defendants 

NES'l' .!RN UNION IN'I'ERNATIONAL, INC. , RCA GLOBAL CO.l\1MUNICATIONS INC ... ; and 
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. . .. 
.. • - •. •. 

IT?,; ~· 70RLD COMMUNIC~... ~~\fS, INC. (hereinafter s?· ... ·u .... tes "the company 
·. 

defendants") .in .intercepting an_d divulging: without warrants or any 

other forms of judicial or legislative authorization, the wire, cable· 

or radio communications of, or relating to the plaintiff class. 

24. On information and belief, as ·a result of .the warrantless 

and judicially and legislatively unauthorized intercepti6n and 

divulgence of the wire, cable or radio communications of plaintiffs 

and their class by the NSA an<;l company defendants, at ·the request 

of the CIA, FB!, Secret Service, DIA and BNDD defendants, NSA 

supplied the CIA 3 FBI, Secret Service, DIA .and BNDD defend~nts with 

summaries of the in·tercepted cof!lffiunications (hereinaf.ter "the NS.A 

ma·terials 11
) of the plaintiff cla·ss, \'lhich related to anti-war 

activities; travel abroad and other constitutionally protected 

movements and activities of members of the class. 

25. On informa·tion aD:?. b_elief, information derived from . the 

·NSA matir·i~:fs:· \va·s·,~~-~~ :-~n~--.-~~i£~d by-ti~e .. CI?\, -FBI·r~- Becret:-:Eferv:Lce, DIA 

and BNDD defendants and placed in files main·tained by these 

defendants relating to the plaintiffs and their class. 

26. On information and belief, in November 1974 some of the 

NS~ materials were returned by the CIA defendants to N$A._ 

27. · On information and belief, ·the CIA defeD:dants caused the 

NSA materials ·to be returned to NS.A because they knew the materials 

we~e the products of illegal and unconstitutional interceptions and 

d~vulgence of the plaintiffs' wire, cable or radio communications~ 

28. ·On information and belief, originals or copies of the NS.A 

materials are intact in the possession of the NSA 

.DH\ and BNDD. 

29. On information and belief, the CI,A;® Secret Service, 

DIA and BNDD continue to maintain and disseminate files containing 

information about the constitutionally protected assoc.i.ational and 

political activit~es .of the plaintiffs and their class, including 

information illegally and unconstitutionally ·9b'tained by,;.intercep·ting 

and divulging tho private :r:121il :::n:'l wire:!, c2blo or radio co:r.-munications 
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30. 

of the ··t3~: . 
.. 1 

On information and belief, the ··individual · and company 

~ 

c>.f 1n0m9ers 

defendants have engaged in an extended conspiracy unlawfully to 

conceal the acts c_omplained of in paragraphs 10-29, -~-':lpra, from the 

namsd plaintiffs and members of their c.lass, from Congress, and from 

the public. 

31. On information and belief, each of the defendants kne~.;r of 

and participated in, and/or. concealed the illegal and unconst.itu·tional 

act:!.vities described in _paragraphs 10-29, S\.?-P.~a •. 

32. On information and belief, eaqh of the CIA defendants knew 

·c.h"'.l·t their act. ions described above v1ere taken· in violation of the CIA's 

33. On information and belief, none of the defendants vlho 

part.icipat.ed in the' c:>..ct±ons dGscribed in. paragraphs 10-29 above had a 

good faith belief that his or its actions· ~ere lawful. 
_.. . ~ 

. . - . -· .. . .. " . . . ···. . . -~--· . .• . . ' 
__ --- . , . ·.: _ ;·-... ~:FIRST -cAUS.s-· OF. AC!:a6N· -' -. :;: : ::._~. : . 
. _:.::..-- - ,_ ___ ... . _--::. --- -=-=--7":::"'· · · - - ~ - -- ~r ~ -.:··:~--=7·-: :. 

34. The defendants' procurement of interception and 

divulgence and their inter-ception and divulgence of the wire, cable· 

or radio communications of plaintiffs and their class ~·,ere 

unreasonable and illegal, and were riot made in good faith reliance 

on any j~dicialJ legislative or other valid authorization, or other 

rent>·:mable belief in their legality~ 

35. The defendants 1 procurement of interception and divulgen·::e. 

and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio 

con'tnunica:t.ions of plaintiffs and their class violated Title 18# 

United States Code, Sections 2511 and 2520, and Title 47 United States 

Codo, Section 605. 

. 
36. The defendants 1 procurement of interception and divulgence,_ 

and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio 

con..munications of pla.intiffs and their class deprived plaintiffs of 

their rights of free speech and associa.tio11 under the First Amendment, 

thc l~ right to security against unreasonable searches and seizures 

gu:'lran·teed by ·the Fourth Amendment, and their -right of privacy 

. ·. .. ~ 
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• •• • 
guaran·teed by the 1':.·· .s·t, Fourth., Fifth and Ni( l ;;mendments •. 

S 2:COND CAUS.G OF .AC'I' ION 

37. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each allegation in para-

graphs 1-33, E_~ra. 

38. The defendan·ts • maintenance and dissemination of files on 

the constitutionally protected associational and political activities 

of plaintiffs and t~eir class -deprived plaintiffs of their rights of 

free speech and association under the First Amendment and their right. 

to privacy under the First;., Fourth, Fifth and Ninth ·Amendmen·ts. · __ 

39. Defendants' infiltration of the plaintiff organizations and 

members of their class by the use of undercover agents wit;h false or 

concealed identities who disrupted, discredited and reported on the 

plaintiffs' constitutionally protected associationa1 and political 

activities deprived plain·tiffs ?f their freedom of speech- and 

associatio~ protected by the Fi~st Amendment~ their right to 

security agains·t unreasonable searches and seizures protected by the 
. ;'"·. 

Fourth Amendment and their right to privacy protected by the First, 

Fourth, F if·th and Ninth Amendments. 

40. The activities of the defendants set for-th above con·tinue . .. 

to interfere with, discourage and deter the plaintiffs in the 

e}~ercise s>f their righ·ts of free speech, assembly and association, 

and their right to pe·ti·tion the government for redress of grieva"nces, 

guaranteed by the Firs·t: L'\mendment v 

THIRD CAUS~ OF ACTION 

41. Plaintiffs repeat and. reallege each allegation in paragraphs 

42. The CIA defendants' actions described above are in violation 

of Title 50, United States Code, Section 403(d) (3). 

~"HEREFOR;~, plaintiffs request that the Court grant the following 

relief: 

7\. .?-\ decla.ratory· judgment that the course of conduc·t and 

activities of the ~efendants set forth above are illegal and un-

cons ti·tutional; 
-14-



B. 

•· ' . I. 
Prelimin? .1 and permanent injunc.:tio{ 

~ 
" -

enjoining the 

defendants from engaging in' th~ activities declared to b~ illegal and · 

unconstitutional; 

C. A mandatory injunction or writ of mandamus ordering the 

defendants to produce before the Court, ·for delivery to the plaintiffs 

and members of their class for destruction~ all files, reports~ re-

cords, photographs: data computer tapes and cards, and all other 

materials derived from defendants• illegal and unconstitutional act-

ivities relating to plain·tiffs and all other persons similarly 

situated; 

D. Each named plaintiff.and member of the plaintiff class have 

judgment against each defendant in the sum of $100.00 per day of 

procurement of interception,. . davu:;Cge!."l.Oe and1~uso, and interception, 

.divuigence and use of the plain·tiffs • wire, cable or radio 

.communications, as liquida·ted damages pursuant to Title 18, United 

States Code Section .2520 ancl Title · 4 7, Uni·ted States· Code, Section 

605. . ·. · ; 

,'!;. ;!:ach named plaintiff and member of the. plaintiff c;Lass 

have judgment against each defendant in a sum ·to be determined by 

the Court for violation of plain·t,iffs' Firs·t, Fourth, Fifth and 

Ninth Amendment rights. 

F 4 • Recovery -in the amou,nt of $50,000 punitive damages for the 

willful violation of constitutional rights for each plaintiff and 

each member of the -plaintiff class. 

G. The reasonable costs of this action and attorneys' fees of 

plaintiffs. 

H. Such other and· further relief as the Court shall deem jus·t 

and proper. 
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Resp~ct ully submitted, 

-- ~ ~~~ vtU:~ 
JOHN H.F. SHATTUCK 
!-1ELVIN L. 1.\iULF 
American Civil Liberties Union . 

Foundation 
22 Zast 40th Street 
New York,. New York _10016 
(212) 725-1222 
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Da·ted~ November 197~ 

, I 

• l 

122 Maryland .Av€muer NE: 
~·:rashington, D.C. 20002 
(202) 544-5380 

PHILIP J. HIRSCHKOP 
P.O. Box 1226 
108 J:L Columbus s·t. 
Alexandria, Vao 22313 
(703) 836--5555 

it7Z-1L'rBR SLOCOMBZ 
1101 17th Street, N. \·'7 • 

T•:ashington, ·D.c~· 20036 · 
(202) 293-3900 

-----------------------HOPJ! :i!:Z~STiYlAN 

' ..;.. 

Amer-ican Civil Liberties Union 
Foundation 

410 First Street, S~ 
\,.1ashington,. DC 20003 
(202) 5.44-1081' ~·. 
. :-:..~ --~ ~- .~.~~ ;,. ~--~~ .. : ;~-~~:::, .. ~ ~~.. .~.r~ :' -~·~: • 

A·d::orn~s: ·fo:t':·.?iailiti'ffs .- :. 
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TO 

J?tOM 

SUBJECT: 

\ 
\ .J 

' ,, t 

\ 

.. 1r:wnq the indiuidU•ll3 wl~o c...tlled, ~he Lia.i.S(I'. -~.;:e-tf 1~ 
always felt that some of them co~ll be ~ncluded in ~ yr~up JS 

matters for CIA~ has al?JJC:. ys given the impression oJ' '.e i ng l i be .. al I 
1 

described a~cve. One indtvidual~ I I wto h1ndlea l~aison 

in his views to the point aJhere he has •]Ue&tione:i tJte :u1.2ue '"'/ 
lor.Jalty inl.;estigations. He is the t?Jpe who str·on:;Iy opr:c's1~J 
SenJtor .. ~fc:}arthy and he has indic·:z,ted some doubt reyt,rJin:.:J the true 
guilt of A;l..J1..§.J:...Hiss. There 'J,re many ot-ilers tn CIA wl~o s~>. ·~.1 :Ji:;d] -?..r 
thinking. ~advised the Liaison Agent that he hal never ae~~ 

b6 ! 
b7C 

l
thf Director in person beJore nor had he heard ~im mJkc a 3n~~ch. 
In_ I ODin ion ·t:te IJirectcr <nos Hterrificn and h.: >-:. ~d tc .:::.d7:t;-t. 
that af~~r listening to the Director he 0nuJ~ nc~ u~d&rstand w~~v 
h~d bee~.going on in the Jovernment in past ye~rs. he ~~at~~ t~~t 
he was givin:; consideration to writinJ a. ~er.<:Ptul let~·-r .L,, ·'1!e 

Dirqc·tor. .. 
(fJ 

J.J,.n.es Ji.~~·::leton ~'.J,lled xnd wf!·~eci. T.'v·-·· in ':I.S o."'i·n·.~n ·.·u; 

l
D7trector 's s:·eech was one o.f :he. most J:.;.t::rt;.;.r.din:;• made ~n recent. 
Government history. He stateC that ~e ha~ )een i~ ccn~JGt u~~h-
v ,..,r,-ouc· e.,.·l of'•'i-.-''fi~ on ·'-he ,,,,-,.,.in .-,f ~~'"em;.,..,,.. .L',:j 1' ·: .... ~ ~ 7 -: -.N " \J ,.1 _.... ./ ,j V l_: :• ""'- •:J t~ ~ 1r, '. ~ "~ ... ~ ... 1\t '-" \... .-' V t1 t,...f .J ' ._ ~- ·' ,•. II f. ~ L...-.. .-1;. 

wPre de~C:r·1Y impressed by -l;he Directo"~" 1 B de;iv.:.r . .u -:-Pr~r·nrrl1t?:r •• '1'·~ 
the subst?~ce of the sta-f;er:~ents :::/J,de. Ar.:;,Je·f:ort state;, l .. ::-:.t J.',p 

first .few r,J.ragraphs ,,./' th:. !Jp-·•;c.~~?'-'f, ar.ate"'!e•-.-v 'Jl•:Lde t:.p f.he ,...:, 't cc .. er~t '· .. 
decl·J .... J..ti.o'R- of :Jur•::au jurisd·£ction .::twc? '~"'es"Oonsi:Jilitics ·:.::;~.:;il • . .::· :~1s 
ever ;;-c;aJ or heard. lie ;::,rJmittf:J. ~:h::f- ';e wa-:: aJ.re•.lc~y .famili tr ~~·7-t:i?.. 
Bure,_Lu resvonsibilities but hr> feels th~t t 1

·;;; ;)~r~·.;;t; ·"'~ 1 .:: e·'·z 1
.er..,Tt 

' , - , . . . . 'lll ·-"':'re.ser.( 7\J. ; e i;lu .... ,J:LU s .,..,;-.:u :.z.c)!l 1.n :z ;.a'ta-n• -;./'.Jbd~ ei£ ;·e~a~:,d. :d, ''rf. 
Be rr.:::je r..J..rti..:uJ ;,r "~"efe-:·<'!nce to rlM•.CXO.i;·t~e-:;t }·zn!du~dt:: U~.::od. ~JJ 1.-~' ·•• 

·~ ~a.:J:Jise•.t that .\e ...:a.s r.>er.sonctlly --~tjbm;;nenz'it~;};_·t,.t.Jt; c ... p: .. ,s ::./ - ':'"' 
lPirtc::_.or'.s :-~a+.i:-:~ony be c;rcul--:.tr:J -l:hrc~u;hc.,ut .7:A. 

" .., ~ « .,.. p ... .Qo ~ 
• ".~~ Jt '' SJF :lfi? .:~N ~~t~,.~.:·4·~r2 

• r I, .. 
: • :- - ' H FS 
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Memo to Mr. Belmont Re: Cen~ral l3~elligence Agenad 
.aear::tion to Director 1s /e~1'1:'~nony r.:&/c•re 
Jen."le~· Commitf;.ee, J!ouBmDor 1'/_. l'd.:..:.: 

On !/Ol)8!:'.ber 18, ]';:h•::;, Allr'n Dulh•'J. ~·" "fJCvrd' · ,/ c;_-r:,_.: 

\

,7/uised the L~aison. A.::;en·t t.'?.·:L!; ~e 1.uished ~ ~~l · ..;s ~d .. ,d,r.t,;tJ 
admirctian ,for ·bhe m'l.r.n"':- ir, wh~~h tJ..p jj .. .·~ ~esert ·,'-:l +n 
Bu"eau 1s s;de Jf'the sr.ory. Dulles : ".atL•- ·v.Tt, 'FJ • .:: ~·st 
e·>coura;;ing t::· l.~~~J.?' a public .... "'J'i-cU;~· ! -..-it: " s"' "•~'t,;•·,.:.. u.~ 
j'undamentu..J. p"inciples 2n.·i ./· : --.·:..: . ... t "e,· · t· 'tc. '.1b: ·.,zr:-1 

,·111 -~ r.g. 

I• ~> ~he r;-l:'Je""Ua:tiv:·~ ·· ·· ~ s c ... ,.~l.J f.;' f..; ~ 

e ~· 

I statem..:.- nt ''-.~'' iJ~,-· Direc·cor DilJ'n•tJ 
enhanced the p~estige ?j the Bur ~ ~ 
materiall~ 'n orienting t\e twia-

,.. CC'min._tt'..G 
, J I A '- u -1;. : r · 1 s , ~ 1 s ~:· •], .·3 ... ; ~ ,._· ,_'J ,;, 

Ln'J o"-P sr:'"-" .~1 GI1l ;,er-p ~") ~.~. 

ACTION: 
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Internationalism is generally defined as the principle of CD. peration of the German Federation of Labor with at least thirty per c .. nt of 
among nations. To internationalize is to bring the subject .. der dis- individuals beJonging to their political tendency. 'ro enfor. their\, 

cussion under mutual control of nations. The nefarious will, these political bosses, drunk with victory, arc also 
INTERNATIONALISM United Nations is perhaps the latest and threatening to split the trade union movement by organizing a dual AT ITS BEST 

most ambitious attempt to internationalize- ' secessionist organization along denominational lines. 
i:o bring under mutual control peace and war, to regulate trade, com- ' · As we see it, such a course would be a costly blow to the cause 
merce and finance, to assist backward nations, etc., etc., and, indeed, of democracy in Germany. Only the Communists could gain from a 
through the International Labor Organization to bring about a more • split of the trade unions. It would severely damag~ the standing the 
-equitable and fairer standard of life and work for the workers the German people have already won on their road to democratic regcnera-
world over. Progress has been realized in this direction to some tion and economic reconstruction after the destruction of the Hitler 
extent, but very much yet remains to be done. regime by the allied powers. Experience has taught us that without 

A little over fifty years ago, we, as photo engravers, engaged in a bona fide free trade union movement there can be no democnrt:y in 
this attempt to internationalize our industry and calling. It was then any country. The moment the trade union movement is strangled, 
that a few photo engravers in Toronto, Canada, joined with a com- harnessed or dominated by any government or government leader, 
paratively small group of photo engravers in the United States in democracy goes out of the window and the trend towards dictatorship 
bringing the industry under mutual control. These pioneers of Canada marches on at an accelerated pace. That holds true for Adenauer 
applied for a charter from the International Photo Engravers' Union today as much as it held true for Hitler yesterday. That would hold 
to form a local union in Toronto. true for our own country or any other country in the future, just as 

At first, these brave pioneers faced not only the onslaught of their much as it holds true for West Germany now. 
respective employers, but, in general, met with much opposition from The whole development is most unfortunate, particularly in that 
a national point of view. How dare these men bring the photo engrav- I it comes at a moment when labor in eastern Germany is showing such 
ing industry under control of men of another nation? 1i inspiring heroism fighting against the brutal Communist dictatorship 

-~y,t these prav~ ec<w.omic, ~;;trrio.rs persevered. The•road was not lf of Russia and its fifth column. This bad turn of affairs can only dis-
an easy or a rosy one. Difficulties of various kinds were encountered. courage the gallant German labor forces fighting for democratic rights 
However darkened the horizon, they had faith in their international- and free trade unions in the Soviet Zone and for the national unifica-
ism. Jointly, the craftsmen of the United States and of Canada carried tion of their country. 
on as one. They met every obstacle encountered .without thought of It is necessary to state some facts which are somehow being for-
nationalism and at the same time without the slightest taint of dis- gotten. First of all, the ruling group in Western Germany ought to 
loyalty to their respective national loyalties and citizenry. keep in mind that the laudable economic progress is due not so much 

And now, after 50 years or more of effort, the photo engravers to their own great genius as to the hard work and energy of the 
and gravure workers of Canada and of the United States are joined German working people. These Ruhr-industrialists might, on occasion, 
in one body throughout the Dominion of Canada and the United even condescend to recall that well over $3,500,000,000 of American 
States. Agq.in, they met-in Convention in Toronto, Canada, this year- money-produced by American work-were pumped into German 
the 52nd Annual Convention of the International Photo Engravers' heavy industry to stimulate and assure economic recovery. Elementary 
Union. Here were approximately lOCi delegates and many additional decency also requires these financial wizards to realize that the 
officers ·and members of the various local unions throughout the North American people have paid for the defense' and security of Western 
American continent meeting with but one single thought in mind, Germany against Russian aggression. Without German industry 
that of mutual protection and mutual advancement. Here more than ·being saved from the armament burdens borne by other countries, 
1,200 members and delegates met in social conclave, concerned in the the economy of Western Germany could not have achieved the re-
building up of an ever greater international fraternity. .covery it has attained to date. 

If only all workers of the world could thus unite in that sort of Chancellor Adenauer appears to be enraged at the fact that the 
internationalism. If only the peoples of the Dominion of Canada and German Federation of Labor called for "the election of a better 
of the United States could unite in such a spirit to preserve the best Bundestag." We see nothing wrong in this policy. Every citizen in 
traditions of both nations and to enter into compact against a common every democracy should strive in eYery election to choose a better 
foe to all that is near and dear to all of us and consider the injury of _ incoming Congress, Bundestag, or parliament than the outgoing .• 
one the concern of all. legislative body. The Chancellor feels that the DGB leadership really 

Here, in the holding of the 52nd Annual Convention of the Inter- meant this slogan as an appeal to the German voters to cast their 
national Photo Engravers' Union, we have again demonstrated inter- ballots for the Social Democratic Party. Very likely some of the 
nationalism at its best. members of the German Federation of Labor Executive Board had 

Insofar as the Convention itself is concerned, our Toronto local · such intentions. We are no Social Democrats. vVe hold no brief for 
union, its officers and members did themselves proud. It was the best the fetish of nationalization of industry. But these trade union leaders 
Convention ever. Our hats off to all members of our Toronto union. have just as much right to be Social Democrats as Christian Demo-
Our heartfelt appreciation and thanks to each and every one of them. crats or to support any other political party opposed to totalitarian 

* * * dicatorship of every type. 
Whatever tlte isslle, we slta/1 share one Besides, all the German Federation of Labor documents on election 
common danger, one safci)•.-Vergil. 

* * * policy were adopted unanimously-with the votes of the well-known 
After the recent elections in Germany, many Americans heaved a trade union leaders Foecher and Thea Harmuth, who are members 
sigh of relief. They saw in the decisive victory scored by vVest and supporters of Adenauer's party. On August 20th, a conference 

---BAD TURN IN r.erman Chancellor Ad.enauer added stability in .+<'£ 600 DGB officials meeting at Essen :md repres~nting the Christian-..' 
, .. GERMANY free Europe. They ~aw in the election outcome a new Democrats, as well as Social Democrats unanimously endorsed the i 
:...~-~-.:,:;.;..,.,_, - hope for collaboratiOn between France and Germany , election policy of the DGB. Actually, the DGB did not participate in 
r:;;:~~P#.~:-c~e~e!i'Jo~ an· effective·collectivoe-::secui"ity"'·system;..;jJ?~ ·· 1~the"'·ei~ctions tn the extent that the A. F. of L. does in carrying our 
·":..:;;.E~p.~~· '"'r2.-~~.;!:'8t'··;;;:: · .,.: :~: :' ::,,;:~~:,;~:'~ . ..:.:.'~·.~;~ .':~··:::·.~';~:.~ : '''thc:~plicrpr"rewarding friends and punishing enemies." Tre DGB ; 



'GER:ri.ANY' ~· free Europe. They saw in the election outcome a new 
hope for collaboration between France and Germany 

and the road cleared for an effective collective security system in 
Europe. 

These hopes are unfounded. These hopes have been dashed on the 
rocks of political ambition and economic greed. The result is the 
emergence of an ominous trend threatening the progress of economic 
stability and democracy inside Germany and gravely jeopardizing the 
prospects for collective security and peace in Europe. In France and 
Britain, no less than in the United States, misgivings are now mul­
tiplying as to future developments in Germany. 

Apparently the election victory was too big for Adenauer forces. 
Apparently, the extremely reactionary forces and the covered pro­
Nazi elements making up much of the vote for the Adenauer admin­
istration have decided to lose no time in ramming their program 
down the throats of the German people. 

Arrangements are being made for reorganizing the German parlia­
ment (Bundestag) committee in such a manner as to shorten debate 
to a minimum. Enormous power is to be concentrated in the hands 
of the dominant individual in the new coalition. This we consider 
especially dangerous to democracy in a country where th.e "fuehrer 
prinzip," the leader complex, is still too virulent a force for the ranks 
of freedom and democracy to ·be complacent and at ease as to the 
future. 

There is now' open talk in the circles of the politi~al victors of 
enacting new press and radio legislation which will seriously restrict 
freedom of expression. Such proposed legislation had been rejected 
as anti-democratic by the previous Bundestag in which the grip of 
reaction was nowhere near as strong as it will be in the new ·body. 

Big business interests-the very ones who were the master builders 
of Hitler's war machine--are now making the most arrogant demands. 
These reactionaries have learned nothing. Nor have they shown the 
slightest capacity to unlearn, to bi;eak with their horrible past. It is 
these same steel satraps, coal kings, and money barons who rushed 
to insert big advertisements in the West German Communist press 

-in July, 1950, when it appeared to them that Russia's North Korean 
puppets would sweep the then still weak democratic military forces 
into the sea and that the Soviet Red Army was about to march west­
ward in Europe. These shabby profiteers have also been reaping hand­
some dividends on their sale of materials and war supplies to Com­
munist China while American and other UN soldiers were paying a 
very heavy price resisting and defeating Communist aggression in 
Korea. 

What is most dangerous in this whole chain of sinister develop­
ments is the attempt now being made by the newly elected West 
German Government to impose, through devious and direct ways, 
state domination of the German trade unions. The excuse is that the 
German Federation of Labor (DGB) has exceeded its rights and 
violated the policy of political neutrality by taking part in the recent 
German elections. To make impossible future trade union participa­
tion in political campaigns, the bosses of the victorious coalition 
would enact special legislation. They would also pack the leadership 

=·=-~ -... -~ __ __.,,..,. ...... ' -. 

Democrats, as well as Social Democrats -unanimously endorsed the 
election policy of the DGB. Actually, the DGB did not participate in 
the elections to the extent that the A. F. of L. does in carrying out 
the policy of "rewarding friend's and punishing enemies." The DGB 
did not even publish a voting record of each Bundestag member for 

, consideration by the voters. Certainly the DGB did not endorse any 
candidate the way the A. F. of L. did in the last Presidential elections 
and the way it does in Congressional, state, and municipal election 
campaigns. 

In Germany, as in every other democracy, the workers are not 
only trade unionists but also citizens. As citizens, it is their duty to 
·be politically responsive and responsible. Such civil consciousness and 
responsibility do not make either the DQJ3 or the A. F. of L. adjuncts 
of political parties. ' 

In this connection, we wonder whether the Chancellor of Western 
Germany has forgotten that it was none other than he himself, who 
declared on May 16, 1952, in a letter to President \Valther Freitag 
of the German Federation of Labor: 

"Next year there will be elections for a new Bundestag 
(West German Parliament). Here the German Trade Union 
Federation will have the opportunity to push through its ideas 
of a progressiYe codetermination law, using methods provided 
for by the Constitution." 

This certainly is a strong call to political action by the German 
Federation of Labor-by none other than Chancellor Adenauer, the 
same Chancellor who now threatens the DGB with dissension, dis­
ruption, and domination. It was in compliance with advice by Aden­
auer that the German Federation of Labor called upon the workers 
on September 6, 1953, to exercise their rights as citizens in a democ­
racy and of their own free choice-without designating any party for 
support or preference--to "elect a better Bundestag." In following 
this advice, the DGB acted as good citizens and good trade unionists. 

Today, after his unexpectedly big election victory, it is Chancellor 
Adenauer himself who ought to be guided by the advice he gave 
German labor before his great personal triumph and while he was 
still seeking .it. 

We of the A. F. of L. have never spared any effort or energy to 
aid the development of democracy and free trade unions in Germany. 
We have consistently sought to haye the German people accorded a 
place of honor in the community of free nations fighting for freedom 
and peace. In its hours of greatest need, the German Democratic labor 
movement and its underground fighters have always found in the 
A. F. of L. friends in deed. So do the workers in the Soviet Zone of 
Germany today. The latest distressing developments in West Ger­
many, the threat to the emerging democratic institutions and the free 
trade union movement, does not frighten us. Free labor and democracy 
in Germany can count on our unstinting support in the present and 
in the future, as in the past. Their fight is our fight. Their setbacks 
are our setbacks. And their success will be our success. 

* * * 
The pride of victory is oPt to con·upt 
rr•rn tlrr !Jreatcst gcnerals.-Tacil11s. 

* * * 
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'l'he resignation of Martin P. Durkin as Secretary of Labor came as , WeEA'f~~=i~~Pabor mo en~ent do not blame th~ F ch 
a surprise to many observers of the national scene. As the first break ' peop?~fC""fratal shortsightedness and blunders of the co ial 
STORM ON THE in. the Cabinet so carefully set up by President · , inl.crcsts a~1d cli~ues in Nort~ Afr~c~. T~e 
POTOMAC E1senhower <J,fter his victory last November, the ~~NTc:L=L~ latest mamfestatlon of crude 1mpenahs1: IS 

exit of Martin Durkin raised, of course, manY. · . the flagrant violation of international law by 
other issues in t~e public mind. At this moment, it is still too early t the Laniel Cabinet in its deposing and deporting the sovereign Sultan 

.to eYaluate defimtely all the il]lplications and consequences of this ! of Morocco. 
development. ~ We likewise do not feel that the American people are to be blamed 

H?we;er, one phase. of the resignation is already clear and deserves 
1
• because, contrary to ~he ?est traditions and id~als of our :ountry,. our 

exammatlon. We refer to the why and wherefore of the decision of government's delegation m the U.N. voted agamst the Umted Nations 
this distinguished representative of American labor and head of one l. discussing or examining the arbitrary action of the French authorities 
of the energetic Internationals affiliated with the A. F. of L. to part in removing the legitimate religious leader of the Moroccan people 
company with the President on this occasion. and replacing him with a pliant tool of the local colonialbt clique 

It is necessary at the outset to cast a backward glance at events. and a lackey of tlie most backward feudal groups. 
Mr. Durkin did not enter the Cabinet and assume the post of Secre- l What is painfully deplorable about the stubborn persistence of 
tary of Labor in order to receive a reward for services to the party l French colonialism is that in the eyes of hundreds of millions of 
which won the elections in November. As a matter of fact Mr. Durkin l people in Asia and Europe, in Africa and Latin America, the United 
campaigned against the G.O.P. in the 1952 election co~test. When States is being blamed and held. responsible for the atrocious policies 
President Eisenhower called upon Mr. Durkin to serve in the Cabinet 'j and depredations of French imperialism. We only wish that there 
and when the latter decided to accept the responsibility, 'there was were not the slightest basis for such blame being placed on America's 
a common motivation. Both felt that every effort had to be made to ! shoulders. But the action of the United States delegation to the U.N. 
improve la,bor-management relations. Quite naturally, this revolved ,fo, in voting for the.position of the French colonialists and against giving 
around the future of the Taft-Hartley law. 'V- the Moroccan people'~ !_tearing during-:<heir l¥<.1itr of dankest :di · 1 : 

With .an outstanding represent~tive of the d~cisive section of the ) is ~ot only distr~s~ing, it also lends confirmation of, or at.least ~me 
trade umon movement, the Amencan Federation of Labor, .in the ~ bas1s to, the suspiCIOns and slanders spread by the Commumsts agamst 
Cabinet, the President felt that the likelihood of improving labor- ~ 1 our nation's real policy towards colonialism and imperialism. 
management relations, through a real revision of the Taft-Hartley In both Tunisia and Morocco, the French colonialists are not 
law, would be greatly enhanced. That the President realized the making friends for France. They are instead turning into enemies of 
urgency of revising the Taft-Hartley law was clear from his position France the plain people of these countries and the many millions of 
on this 'vital issue during the election campaign. He then indicated people in Asia and other parts of the world. This is a serious blow 
the line of revision he desired. In this regard, he differed with a against democracy in France, against France as a force for democracy 
number of his own party stalwarts. It was much more because of abroad and against France as a major power dedicated to human 
this difference .. within the Republican Party than because of any freedom, collective security, and world peace . 

. opposition to Mr. Durkin as a person or as a competent labor spokes- The treaty which established the French protectorate over Morocco 
man that there was criticism (among some in the G.O.P. general staff) bound France to lend all support to the Sultan. The French govern-
of this Cabinet selection by President Eisenhower. ment certainly had no excuse or authority to depose and deport him. 

It was in this spirit that Mr. Durkin entered the Cabinet to serve J' Nor can the French authorities hope to get anyone anywhere to 
the nation. It was in this spirit that public-spirited citizens of all believe that their tightly-knit police apparatus in Morocco could not 
parties, with true non-partisanship, hailed President Eisenhower for j .. h~v~ checked any possible. reactionary feudalist assault on the Sultan. 
designating Mr. Durkin as Secretary of Labor. Certainly, it was done .under the very eyes of these local authorities, 

The latter lost no time in proceeding to organize the Department. , just as in the murder of Farhat Hached, the head of the Tunisian 
He succeeded in doing so in the face of political obstacles which Federation of Labor, over ten months ago. These murderers are yet 
mounted high as a result of a whole series of factors flowing out of Y to be apprehended by the energetic police force that is always alert 
a change of administration for the first time in two decades. Simul- , and efficient when such vigilance is required in other situations. 
taneously, Mr. Durkin, in closest cooperation with the President him- I Indeed, the internationally renowned British weekly, THE ECON­
self and in friendly consultation with the late Senator Taft, prgceeded ··-· OMIST, put it very well when it s1tid, iii its issue of August 22, .1953, 
to seek an accord for a statement embodying a policy towards.revision : that the French government's "claim to detachment and wholly clean 
of the objectionable law. So much progress had been made· in this ! hands was forfeited when its Resident-General, General Guillaume, 
direction that a document was worked out which embodied quite a 1 was instructed to use the Sultan's plight to extract from him transfers 
number of proposed revisions agreed to and even offered by the late :. of power that some Frenchmen have long coveted and that were 
Senate leader of the Republican Party. otherwise unattainable." It is with real regret that we must express 

Indeed, the draft prt:pared represented the thinking of the Presi- our agreement with the conclusion arrived at by THE ECONOMIST 
dent on the problem of revisions. Hence, the Chief Executive agreed ( that "in Morocco, far too many local Frenchmen are newcomers simply 
to espouse it publicly as such and to seek the enactment into law of f out to make money or avoid home taxation, and behave as if the 
its proposed revisions. Though Mr. Durkin, like the rest of organized • Moroccans were not there." 
labor, would much rather have seen the entire Taft-Hartley Act re- ( We are convinced that the French Government errs against good 
pealed, he was prepared, in the interest of avoiding sharp political It sense and justice when it refuses to make good friends and loyal allies 
clashes over this issue, in order to prevent the Taft-Hartley law from of the Tunisian, as well as Moroccan people by honoring instead of 

..cL'l!.1.ii,tuUpg to ,s~r~-'1& ~~-pq.Htiesl. football· in- electiot'l ;.1ot, ugstc~, t...:Ji'- _ rpc;;.j~tinq- !lnrl rn.nc;:.nirina ";);O"!linc;:.i- th~i.r_ ~u:.ni..r~ti.c."'lnc. i-£L n.nJ:i.n." .... ] .E'rn.-e.~!!.~~ 
come out, as Secretary of Labor, in support of these revisions. and democracy. 'vVe believe that such French colonialist policy plays 
~ ,.•.;:dl~~ ... ~o?~-?-. tidal wave of pressure hit the White House .. The Presi- ~ight into the hands of the Communists in France and their masters 
~-O.tcwa.!cb-e~~~~.g~l!?.~nd !Jesieged. Tlie-·most;e"riergetic ·and· powentii·.,. m.Mosc~w~ · , - . . . . . . 
~-~~~ter.Cs~~'P_!<!~~iand~g!t_~l!!P,!o.~e~~y-:~ecretary;·o€,~"': -~ --~-J,~.-~b:!?. c~n~e.c;Mn, .'~ · 's rathe~ ~1gm~cant .tha~ whtle the Fr~nch 
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come out, as Secretary of Labor, in support of these re\•isions. 
But soon a tidal wave of pressure hit the White House. The Presi­

dent was beseeched and besieged. The most energetic and powerful 
labor-hating interests, chaperoned and championed by Secretary of 
Commerce Weeks, insisted, demanded, and howled that it would be 
a fatal blow against them if the President were to go through with 
his plan to make public and support the revisions of the Taft-Hartley 
law as put forward in the plan agreed upon with then Secretary of 
Labor Durkin. · 

The President yielded to the pressure of the reactionary groups. 
He decided not to make public or support the specific program for 
revision of the law. Whether the President had a change of heart or 
min_d: we do not know. But we do know, he changed his attitude, his 
pos1t1on. We stress that we are not now seeking to give or guess the 
why and wherefore of his changed position, of his refusal to go along 
with and work for the adoption of the course he had assured Mr. 
Durkin he would pursue. There was to be no performance to the 
promise made to the Secretary of Labor. 

In this situation, there was nothing else the Secretary of Labor· 
could do but resign. With the President placing more trust in top 
business circles than in a respected labor leader and Cabinet member 
in. regard to ~ matter of such vital concern to the working people, 
w1th the Pres1dent determined to throw out of the window the agree­
n:ent he had on thjs matter with his Secretary of Laborr the latter 
s1mply eould not continue his position in the Cabinet. We cannot 
repeat too frequently or too firmly that under such conditions, Mr. 
Durkin could not render the high public service he was determined 
to render. 

Martin Durkin was one of those Cabinet members who did not 
look upon his ·post as a reward for political plugging in the interest., 
o.f a party machine. No_r -:v_as he interested in chasing honors or having' 
btles. Once the poss1b1hty of serving the cause of sound labor­
management relations was gone, once the door to serving the public 
through this channel was barred, there was no reason for Mr. Durkin 
to continue. ' 
. This resignation, obviously, has nothing to do with partisan poli- : •· 

tiCS, though there will' be plehty of political repercussions as a result. ~ 
Already, the 'narrow and myopi<: party hacks are saying that this 
whole affair shows that the President should never have appointed a 
Democrat to his Cabinet. That is nonsense. First of all, Mr. Durkin 
was not appointed because he was a Democrat, but solely because he 
was ~ competent an~. respected representative of the viewpoint of the 
workmg people as Citizens of our country. Any Cabinet which reflects 
and re~resents the vi~wpo~nt of only a small section or particular 
group m our commumty, IS bound to fail as an instrument of de­
mocracy and as an organ of good government. 

~ith the exit of Martin Durkin, the prospect for fair and sound 
r;v1s10n of t~e Taft-Hartley law is dimmer than it has been in a long 
time. One m1ght be a very succes~ful executive in a soap factory or 
even a university professor wei~hed down by many honors and titled 
~ngraved ~n parchment, but that does not at all qualify him to sit 
m the Cabmet as an expert on labor"management relations or as one 
who ha~ a practical, as well as sympathetic understanding of the needs 
and de.s1r~s of the workers in our national community. 

Th1s IS no way to assure labor social justice. This is no model 
course for good government. It is not even a way to woo labor 
support for any particular party. 

* * * 
Nothing is so good as it seems bcfor~-
hand.-Gcorge Eliot. 

* * * 

. ,~ ,.,. ' 
..;-.::__ ..:;:.~ .......... -

ana aemocracy. we oeueve mat sucn .t<rencrr colOmaust poucy plays 
right into the hands of the Communists in France and their masters 
in Moscow. 

In this connection, it is rather significant that while the French 
colonial authorities do not permit the organization of a Moroccan 
democratic free trade union movement affiliated to the ICFTU, these 
same authorities do allow the Communist-dominated WFTU to have 
an affiliate in Morocco. Surely, these authorities do not expect the 
rest of the world to believe that there is nothing wrong, that all goes 
well, and that all is just and peaceful in Morocco when such policies 
are the order of the day. 

In 1950 and 1951, if our memory does not betray us, the then 
Resident-General of Morocco, Marshal Juin, ordered the Sultan to 
repudiate the democratic national independence party, the Istiqlal. 
At that time, J uin inspired a march by the Berbers on Rabat and Fez. 
This is exactly the "stunt" employed a few weeks ago in deposing the 
same Sultan. Last December, the General Guillaume of present 
notoriety, tried to exploit the serious riots which then somehow broke 
out in Casablanca as the excuse for jailing and exiling the great bulk 
of the nationalist leaders. 

We submit this is no way for the French government to prepare 
the Moroccans for democracy-for the democracy that the Quai 
d'Orsay says the Moroccan people are not yet ready and, •therefore, 
"unfit for independence" today. We further submit that this is not 
the kind of democracy that the French people have given to the world 
or are themselves enjoying today. 

Moreover, we insist that such methods of imperialist misrule only 
weaken the ranks and the cause of freedom and peace. The free world 
needs the ·people of Morocco and Tunis as allies in the fight for the 
preservation and promotion of peace and freedom now gravely 
menaced ·by Communist subversion and Russian aggression. Unless 
the people of Morocco, Tunis, and other lands, today under the yoke 
of colonialism, have national freedom and democracy, they will feel 
that ~hey have nothing to fight for and no reason to be actively on 
the s1de of the free world at this critical juncture in human histqry. 

. Last, ?u~ not le~st, our country maintains in Morocco air bases 
Vltal to tne defense of WOrld peace and freeilom. We cannot mafntai;:}'"' 
these bases effectively and securely unless the people of Morocco 
are friendly to us and help us. But we cannot expect these people to 
be our friends when we do not permit the U.N. even to give them a 
hearing as to their grievances during a period when the worst in­
justice is perpetrated against them. 

.we appeal to French labor in p_articular and to the great liberty­
lovmg French people as a whole to assert their democratic strength 
and, in line with the glorious tradition of liberty, equality and frater­
nity~ bring pres~u;e t~ bear on their government to break with every 
vesbge of colomahsm m Morocco and Tunis, as well as in Indo-China. 
We, fo: ou.r part, will, through our own democratic processes, do 
everyt~mg ~n our power to correct ~he mistakes of our own govern­
ment m th1s field. Together V{e wtll thus help build a ·better and 
stronger democratic camp in Europe, as well as in America, in Africa, 
as well as in Asia. 

* * * 
The lm•e of liberty is the love of oth-ers; 
the love of power is the love of o11rselves. 

-William Ha::litt. 
* * * 
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like to get the Director's reaction to 
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ACTION: 

In view of Angleton's continuously cooperative attitude 
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with Angleton and Scott on Thursday April 18, 1957. I! so, 
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SYNOPSIS: 

-
MR. A. H. March 8, 1957 

W. C. Sullivan 

ALLEGATIONS OF GENERAL ARTHURS. TRUDEAU 
RE INFILTRATION OF FABIAN SOCIALISTS INTO HIGH 
POLICY -MAKING AREAS OF THE UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT 
INTERNAL SECURITY - C 

Reference is made to allegations of General ArthurS. Trudeau, 
former Assistant Chief of Staff, U. S. Army, and former G-2 (Army Intelligence) 
chief~ concerning possible infiltration of Fabian socialists and communists into 
high pplicy-making areas of Government service. This matter has required 
very detailed-and extensive file review on names submitted by General Trudeau. 
As there was no urgency, this has been done from time to time by the Central 

. Research Section~ other work permitting. Background on Fabian socialism and 
General TrudeauY s feud with Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) set forth. 

"!'(~3 ? 
~m.:ed by s . The Results 

~~tas,gt.il · · 1 
fO{ ~~'d~·l. ¥. . If' . 
1 • gq s(J'/f5t.W. names listed on charts and memoranda left with the Bureau by 

, /Trtff&-1'3 ~ eneral Trudeau. 
~l!. UlROTIMATIOl~' CON!AT.NED 
ttE.~ElN IS lh~Cid~SSli:nm . . . . . -........_ 
tx.cr.:Pi· V'i~!~j"(f: SHI.it'.!¥ 2. Three names were not 1dentifled 1n Bureau files~ making a total .<: ··· 
o.rH~WlSE Of 119 names which were identified. -.,·. 

Over 5, 500 references were reviewed in Bureau files on 122 

3. Identifiable derogatory i~formation was found on 105 of the 119 ":", 
individuals identified and is set forth in enclosure under separate 
captions. ~'. 

\ . ,-. 

4. Of the 105 individuals on whom identifiable derogatory informatiorr 
was found, 94 have been investigated by the Bureau under classifica­
tions of Atomic Energy Act, Voice of America, Loyalty of Governme~· . 

. Employees, Security of Government Employees, CIA-Applicant, ~. 
Special Inquiry-White House, Security Matter-C, Internal Security-R~ 
and others. Results of investigations have been disseminat~d. . . ~ 

t~. '· l l t7 7;? ( /__. ~ 
1
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"" •' - .. 
Memorandum to Mr o Belmont 
Re: Allegations of General Arthur So Trudeau Re Infiltration of 

Fabian Socialists into High Policy-making Areas of the 
United States Government 
Internal Security - C 

5. Proper dissemination has been made of identifiable derogatory 
information on the remaining individuals not investigated. 

6. Cases are pending on three subjects not how in Government 
employment. Cases on other individuals have been closed.-

7 o No attempt was made to verify present num'Qer of individuals 
still in Government because of the· Director's instructions to remain 
out of G-2 and CIA feud. It was correctly assumed that inquiry 
would have a:roused curiosity and questions in high policy-making 
Government circles o 

Conclusions 

1. FBI files do not contain any specific, concrete, and conclusive 
proof that the subjects are Fabian socialists as charged by General 
Trudeau. · 

2o FBI files do not contain any similar conclusive proof that these 
subjects have been and~ in some instances, are influencing Governn:ent 
policy along Fabian socialist lines as charged by General Trudeau. 

3. FBI files do show, however, that a considerable amount of "smoke'' 
surrounds these subjects in that ni.any have been charged by associates 
and acquaintances with the following: 

' < 

a. Describing. Chinese communists as being harmless "agrarian 
reformers" when they should have known that they were actually 
communists · 

b. Suppressing information unfavorable to communists and 
communism 

c. Issuing slanted reports favoring communism 

d. Minimizing the threat of Soviet Russia to peace and democracy 

e. Manifesting thinking which coincides with socialist thinking 
in different instances 

- 2-



• ' •• Memorandum to Mt o Belmont 
Re: Allegations of General Arthur So Trudeau Re Infiltration 

Fabian Socialists into High Policy-making Areas of the 
United States Government 

. Internal Security - C 

f. Lacking, from a loyalty standpoint, in qualifications desired 
in strategic or sensitive Government positions 

4. Others have been named by Louis Budenz, former official of 
the Communist Party, USA~ as being communist or under 
communist discipline o 

To sum up: While the evidence is not present to prove the validity 
of General Trudeau's charges~ it must be admitted that the persons singled 
out by General Trudeau do not~ in the main, have altogether clean~ sound, 
and unquestionable security backgrounds. However, the FBI has investigated 
94 of the 105 subjects on whom there is derogatory information. Proper 
dissemination of available derogatory information has also been made on 
those persons not investigatedo Therefore~ there appears to be no more 
to do at this time. 

It is interesting to note that this study does show the FBI was already 
aware of these subjects and had information on them long before Genera~ Trudeau 
submitted their names. 

· RECOMMENDATIONS: 

(1) That no dissemination be made of allegations by General Trudeau 
in accordance with· Director's indication that Bureau should not in any way 
become involved in the dispute between G-2 and~ CIAo 

(2) That no dissemination be made of information set forth in 
enclosure under individual captions inasmuch as information of a derogatory nature 
in Bureau files has received proper dissemination. 

(3) That no new cases be opened on individuals named by General 
Trudeau since charges do not constitute sufficient basis for opening new 
investigations. 

- 3 -
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Memorandum to Mr o Belmont 
Re: Allegations of General Arthur So Trudeau Re Infiltration of 

Fabian Socialists into High Policy .. making Areas of the 
United States Government 
Internal Security - C 

( 4) That this cover memorandum and enclosure containing information 
be filed in 100-420468, the file for material furnished by General Trudeau. 

(5) That a copy of tlti.s cover memorandum be placed in case file 
of subjects 9 along with a copy of the summary of information on each particular 
individual. 
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[; . . .. 
Memorandum to Mr. Belmont 

- Re= Allegations of General Arthur S. Trudeau· Re Infiltration of 
Fabian Socialists into High Policy-making Areas of the 
United States Government 
Internal Security - C 

DETAILS: 

General Trudeau Material 

@m~ 
~a 

General Trudeau furnished the· Director with charts and memoranda 
purporting to substantiate charges that certain individuals in and out of . 
Government were influencing the United. States to take a soft policy against 
Soviet Russia and world communism. General Trudeau furnished the names 
of individuals~ · some allegedly with Fabian socialist leanings and possibly some 
with communist leanings, who, he stated~ had penetrat~d certain policy-forming 
organs of our Government, including State Department, CIA~ Operations 

. Coor~nating Board~ Planning, Control Group, . ·and Planning Board~ as well 
as academic research units at Harvard, Princeton, and Johns Hopkins 
Universities, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, and the Ford and 

; Rockefeller Foundations which do research work for the Government. 

Trudeau material furnished last names only on majority of individuals. 
Later~ Colonel Earle L. Lerette~ G-2, furnished limited additional identifying 
data. 

,----..;...._ __ =B..;:;;u.reau files reflect that Colonel Lerette and al 
L-:~-:-------:-::---......._1 Ope rations Coordinating Board, associatesL..o....,f,.....Ge=--n-e_r_a-=-l----b....J 6 
Trudeau, disseminated information regarding Fabian socialist charges b 7 c 
outside the Executive Branch and that G-2 did not handle the matter of Fabian 
socialists in a secure and prudent manner. (62-9798; 100-420468-5~ 10, 11) 
As a resuit~ Colonel Lerette was accused by CIA of releasing false and derogatory 
information about that agency. 

Fabian. Socialism 

Fabian socialism had its origin with the Fabian Society in England 
in 188_4, largely as the result of influence and teaching of an American, 
Professor· Thomas Davidson. The end of Fabian socialism is the elimination 
of private ownership as an exclusive means of production and the substitution 
of state or social ownership of the means of production; hence, socialism . 

. The name Fabian was derived from a Roman general, Quintus Fabius Maximus 
Verrucosus, who became famous by his lll:ilitary tactics of avoiding dir~ct 
battles~ resorting to deliberate procrastination, and using delaying procedures 

- 5 -
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during his defense of Rome against the attacks of Hannibal. . The aim of 
· Fabian socialism is to permeate every segment of society with socialistic 

ideas, words~ attitudes, tendencies, and modes of thinking in order to· 
gradually lay the foundation of a slow, steady~ peaceful transformation of 
the social order from capitalism to socialism .. The tactics of Fabian 
socialism include concessions, compromises, advances~ avoidance of 
conflict, all of which are to be made with great patience. 

CIA - G-2 Feud 

General Trudeau was relieved in August, 1955, of his duties as 
Assistant Chief of Staff, U. S. Army, and as head of Army G-2, and was 
transferred to the Far East Command. General Trudeau's removal stemmed 
from charges by A~:u....~~~r..~&JI2..a-..JJ.J.~~~.u.....J~::a.........n.J.D.L..Jw..&.Q~L.Sat~.....w.~~~......u;;;;:.a.a.L--~ 

·. 
~5} r ····························· ························ ···· ···························· ······························· ······························ ······························ ···························· .. ... \ 

bl 
,. 

X 
James Angleton, CIA~ confidentially advised the Bureau on Aue:ust 1, 

1955. that CIA had evidence that General TrudeauJ 
fS} 'r ............................. ............................ ............................. . ......................................................... ............................. ............................. ............................ bl 

I (1tl 
L...--------:~ue~neral Trudeau advised the Bureau on August 8, 1955, that in his 

visits with Ambassador Krekler and Chancellor Adenauer he had discussed 
nothing ofJtn intelligence nature not already known. He admitted being at 
odds with CIA and stated that he believed CIA was attempting to gain comple~e 
control of the foreign intelligence field. He stated that if CIA accomplished 
its purpose, the military intelligence services might as well go out of business. 
{62-9798-2653, 2657, 2661, 2674, 2680) 

- 6 -
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. Re: Allegations of· General Arthur S. Trudeau Re Infiltration of 

. Fabian Socialists into High Policy-making Areas of the-(fi)· 
United States Government - .:% · f=? 
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... ;..:s[ fj 

According to an article by John O'Donnell, newspaper columnist, 
in the New York Daily News, September 2, 1955, page 2, General Trudeau ·. 
was "fired" by President Eisenhower at the personal request of Allen. Dulles, 
Director of CIA. According to O'Donnell, Dulles complained that Trudeau 
had talked with Chancellor Adenauer, without notifying_ CIA, in order to 
lessen Adenauer9s confidence in the "CIA-bankrolled setup" in. Germany 
operated by Reinhard Gehlen. · 

File Reviews 

An analysis of the allegations of General Trudeau required very 
detailed and extensive file reviews on names submitted by General Trudeau. 
As there was no urgency, this has been done from· time to t~me by the Central 

. Research Section,· other work permitting . 

. ~Results 

1. Over 5, 500· references were reviewed in Bureau files 9n·122 
names in charts and memoranda left with the Bureau by General. 
Trudeau. 

2. Three names wer~ not identified in Bureau files~ leaving 11 total 
of 119 names which were identUied. · ·1 

3. Identifiable derogatory information wa.s found on 105 of the 119 
inc;l_ividuals identified and is· set forth in .enclosure under separate 
captions. · · 

. 4. Of the 105 individuals on whom identifiable derogatory information 
wa~ found, 94 have been investigated by the Bureau under classifica- . · 
tions of Atomic Energy Act, Voice of America, Loyalty of Government 
Employees, Security of Government Employees, CIA-Applicant, 
Special Inquiry-White House,. Security Matter-C, Internal Security-R, 
and others .. Results of investigttt~ons have been disseminated. · 

5. Prop~r dissemination has been made of identifiable derogatory 
information on the remaining individuals not inveJ3tigated. 

- 7 -
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United States Government · .. · · ·~ . 
Internal Security - C - ~ij . · 

6o Cases are pending on three subjects not now in Government 
employment. Cases on other individuals have been closedo 

7 o No attempt was made to verify present number of individuals 
still in Government because of the· Director's instructions to remain 
out of G-2 and.CIA feud. It was correctly assumed that inquiry 
would have. aroused curiosity and questions in high policy-making 
Government circles o 

Conclusions 

1. FBI files do not contain any specific~ concrete, and conclusive 
proof that the subjects are Fabian socialists as charged by General 
Trudeauo , 

2. FBI files do not contain any similar conclusive proof that the 
individuals named by General Trudeau have been and, in some 
instances? are influencing Government policy along. Fabian 
socialist lines as charged by General Trudeau. · 

It is to be noted that Bureau files do not contain a record of 
day-to-day decisions of these individuals and do not set forth the 
part which they have played in policies formulated. There is no 
information in individual files regarding the decisions which 
General Trudeau has stated were influenced by individuals named. 

3 o , Derogatory information is set forth in enclosure regarding 
individuals who appear to be identical with names on General 
Trudeau's list. Some reportedly regarded the Chinese communists 
as "agrarian reformers. " Several reportedly suppressed information 
unfavorable to communist activities in Europe during and after 
World War IT while serving in Office of Strategic Services (OSS) 
and. G-2. Others reportedly minimized the Soviet threat or slanted 
reports in State •Department. Several identified by Whittaker Clambers 

- 8 -
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and~ Elizabeth. T. Bentley, former self -admitted. Soviet espionage 
. agents., as participants in espionage activities in Washington9 D. C. ~ 
and New York, New York9 in the mid 1930's and early 1940's. 
Several have been critical of the Bureau. Several all~ged to be 
socialists; others "leftist" .and "procommunist~" Several reported 
as members, in the past9 of organizations cited by the Attorney. 
General under Executive Order 10450. Allegations generally 
name many individuals as questionable for strategic or sensitive 
Government employment. 

4. Several were named by Louis Budenz, former Communist Party, 
USA

9 
official, as. being communists or. under communist discipline . 

. 
. Some of the sources of information used in the enclosure were 

closely associated with the individuals. named and requested"that their identities 
be concealed. Others expressed a willingness or unwillingness to testify in 
Joyalty or court proceedings against in4ividuals named. In order to iiidicate 
the desires of the source an (a) was placed after the names of sources who 
requested that their identities be concealed. A (b) was placed after the 
s6urces9s name when be was willing to testify. A (c) was used to indicate 
8Qt1rce not willing to testify. b 1 

L.....---_____ ______JI · . >< . 
The following eight individuals, who appear to be identical with names 

furnished by General Trudeau, have been investigated by the Bureau with no 
identifiable derogatory information developed.· Results of investigations· have 
been disseminated. , 

tSt Lulu mmmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mmmm mm V¥) 
Cen.trallritelhgence Group-App\ic~nt, 1947 

2~-~ ~ • =~~j'~{ ful'~{J:~~~~~~; gency -Applicant, 
bl 

1951 
Atomic Energy Act-Applicant, 1952 

3u.l ~~ 
. Central Iritelhgence Agency•Applicant9 1949 

- 9 -
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4. 

5. 

Atomic Energy Act-Applicant, 1954 

:European ·Recovery Program, 1947 
Special Inquiry~ 1955 

6. I I 
·Atomic Energy Act-Applicant, 1951 

b6 
b7C 

bl 
I 

b6 I 
'1[ ~~~~~~~ ;~~:~~~~~ ft£cy -Applicant, 1949 

a. I I 
Atomic Energy Act-Applicant, 1947 

b7C 

· The following six individuals~ who appear to be identical with names 
furnished by General Trudeau have not been investigated by the Bureau. No 
identifiable derogatory information was found in Bureau files on these individuals. 

1. 

2. 

3. b6 
b7C 

4. 

5. 

6. 

It was not possible to identify the following three n.:imes furnished by 
. General Trudeau. No first names were given. 

- 10 -
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The enclosure contains an Appendix setting forth the organizations 
and publications which have. been designated by the Attorney General pursuant 
to Executive Order 10450 or cited by congressional or state committees o 
The names of pertinent organizations and publications in the summaries 
have been marked by asterisks for citation in the Appendix. 

It is interesting to note that this study does show the FBI was already 
aware of these subjects and had information on them long before General 
Trudeau submitted their names in connection w~th his charges of Fabian 
socialist infiltration into high policy-making areas of the. Government. 
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SUMMARIES OF PERTINENT INFORMATION 
ON INDIVIDUALS .NAMED 1N GENERAL 
TRUDEAU'S ALLEGATIONS RE FABIAN 
SOCIALIST INFILTRATION OF mGH 

. POLICY=MAKING AREAS OF UNITED STATES 
.GOVE:RNMENT 

March all 1957 
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APPENDIX 

ORGANIZATIONS AND PUBLICATIONS MENTIONED IN TEXT WHICH HAVE 
BEEN DESIGNATED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL PURSUANT TO EXECUTIVE 
ORDER 10450 OR CITED BY CONGRESSIONAL OR STATE COMMITTEES 

The names of organizations and publications in the summaries which were 
marked b¥ asterisk for citation in the Appendix are listed below. 

Those organizaUons or publications cited by congressional or state 
committees are-listed in the Guide to Subversive Organizations and Publications 
prepared and released by the Committee on Un=American Activities? U. S. 
House of Representatives? Washington? D. c .. ? January 2? 1957. Those cited 
only by the committees have been identified in the following list by the page 
number on which the citations appear in the Guide. 

Those designated by the Attorney General of the United States pursuant 
to Executive Order 10450 have been identified with the notation (Executive 
Order 10450 ). 

Abraham Lincoln Brigade (Executive Order 10450) 

Amerasia (Guide? p. 99) 

·American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom (Guide? p.- 7) 

American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born (Executive Order 10450) 

American Friends of Spanish Democracy (Guide? p. 10) 

American Friends of the Chinese People (Guide~ p. 10) 

American League Against War and Fascism (Executive Order 10450) 

American League for Peace and Democracy (Executive Order 10450) 

American Labor Party (Guide? p. 11) 

American Peace Mobilization. (Executive Ord~r 10450) 
- At't U~T!'Ofl.!AATION CoN~Atta 

American Russian In_stitute (Executive Order 10450) HEREIN I u d~SSIF~ C:t j Ll 
: · DAt~ t • • , BY Clf 'f? . t.J.. < -

t{ 2:1'fJ9oCJ ~/t7 ~e· sr ·t 6.,.~ fcJ 1 

c.a, z$-lf~b t~>fnh> q 56''lf!?L.f/I/ICM 



(" ... . . ,. -
American Slav' Congress (Executive Order 10450) 

American Student Union (Guide~ p. 18) 

-
American Youth for a Free W9rld (Guide2 p. 19) 

Americ~ Youth for Democracy (Executive Order 10~50) 

~China :Aid ,Council (Guide
2 

· p. -?4) ,, 

China Today (CWide~ 'p. 99) . 

Civil Rights Congress· (Executive Order 10450) 

Civil Rights Federation (Guide~ pp. 26~ 56) 

Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy _(Executive Order 10450) 

Committee for the Care of Young Chil~ren in Wartime (Fourth-Report Un=American 
Activities in Calrrfornia~ 1948? Communist Front Organizations2 Report of Joint . 
Fact= Finding Commii.ttee to the 1948 ·Regular California Legislature, Sacramento? 
1948~ Po 168) 

Committee of One Thousand (Guide, p. 118) 

Committee to Defend America by Keeping.out of War (Guide, p. 29) 

Commonwealth College, Mena? Arkansas (Executive Order 10450) ' 

Communist Party? USA CExe~ive Order 1045~) 

C()mmunist Political Association (Executive Order 10450) 

Congress of American Women (Executive..:Order 10450) · 

Consumers Union (Guide, p. 141), 

Coordinating Committee to Lift the (Spanish) Etp.bargo (Guide? p. 35) 

Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions (Guide, p. 44) 

Industrial Workers of the World (Executive Order 10450) 



- -
Institute of Pacific Relations (Guide, p. 45) 

International Juridical Association (Guide, p. 46) 

International Labor Defense (Executive Order 10450) 

Joint Anti=Fascist Refugee Committee (Executive Order 10450) 

League of American Writers (Exec'ltive Order 10450) 

League of Women Shoppers (Guide~ p. 53) 

Morning Freiheit (Guide~ p. 104) 

National Council of American~Soviet Friendship (Executive Order 10450) 

National Council of the Arts~ Sciences~ and Professions (Guide~ p. 61) 

National Emergency Conference for Democratic Rights (Guide~ p. 62) 

National Federation for Constitutional Liberties (Executive Order 10450) 

National Free Browder Congress· (Guide~ Po 63) 

National Lawyers9 Guild '(Guide~- p. 64) 

North American Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy (Executive Order 10450) 

Open Road (Fourth Report Un~American Activitiies in California, 1948~ Communist 
Front Organizations, Report of Joint Fact= Finding_ Committee to the 1948 Regular 

· California Legislature~ Sacramento, 1948~ pp. 336, 341) 

Science and Society (Guide~ Po 108) 

Socialist Workers Party (Exec\].tive Order 10450) 
. 

Southern Conference for Human Welfare (Guide, p. 81) 

Spanish Refugee Relief Camp~gn {Guide~ p. 81) 

________________________________________ __J 



United American Spanish Aid Committee (Executive Order 10450) 

Washington Bookshop Association (Executive Order 10450) 

Washington Committee for Democratic Action (Executive Order 10450) 

Washington Friends of Spanish Democracy (Guide~ p. 90) 

Women9s International Democratic Federation (Guide~ p. 91) 

Young Communist League (Executive Order 10450) 
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SUBJECT: 

Tolson __ 
Boardman_ 
Belmont __ 
Mohr __ _ 

kt yt:n-=b6 
¥J. e. Roomb 7 C 
Holloman_ 

Reference is made to a copy of a memo dated 9-1B-58x Gandy--

from W. G. Eames to .lllr. Nease re the captioned suggestion furnishWdC. Sullivan 
to this Division by the Training and Inspection Division requesting 
the views of the Domestic Intelligence Division and requesting a 
~pecific recommendation regarding ad~ption of the cqptiQned suggestio~. 1 

: - (]) It- '111 ~~~ 
The material 

ommunications urnished 
. stion are co ies of. . ? r 

X 
REOO.MMENDATION: bl 

The Domestic. Inte'u.iigenoe.Di~ision recpmmends.· adoption of 
the captioned $Uggest.t on- to ~he 'effect thdt one cd.P"ij, of .the inateri.al 
received be filed-.and·· inde.xed in.'the file ·entitl ·d 'Oentral Intelligence 

c • . • • • ci · ived ··-rom James. An ton.'! 
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ADDENDUM BY TRAINING AND INSPECTION DIVISION: 10/1/58 

RECOMMENDATIONS : 1. That suggestion as modi::lled 
be approved. 

wui 

2. That attached letters to b6 
L...-_____ _.1 and Mrs. Mead be approved. b 7 c 

Branch will take necessary 
~odified, into effect. 

•' - ' 
'! 

3• If approved, Records 
action to place the suggestion, 
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In Rep~, Plea8e Refer to 
FileNo. 

v.J 
f\ k «' PEBP-QNAL 1 

I . . NO l 13ER SAC LETTER 5~-X 
lJ.L'liTED STATES DEPARTMENT OE1 JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BU~VESTIGATION 

~ 
December 1, 1958 WASHINGTON25,».c.·-

RE: r························································································································································································ 

ery truly yours, 

x, 
~ -.: .. ~ 

\ .. ~,; 

\ 

~~ 

·~ 
) 

'-.S.t 
c~ 

z 
~ 

A 
'•1 . 1 
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Superv:lsor 

Type of References Requested: 
CJ Regular Request (Analytical Search) 
CJ All References (Subversive & Nonsubversive) 
~;;;fSulwe·rsive References Only 

Only 

T .. --- ---.- --
CJ Restricted to Locality of ------­
CJ Exact Name Only (On the Nose) 
CJ Buildup c=J Variations 

-:~>< 
Suffl~c~------------ -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Bhi.lid 
Addre~ 

Localities -----------------
1 J Searcher _ _/ 

R .. _____ Date t& d :k Initials OJ4._1L, 
P~~d. I V bl 
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OPTIONAL fORM NO. 10 / , . 

UNITED STATES. r • ··:.: 

Memoral, .·:·~ /t 

TO DATE: November 9, 1960 

FROM : R. o. L 'Allie~ 
0 

SUBJECT: JA]:IES ANGLETON 
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 

~~~~~~ ~~:~ahan __ 
DeLoach __ 
Malone __ 
McGuire __ 
Rosen __ 
Tamm __ _ 
Trotter __ 
W.C. Sullivan_ 

You will recall that in Jlay of this year 
confined to a sanitarium because of a tubercular a lntent. For 
your information·, Angleton returned to his home. on November 4, 
1960, 1q-here he will continue his convalescene~e. The lung infection 
has been cleared but he will be required to rest and continue some 
drug treatments for several more weeks. He very likely will not 
return to active duty before April 1, 1961. 

ACTION: 

For your information. 

S JP .::i?.as /. 
(5)t:· ~ 

;,.['~ 
-;~~) 

;.>~' 
,.,P 

\!-::> 

"_({\) 
i 
~tjiiY 

50 NOV 18 1960 

RE(},16. 

ALL INFORMATION CON1'AI:&lm 

Hllru;:ri IiAZSSIFil!ll £' ~,_ D~TE . tJ g BY SP'/..6 LtJ. ,'Ln 1 

C~A--· 81?--- IB~b 

lo1 .. n. 

.,,_, ; •.. 

c_____ ____________ • 
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OPTIONAl fORM NO. l O 

UNITED STATES .· ·: -:f#-:: .. ' 
Memoramralt~' .W 
To : }J'r. Belmont ~ 
FRoM : R. o. L'Allier C 

0 
SUBJECT: JMiES ANGLETON 

CHIEF, COUNTERINrELLIGENCE ST.AFF 
CENTRAL INrELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 

. - . ~ ' -

_,... ' 

- ~·.'·· 
Tolson __ 
Parsons __ 
Mohr __ _ 
Belmont __ 

Callahan ·-­
Conrad_. _ 
DeLoach--
Evans __ _ 
Malone __ 
Rosen __ _ 
Tavel __ _ 
Trotter __ 
W.C. Sullivan_ 
Tele.Room_ 
Ingram __ _ 

-Gandy--,~-
-.. 

Due to Angleton's absence becauseru~~~~~~~~~-
previously directed to him has been sent to ....._ _________ ...J 
Chief, Counterintelligence Staff." 

Angleton has returned to duty and in accordance with a 
disqus~1on held with him on February 24, 1961, we can now officially 
resume --the transmittal of mail to him. !!ail to Angleton is sent 

·:to :theecDirector, Central Intelligence Agency, "Attention: James 
.AJ:?.gJ'eton," and should be sent via Liaison. 

"~'' . w 
:·itCTtON ::;'-

"' .. ·,j lii.. v..; 

--· :~ ::.~~ The abb.ve information is being directed to the attention 
··of ~ll~ection Chiefs in the Division and to the Reading Room. 

~mba~ 
. 

1 ~ - J~-Jr;: Parsons 
.1 - ~Ir / ·Belmont 

~-1 -:~ Reading Room 
.. 1. ~ :·:ur ~-")~ranigan 
1':··-- ~Ir ;.·''Baumgardner 
1 .: i}lr. 7:"Bland 
1 - ~}rr_., ,·nonahoe 
1 - -Mr.:sullivan 
1: - Liai'S.on 
1 ~ }}r ~ ~ Papich 

-:_... ( 

- ~ ...... . 

--·· 
' ' . ... ~, 

REC- 85 

b6 
b 7C 
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~~li INFOR~'LAtiON CONTAINED 
~TN IS UN-CiiA.SSIFIED EXCEPT 
~SHOW'N. OtHERWISE .. 

------·-~---~ 

3/23/65 
SAC LETTER NO. 65-15 

(ll'l'i 
\6 7 MAR 31 11~ 
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c;: ~l}~vr 
MAIL ROOM ~ TELETYPE UNIT D 

& 
~ - Original & 1 
c..JII - Yellow 
1 - Liaison 
1 - ~. Papich 

OCtol!O~ 1~· 1965 
1 - !fr. Cregar 
--vi/~ 

ALL INFOFMP. T I ON' COWl' A! NED 
HEREU~ lS \.L\Cl·ASSIFIED 
EXCEPT WHERE SHOWN . 

bl 

X 
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.....,' ~PfiONA.\. FOIM NO. 10 

MAY 196,,.,EOITION I,--. ... 
. ~SA GEN. lEG. NO. 27 '· ' . ~ ' 

,,.. -· UNITED STATES GO~~~NMENT 

Memorandum 
1/13/67 

10M 
·., ~ } -FROM ~ ................. 

SUBJECT: 

' . '. -~ 

_:;~1 
. ' 

:{,:~il 

EXCEPT Vil-l~E 

OTHER\)~/( 

-
In 1953 we created a separa~e control file 

(62-99724) under the caption," ~CIA .. =--:ctames Angle..t.a.n..~ 
the purpose of retaining copies of certain types of 
memoranda disseminated to us by James Angleton 1 1Chiefi' 
Counterintelligence Staff, CIA. We believe that it is 
longer necessary to maintain this control file. 

/1.1\ ~jon~ 
~~achr--

Wick---
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TO 

FROM : 

SUBJECT: 

OPTIONAL fORM NO, 10 ' 5010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 

UNITED STATES GO NMENT 

Memorandum 
Mr. W. C_. Sullival:' 

D. J. Brennan, Jrf"(\/ 

0 
JAMES ANGLETON 
CHIEF, COUNTERINTELLIGENCE STAFF 
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 

PURPOSE: 

I 
DATE: 9/12/68 

Tolson--

Ahoach~ 

V~as~er--
Callahan-­
Conrad--

~~!: 
Rosen ~ 
Sullivan~ 
Tavel--­
Tretter--

_ Tele. Room-
Helmes-­
GandY---

AitL INFORMATION CONTAIN1l}l1' 
HERE!fl_ I.R_ l.}~~LASSIF~JSP/ _.... , ;/t--5§: 
DATEJ!!.j_2 Y!'&q BX Sf/ r&.twJM~ 

c ~ /t71f8:g - ['6 <4 . 
The purpose of this memorandum is to recommend a 

get-well letter be written to Angleton, a valuable liaison 
contact, who has been hospitalized with a bleeding ulcer. 

ANGLETON'S CONDITION:-

Liaison learned late in the evening of 9/11/68 that 
Angleton, who was visiting at the home of a friend, was seized 
with an attack of hemorrhaging and ·rushed to the George -
Washington University Medical Center, where his condition J' 

was diagnosed as a bleeding ulcer. He is in Room 6224 South. ,--~:-----'' 
He can receive no visitors and no telephone calls. Angleton "" 
has been.,~n extremely valuable liaison contact at CIA for many 
years anq~is-well known to a number o~ Bureau officials. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

~hat an appropriate letter be addressed to Angleton 
expressing.reg~et at his illness and wishing him a speedy 
recovery._ The letter should be addressed to Mr. James Angleton, 
Room 6224 South, George Washington-UniversitY. Medical Center, 
9ol 2~rd .. s~:r;eet ,_porthwe~t, W!,-~!P.!t~~~kE-:~~~£...~~~O,!'t· ' '-

1 - Mr. DeLoach 
1 - Mr. Bishop (M• 
1 - Mr. Sullivan 
1 - Liaison 
1 - Mr. Papich 

DJB:mlm ) 

'15 SEP 18 1968 

; 
(6) rt1J;l 

/) -L p 
~?6C2;~ ( HGJr-~ _ 

'"ftr,v( '9/ / 3/"" p' 



OPTIONAl FORM NO. IO 
MAY 1962 EOITION 
GSA GEN. REG, NO. 27 

5010-106 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
• Tolson __ 

DeLoach--
Mohr __ _ 
Bishop __ 
Casper __ 
Callahan-­
Conrad __ 
Felt __ _ 

TO • Mr D J B J , • ../?r Gale "7J_r j{ : • • • rennanJ r;,-., DATE: May 19, 1969 I Rosen 

4fj/ \" rf ~-I ~~~~~an-
//' ' Trotter--

FROM : S. J • Papich Tele. Room_ 
Holmes--

@ ~ 
SUBJECT :' CENTRAL INIE_~LJ..GENQE_4_<;~NCY (CIA) - I J)._Jtii!'?Jli .?-

COUNTER J[NTEm"GmrCE STAFr ~ /l: il~J~jt"A= 
( ' c \ 15 . ~~1i~ .. .cv.-

A. W. ~11'··~~ 
; t "'R ,']:)I ~1'!~ 

a 1 f I I of the Counter Int:_~g_!g§lce :-:.....wr.JJ) JJ 

Staf:J; at CIA is scheduled to retire Jur:y-r;-'"t9oQ:-~==on. May A "'i~~~ 
J~es Angleton, CIAJ advised the Liaison c:entl thatL_J ~1~ 

.I has been o'fficially designated to succeed • 
~[.~ 
/ The appointment of a successor tol !resulted in b6 

considerable controversy 'I;·Ti thin CIA. Some people hoped that b 7 C 
~-flight _inlelliglce officer .from the field 'l;vould succeed 
~ Although is not popular within the Agency, he is 

a seasoned officer and merited conpideration .because of ' sen­
iority. He has also 'l;vorked very closely 'I;·Tith ~gleto~ for a 
number of years. From the Bureau's standpoint, cannot V' 
be cons1.

1
· ?ered and ideal t

1
ype. He sohmetime

1
s
1
hafs anh fr.ri tating ~-·· 

persona J.ty an certain y does not ave a o t e necessary 
qualities for maintaining a harmonious relationship. He is 
brightJ dedicated, and well grounded in the intelligence busi­
ness. Despite his personality defeets, there should not be any 
real problem in doing business vTith him. 

ACTION: 
The above information is being directed to the 

attention of the Section Chiefs of the Domestic Intelligence 
Division., 

1 - D. E. Moore 
1 .. li. A. Branigan 

~ : i: ~: ~~~~tL INli'ORMATION CO·NTAlNElJ 10 M/'\Y f291969 
1 Gray HEREIN IS U~NC:tASSIF~E)J ,... _, . / }~ r A . , 

.. A. ·'l!q. DATE /O~_fJ B:Y Sr 76vW /• r~~~ 
1 - G. c. Moore -~. c: ,.· 'r[:.- r~ "J...(.. 

1 .. We R. "Hannall / ./J!, 
1 -Liaison ~/~U 
1 - s. J. Papich ~ : 

y7~:c\b\~( / 
0 JUrfi~?t969r 



September 131 1968 

Mr-. James Angleton 
R®m 6224 South 
Georg~ Wa$llington University 

Medical Cent~r · 
901 2Srd st~eet, N. w. 
Wasbi.on1 D .. C., 200S'l 

Dear Mr,. Angleton: 

' 

. ' -
I cerlalnly was $Orry to le~ that it was 

necess~ fOl: you to enter- the hospital and hope this note 

finds you resting comfortably~ You~ friends 1n the FBI 
;; -~ 

- ··~~ ··' 

join me,~ eipressi~ best wishes for a quick: and. <:om• 

plete re~overy .... 
'.-... 

\ .. ~~::_;: 
•·::::) 

1 - Liaison · .:.~· 

"Sincerely :vo~s, · 
J:'! Edgar Ho0ver ·. 

\ 
\ 
\ 

'"-

·. 

NOTE: ·See ·D. J. Brennan, J;r-., Memo toW. c. Sullivan diited 9-12-68 
· .eaption~d "James Angleton, Chie~, Colinterintelligence staff; Central 
Intelligence Agency (CIA)," DJB:~lm. a. ifa.t:J...e..J., · 

. -(' ~ 

-·- -~~ 

~~~::ch_. :1!-WT:pld (4) , ~ t:;;:_· ···-~">-:·: .• ./ . -"', 
Casper ..,.,.,( - fl ,.,b 
Callahan-- 111111 ULED' ~- 14 -.~- " ~ . ~- ,.,r.V' 
Conrad wo. _ " !£1 • •; · r:; ~ ~ I • 1 1 -..;..-
Felt ' .It 

~~~:n ~ S £ P \~)968 , . ~~-~ 'lt'-''\:i ~- ~ . 
Sullivan __ . ~ • ~ ~.... ocv 

Tavel COMM·FBr " \ 

~:~~~e~oom _ e! n. ~~e c2J ~" ntt:t-/E_' .... \ 
Holmes W ;:;:1/ ,;)1 1 (}t' f.J U - · ~ V 
Gandy · • MA M hJ ..f'TB!SEfl!<E UN! 0 

:> --------------



- --- --------------------------------~~----~.-----~--~ ... f' 
OPTIONAl fORM NO. 10 . , 5010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION • . 

~~~"'_pi;i)oS~ ATES G . ~~NiVfENT • Assoc.Dir.~ 
1 - Mr • J. .u. Adams o~- U~m 
1 - Mr. T. J.. Jenkins Asst. ~~-~nv • • -

1 - Mr. D. W. Moore Ad '"· __._ 

(Attn: ~. 4. Boynton) comp.Syst._ 
~ \\.~,V · E><~. AHolrs _ 

TO"" _) Mr. W. R. Wannall\1" /~ DATE: 7 /31/J:S ~:~.·~:v~::.= 
-i.._

6 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall ld t 

V1 FROM , V 0 V 0 Kolo~t~~ .. . " . 1 - Mr o V o V o Kolombatjvic ~~ 
fV ' 4

- 1 -I _ b 
6 

Laboratory _ 

1 
SUBJECT : ·~~ J~ANGLETON b 7 C ~:~~~~:v~vol •• -

REQURST FOR PUBLIC .SOURCE Legal Coun.-
Telephone Rm • .:._ 

MATERIAL ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED" Director Sec'y-

HERE!N Ij) UN,PLASSIFI:El!.. , 1 1//.C-4:::_ V tpv~ 
DATE /0/:26tfi!l_ BY§ffg(fLr"./1~ 1' ,g, -..1 

_ ~ • C., ;t)-, 1r ._., fg ;;Lb 0~ ~n-v,::_ 

This recommen~s that public source materi , 1 relating_ 
to the Bureau's assessment of the hostile foreign intelligence 
threat and the importance of counterintelligence be supp=rcied · "\ ~: 
to Angleton. . d_,.,: ., 

" I 
I, 

Angleton is th~ former~·:-e£._, Counterintelligence ',.,...4'/ 
Staff, Central Intelligence Agenc (CIA~who for many years 
cooperated with the Bureau in co ecti~ith some of our most 
sensitive counterintelligence inve -~gations. He recently 
resigned from CIA as a result of the current publicity concerning 
CIA activities. 

Mr. Angleton telephonically contacted the Bureau 
on 7/24/75 and advised that he is still very much interested 
in the subject of counterintelligence and fully supports the 
position taken by Mr. Kelley and other Bureau officials as 
reported in the press concerning the importance of counter­
intelligence and the need for support of the FBI in fu~filling 
its responsibilities in this field. Angleton is continuing ' 11/ 
to do research co:p.cerning the importan£_~ .o,tJJr~OHfl'YefinyJ,li&el?-9~(0 ' :. 
and indicated he will do ev·erything heuaHJ.t&r~v~®rag~ 1:L ,._......-{) , 
support of the Bureau in fulfilling its counterintelligence~--- - / 
mission. He stated that it would be most helpful to lltmA3J 

7 
._. ·· 

he could be furnished copies of any public source materia~ •~. , 

that is readily available such as press releases, radio_ciif.~ :. • . __ "' 
TV transcripts, public testimony by Bureau officials, etc., · 
which address this topic. ;!? 

oh),t~ ~ /" 
Enclosures .,.-~ ~ {?.S~ !> ./ 

r-. LFS:lhb . ~ 
( 7) -=, \ . CONTINUED - OVER 

J r~ """\ 

~i SE.P 4 . \97b/_; .-/ . 



~ 
,, -

• • ~ ,_ .,. . 

··""' " " Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: James J. Angleton 

The attache<! material, all of a public nature, 
was made available by the External Affairs Division with 
which this has been coordinated. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

If approved, the attached material will be 
to Mr. Angleton. 

- 2 -
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Subject Date 

Clearance for Access to Cl~~ified 
Information re: James (NMN)-rAnglet-

,_ p :79"3 -v--· -~-
JUL 3 1980 ;-:> ~ 

_)9\y 

To 

Security Officer 
Federal Bureau of Invest~gation 

~ Director 
Se ri Programs Staff 
Justice Management Division 

By memorandum dated December 11, 1979, the law offices of 
Leonard, Cohen, Getti~gs and Sher requested a security 
clearance for James (NMN) ~gleton, a witness for the defense 
in the case of the· u.s. vs. Felt and Miller. Transmitted 
herewith is Mr. Angleton's security paperwork includi-p.g 3 
copies of a completed "Security Investigation Data for 
Sensitive Position." Standard Form 86, one copy of a signed 
"Authority to Release Information" Form MG-16, and one copy 
of a signed "Tax Check Waiver (Individual)" Form MG-17. 

·Mr. Angleton's paperwork for a name and fi-p.gerprint check 
has been forwarded to the appropriate Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) offices. 

In view of the urgent· need for clearance, is is requested 
that you conduct the appropriate full-field background 
investigation. If- additional FBI invesitgative files are 

b6 
b7C 

available, we would like to have them as· soon as possible so 
that we can see ·if they are adequate to support a deter- b

6 

mination for clearance. If such additional files are not b
7c 

available, then we would like to have the investigative 
reports as soon as they can be made avail~ble, rathl t~an~ 
waiti-p.g for the completion of the full-~/eld ~nv~t· '~~ ·, s~ . ~ ~ 
As you know; -very important 1i tl!i;t~ foa t'J,.r'l are eff!g' . . ,3 () j~ 
delayed pending this ~learance; therefore, it is requested ~·--
that you handle this as a high priority expedited request. 
To help expedite this request, we will accept short forme=== ~ 
reporting, unless derogatory information is uncovered. 

(j ~ ~ . . ' mi JIJl 15 1980 
~<JJ ·"i:-:>r~ ~f you will call Bernard A. Gattozzi (633-2325) when the 
.::. - ~~~ ~nformation is available, we will have it hand;;carried s0 sa -

L- .\ ~h . . 1 .=. _ ':~• "'\; ~~e at no t~me ~~ ost. . , 

~~~a-EJl$lf.'<J.A~ ~our assistance. 
-~~~._;:~u 

)' ~t\! 3' Attachments 

:J.?!:: I:J s ~uwv 2 s19~g __ 
~&:..~~'!~ 11 -t ~ /)- A.- , , :;--rG ·. ) 
~· t~~~~~ ~~~ 
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,. . .:. ~ 

AUTHORITY TO RELEASE INFORMATION 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

In connection- with the background investigation being 
conducted by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, I hereby 
authorize any Special Agent or other authorized represent­
ative of the Federal Bureau of Investigation bearing this 
re+ease, or copy thereof, within one year of its date, to 
obtain any information in your files pertaining to my em­
ployment, military, credit or educational records including, 
but. not limited to, academic, achievement, attendance, ath­
letic, personal history, and disciplinary records; medical 
records, and credit records. I hereby direct you to release 
such information upon request of the bearer. This release 
is executed with full knowledge and understanding that the 
information will be used in connection with the consider­
ation of my employment by the Department of Justice and 
will be disseminated only to those individuals or agencies 
directly involved in this determination or to fulfill other 
obligations imposed by law, regulation or presdential 
directive or executive order. I hereby release you, as the 
custodian of such records, and any school, college, univer­
sity, or other educational institution, hospital, or other 
repository of medical records, credit bureau, consumer report­
ing agency, or retail business establishment including its 
officers, employ·ees, ·or relat·ed pe·rs·onnel, both individually 
and collectively, from any and all liability for damages of 
whatever kind, which may at any time result to me, my heirs, 
family or associates because of compliance with this author­
ization and request to release information, or any attempt 
to comply with it. Should there be any question as to the 
validity of this release, you may contact me as indicated 
below. 

DOJ 

Full Name: 

Full Name 

Parent or Guardian: 
(If Required) 

Date: 

Current Address: 

Telephone Number: 

(Signature) 

JA-nt~ /-hove; '-G rPN' 

(Type or Print) 

v..-.. 

FORM AAG-l6 
JULY 1979 
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---~--· -,._ .. ....;-,__ ______ --· .. 

TAX CHECK WAIVER (INDIVIDUAL) 

I hereby authorize the Internal Revenue Service (pursuant to 
Internal Revenue Code g 6103(c) as amended) to provide the FEDERAL 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION with tax information, limited to the following: 

1. Whether I have filed returns with respect to Federal income 
taxes for the immediately preceding 3 years. If the tax 
check request is received by Internal Revenue Service after 
July 1st, then the three years referred to are: the year for 
which a return is requir~d to be filed prior to July 1 (with­
out reference to extensions); and, the immediately preceding 
two tax years. If the tax check request is received by 
Internal Revenue Service prior to July lst, then the three 
years referred to are the most recent three tax years avail­
able in the files of the Internal Revenue Service. Returns 

( 

delinquently filed subsequent to the date I have affixed to 
this authorization will be reported as such to the Requesting 
Agency. 

2. Whether I have failed to pay any tax within 10 days after 
notice and demand, or have been assessed any penalty under 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended, for negligence 
in the current year or immediately preceding 3 years. 

3. Whether I have been or am under investigation for possible 
criminal offenses under the internal revenue laws and the 
results of any such investigation. 

4. Whether I have been assessed any civil penalty under the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended, for fraud. 

5.· In the event of a response in the negative to subparagraph 1, 
or a response in the affirmative to subparagraph(s) 2, 3, or 
4 (herein referred to as an "adverse response"), I hereby 
authorize the Internal Revenue Service to provide to the 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION any additional tax infor­
mation pertaining to such adverse response. 

In orde.r for the Internal Revenue Service to locate my tax records, 
I am volunteering the following information: .• 

Name (Type or Print): J/rTrl~ lhYt; L-G:- ro/\1 Soc. Sec. No.: .:2.27-t.o -J.I7L 
Soc. Sec. No. of Husband (if married woman filing jointly): 
Current Address: (£. ~''r n . .Js~h-0 AAJ...t-vt, rod VA .2.2. "2.. o-, 
Name(s) and address(es) under which returns were filed: 

1978: ___ ~~~~~--------------------------------------------------19 7 7: '· ,, 
1976:--------~---,~,------------------------------------------~~-------------------

19 7 5: I ,, 

--------~--~--------------------------------------------------------------

DATE: .2..5" .f~ l'!~o TAXPAYER'S SIGNATURE: ____ ~--~--~~~-~~~~~-----------

FORM AAG-17 
8-79 



Standard Form. 86 
AUGUST 19S. 
U.S. CIVI~ SERVICE COMMISSION 
(F.P.M. CHAPTER 736) 

86-1~ 

SECURITY INVESTIGATION DATA 
FOR SENSITIVE POSITION 

CASE SERIAL NO. (CSC uae onlr) 

INSTRUCTIONS.-Prepare in triplicate, using a typewriter. Fill in all items. If the answer is "No" or "None," so state. If more space 
is needed for any item, continue under item 28. _ 

I. FULL NAME 

(Initials and 
abridgements of 
full name are 

not acceptabla. 
If no middle 
name, ahow 
"(NMN)"; if 
initials onl;y, 

(lAST NAME) 

ANGLETON 
(FIRST NAME) 

JAMES 
(MIDDLE NAME) 

(NMN) 
OTHER NAMES USED. (Maidan name, names by former .znarriagas, forzner names 
legally or otherwise. alia:.es, nicknames, etc. Specify which, and :.how dates 

7 

ahow "'(no Aiven 
or middla name)" COLOR COLOR 

EYES HAIR ., 
6'1' BR 

OF BIRTH OF SPOUSE OR FORMER SPOUSE. INCLUDE 

b6 
b7C 

DENCE. (If actual place3 of diller from the znailing address~•. furnish and idantifr both Ballin with preaant 
. 1931. Continue under item :18 on other aide if neceasar)".) 

FROM 

Jan. 1937 
Sept. 1938 
Sept. 1941 

1943 
1941 
1947 
1948 
1950(?) 

9. 

XJ U.S. CITIZEN 

ALIEN 

~ ·~ <, : · , NUMBERANDSTREET CITY STATE 

Sept. 1938 Milan I:t;aJ_y_ 
July 1941 Yale University -..____, New Haven, ~~9Jl:V.....~ 
Early 1943 Harvard Law School '---.,cambridge, IJ.Iass. 

·--~__._,_ '·· (60 Brattle St. Cambridge, Mass.) ' 
1947 ~U.S. Army.· U.S.,/_En;I}a-Qd/Italy/F~~-~c 
1946(?) Parent's residence San Carlos Hotel~NYC, NY. 
1948 212 Prince Street, .-,~Alexandria VA;-
1950 601 South Lee Street _ "Alexandria, -VA. 

Pr:=~:_nt -- -;.-- -4-0-J,.~ 33rG fd. _ ___ ____ ""' Arlj,.~~ 

ALIEN REGISTRATION NO. DATE. PLACE. AND COURT 

PETITION NO. 

NATIVE COUNTRY DATE AND PORT OF ENTRY 

10. EDUCATION. (All 3chools above elemantar;y.) 

NAME OF SCHOOL ADDRESS , FROM (Year) 

//M~lvern Collegetl Malvern WL'\c~'. England 1933 
Jll#tif>H $01:/oOl.-- <J ~tf Sa./ko~ 
~ .¥ale University New Haven, Conn. 1938 

't H_~rvard Law School, Cambridge, MASS. --~-~41 

II. THIS SPACE FOR FBI USE. '(See also item :19.) 

TO (Y...,r) DEGREES 

1936 

1941 B.A. 

Early 1943(Drafted) 

Army : 



26a. REFERENCES. 

NAME IN FULL 

Retired 
Retired 

YEARS KNOWN 

28 
37 

26b. CLOSE PERSONAL ASSOCIATES. (Name three persons, such as friends, schoolmates or colleagues, who know you well.) 
12b6 

b7C 

27. 

NAME IN FULL HOME ADDRESS BUSINESS ADDRESS YEARS KNOWN 

25 
37 
23 

SUBJECT OF A FULL FIELD OR BACKGROUND PERSONAL INVESTIGATION BY ANY AGENCY OF THE 
is "Yes," show in item 28, (I) the name of the investigating agency (2) the approximate 

28. s::;;,~~~~~~~~~~~~)ING S~~ERl~O '01E6 QUi
7
10NS. (SDh'?w itemtnumbera to which an~wer.o apply. A~tach a ~eparate aheet if there ia not 

·. , , . 1rec or, Central Intell1gence Agency i-n-
fo:med me 1n De~ember, 1974 he desired to replace me, my Deputy and 
Ch1ef of Operat1ons. He offeredme alternative work. Under the circum­
stances I chose to retire. Director was Mr. William E. Colby. 

SEE 27 - 1) CIA 2) Various Times 3) Top Secret Etc. 

29. REPORT OF INFORMATION DEVELOPED. (Thia ~pace re•erved for FBI uae.} DATE: 

.. ----~-="'-- ~ ----------~~ ---~- -~~-~ -- -----wi--1· 

Before signing this form check back over it to make sure you have answered all questions fully and correctly. 
CERTIFICATION 

I CERTIFY that the statements made by me on this form are true, complete, and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, and are made in good faith.· 

False statement on this form 
Is punishable by law. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO AGENCY: See Federal Personnel Manual Chapter 736 and FPM Supplement 296-31, Appendix A, for details 
on when this form is required and how it is used. If this is a request for investigation before appointment, insert "APPL" in the 
space for Date of Appointment and show information about the proposed appointment in the other spaces for appointment data. 
The original and the first carbon copy should be signed by the applicant or appointee. Submit the original and the umigned 
carbon copy of the form, Standard Form 87 (Fingerprint Chart), and any investigative information about the person received on 
voucher forms or otherwise, to the United States Civil Service Commission, Bureau of Personnel Investigations, Washington, D.C., 
20415. If this is a request for full field security investigation, submit these forms to the attention of the Division of Reimbursable In­
vestigations; if this is a request for preappointment national agency checks, submit these forms to the attention of the Control Section. 

RETAIN THE CARBON COPY OF STANDARD FORM 86 (SIGNED BY THE APPLICANT OR APPOINTEE) FOR YOUR FILES 

DATE OF APPOINTMENT 

DEPARTMENT OR AGENCY 

TYPE OF APPOINTMENT 

0 EXCEPTED 

0 COMPETITIVE. (Include indefinite and tem­
porary type~ of competitive appoint menta.} 

DUTY STATION 

THIS Is A SENSITIVE PosiTION 

CIVIL SERVICE REGULATION NUMBER OR TITLE OF POSITION AND GRADE OR 
OTHER APPOINTMENT AUTHORITY SALARY 

SEND RESULTS OF PREAPPOINTMENT CHECK TO: 



-;. 

HAVE YOU EVER HAD A NERVOUS BREAKDOWN OR HAVE YOU EVER HAD MEDICAL TRo/MENT F9'R A MENJAifCONDITION? 0 YES ~0. 
(II ;your anawer ia "Yea," Aive details in i teaz :18.) { _ s ~ ,:;;:; f:J ~ ( • - ~ (/ 

/·--~----------------~--~--~----------------------------· 211. FOREIGN COUNTRIES VISITED (SINCE 1930). (Exclusive of militar;y service.) 

COUNTRY DATE LEFT U.S.A. DATE RETURNED U.S.A. PURPOSE 

England, Italy, Germany, Holland) 1933 ·- 1938 
Hungry, Czec~oslovakia, France T 

Education 

Israel, South Africa, Italy- Dec., 1978- Jan., 1979 Social 

21. ARE YOU NOW, OR HAVE YOU EVER BEEN, A MEMBER OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY. U.S.A.. OR ANY COMMUNIST OR FASCIST ORGANIZATION? 0 YES l9 NO. 

22. ARE YOU NOW OR HAVE YOU EVER BEEN A MEMBER OF ANY FOREIGN OR DOMESTIC ORGANIZATION. ASSOCIATION. MOVEMENT. GROUP. OR COMBINATION OF 
PERSONS WHICH IS TOTALITARIAN, FASCIST. COMMUNIST. OR SUBVERSIVE. OR WHICH HAS ADOPTED. OR SHOWS. A POLICY OF ADVOCATING OR APPROVING THE 
COMMISSION OF ACTS OF FORCE OR VIOLENCE TO DENY OTHER PERSONS THEIR RIGHTS UNDER THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. OR WHICH SEEKS 
TO ALTER THE FORM OF GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES BY UNCONSTITUTIONAL MEANS? 0 YES XJ NO. 

Z3. IF YOUR ANSWER TO QUESTION 21 OR 22 ABOVE IS '"YES.'" STATE THE NAMES OF ALL SUCH ORGANIZATIONS. ASSOCIATIONS. MOVEMENTS: GROUPS. OR COM­
BINATIONS OF PERSONS AND DATES OF MEMBERSHIP. IN ITEM"28 OR ON A SEPARATE SHEET TO BE ATTACHED TO AND MADE A PART OF THIS FORM. GIVE COM· 
PLETE DETAILS OF YOUR ACTIVITIES THEREIN AND MAKE ANY EXPLANATION YOU DESIRE REGARDING YOUR MEMBERSHIP OR ACTIVITIES. 

NAME IN FULL ADDRESS FROM TO OFFICE HELD 

~---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~1 ~ 24. MEMBERSHIP IN OTHER ORGANIZATIONS. (List all orjfani:utions in which you are now a member or have been a member, except those which show 
reliAious or political aililiations.) (II none, so state.) . 

NMl E IN FULL 

Boy Scouts 
ADDRESS 

Accuracy in Media Wash.; D.C. 
Security and Intelligence Fund 

TYPE FROM 

1977 
499 South Capitol 
Washington, D.C. 

Veterans of OSS 110 East 59th St. ? 
Suite 10008 NYC., N.Y. 10022 

TO OFFICE HELD 

NONE 
Present NONE 

St. 197~~~P~e~ent 

Present NONE 

Chrrnn. 

25. RELATIVES. (Parents, spouse, divorced spouse, children, brothers, and sisters, IivinA or dead. Name of spouse should include maiden name and 
an;y other names by previous maTTiajfe. II penon is dead, state "dead" alter relationship and furnish information lor other columns as of time 
of death.) 

YEAR OF COUNTRY OF PRESENT 
RELATION NAME IN FULL BIRTH ADDRESS BIRTH CITIZENSHIP 

Father(Dead) James Hugh Angleton 5 Dec.l888 31 Crescent Rim USA USA 
< Drive, Bo~sie,ID. 83706 

Mothe~~Carrnen Mercedes Anqleton 9 Mav 1898 SAME AS ABOVE Mexico USA b6 
7C 

• 



14 .. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN DISCHARGED FROM THE ARMED FORCES UNDER OTHER THAN HONORABLE CONDITIONS? 0 YES ~NO. 
(If answer ia "Yes," give details in item :J8.) 

15. EMPLOYMENT. (List ALL employment dates starting with your present employment. Give both month and year for all dates. Show ALL dates 
and addresses when unemployed. Give name under which employed if diHerent from name now used.) 

TO 

1943 - Dec. 

NAME OF EMPLOYER (Firm or agency) 
AND SUPERVISOR (Full name, if known) 

ADDRESS 
(Where employed) 

~. 
19~ ,_.<oss, ssu, 

"Jf' CIG, CIA) 
Office of Strategic Services 
Strategic Servi6es :Uhit . . 
Central Intelligence Group 
Central Intelligence Agency 

16. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN DISCHARGED (FIRED) FROM EMPLOYMENT FOR ANY REASON? 0 YES XN!o. 

TYPE OF WORK 

I.!).telligence 

• ,, 

REASON FOR LEAVING 

Retirement 
after an 
offer for 
other assig 
ment 

17. HAVE YOU EVER RESIGNED (QUrn AFTER BEING INFORMED THAT YOUR EMPLOYER INTENDED TO DISCHARGE (FIRE) YOU FOR ANY REASON? 0 YES 0 NO. 
(If your answer to 16 or 17 above is "Yes" give details in item :J8. Show the name and address of employer, approximate date, and reasons in 
each ca•e. Thia information ahould agree with the atatemt>nts made in item _IS-EMPLOYMENT.) 

SEE ITEM 28 
18. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN ARRESTED, TAKEN INTO CUSTODY, HaD FOR INVESTIGATION OR QUESTIONING. OR CHARGED BY ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY? 
(You may omit: (1) Traf1ic viola tiona for which you paid a lint> of $30 or leaa; and (:J) anything that happened before your 16th birthday. All other 
incident• must be included, eren though they were diamiaaed or you merely forfeited collateral.) ID YES 0 NO. 

IF YOUR ANSWER IS "YES," GIVE FULL DETAILS BaOW: 

DATE CHARGE PLACE 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 

AUTHORITY ACTION TAKEN. 

07/09/76 Reckless Drivi~g Arlington, Virginia Traffic Court( Arl(~A. 



l f 

\ 

-;;-.J-.. 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

( 

~ ,,_. 2":..-
c ' 

-1' ~ 
;,.- ' •" .... Exec AD lnv, _ 

Exec AD Adlti. _ 

UNITED STATES DEPAk1'MENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Exec AD LES _ 

Asst. Dir.: 

TO =I lv~k DATE: 7/9/80 

Adm. Servs. _ 
Crim.lnv._ 
ldent. __ 
lnteJI. __ 

b 6 Laboratory _ 
b 7 C Legal Coun. _ 

Plan. & Insp. _ 
Rec.Mgnt._ 
Tech. Servs. _ 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

r; ,£1 •• ~.(qrf ~#~/Ycf..-/<f;.~:tt~r,s. 011. _ 
/ ~ "{'/tr'f'• { • Telephone Rm. _ 

Sf 1 fY.,&(' J ~ If.,...~ Director's Sec'y _ 

ad IJ!£J, ~R . ~nJ~f6~ufA1fin 1 ._,.;::- -SECURITY CL~~RANCE FOR 
JAMES (NMN)t-\"ANGLETON 
~'" -~,.-..,~"""'"'""-

..... ):{fi'N-FoR'~'rl c: n·tED 

DATE ~~ 
RERE:f'N 1],YJJP''B;_2/Lthl#/foi: 

Reference is made to memoran um from D. Jerry 
Rubino, Dirlctnr. :ecnrjtv Programs Staff, Department of 
Justice, to_ ~ !security Officer, FBI, dated 
7/3/80, captioned Clearance for Access to Classified 
Information re: James (NMN) Angleton." 

PURPOSE: To request a background investigation be conducted 
on captioned individual. 

RECOMMENDATION: That the Security and Space Management Unit 
(SSMU) initiate a background investigation 

of James (NMN) Angleton and furnish the results to the 
Classification Training, Review and Clearances (CTRC) Unit. 

APPROVED: A~m. Serv.-==: legal Coun. 
Cnm. lnv. . Plan. & Insp.---

Director~--
Exec. AD-Inv. 1 l8 nt. 
Exec. AD·Adm-:--- l"I<:JII. --­
t:xec. AD·LES - Laboratory_ 

Rec. Mgnt. 
Tech. Serv-s.--­
Training 
PIJbfic A;;-ffs-. 0:::-:f:-::-f. --

DETAILS: On 7/3/80, Mr. D. Jerry Rubino, Department of 
Justice (DOJ) Security Officer, granted authority 

to conduct a full-field background investigation on 
James Angleton who needs a security clearance in order to ha 
access to classified national security informatio~~ 

b6 
• ·b7C 

Enclosures (5) 7 1')~/3 
I ""* ~~~.~L~~---j 

E dUL 15 1980 b6 
b7C 

~"' 

FBI/DOJ 



" ' 111 ... + ... 

Memorandum from 
~------~----------------~ Re: Security Clearance for 

James (N!rN) Angleton 

Mr. Angleton is a witness in the case of the 
u.s. vs Felt .and Miller. To obtain such a clearance, 
a background investigation must be conducted and the 
results furnished to the DOJ. The SSMU, Printing and 

b6 
b7C 

Space Management Unit, Administrative Services Division, 
will handle the necessary correspondence with field offices 
and furnish the results to the CTRC Unit for transmittal 
to DOJ. 

It is to be noted that this investigation is 
to be handled as a high priority expedited request, 
since litigative matters are being delayed pending 
this investigation. Field Offices are to be instructed 
to send results of investigation in a teletype summary 
and to have investigation completed no later than 7/31/80. 

Attached for your convenience are three 
Security Investigation Data for Sensitive Position 
(SF-86s), one copy of Authority to Release Information 
(AAG-16), and one copy of Tax Check Waiver (Individual) 
(AAG-17). Please note that a Privacy acknowledgment 
has not been completed by Mr. Angleton, Please have 
appropriate field office contact Mr. Angleton in order 
to complete this form. 

Return completed investigat~on to FBI 
Headquarters Clearance Office, Room 5434B. 

- 2 -



-

... .. .... •' 

ff:DERA,l l:lUtii:Au Of fNVESHGL\TfON "' ~ ., 
COfli1r.w~~~GA TlO~JS SECT I Oi-l 

Tr_ansmit attached by Facsimile· UNCLAS . ·- .. ,,. f:1..,- -:_·· Precedence 

''"' 1 ., ,.t:.{}~~ I 
- :,. ~.'" ~ "v '1f/J.; j&o 

Date: '1/ /1 

ROU'JliNE 

To: SAC, SL 

From: DIRECTOR, FBI ( 7 7-) _.-
1 

/ / 

Subject: JAMES (NMN) (I~GLETON i:?JI(!ft ft 3 
NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 
(NCPI) 

Time: Transmitted - J ~\ IJ () (J M 

Initials • P (!..$ 

0 Fingerprint Photo 0 Fingerprint Record 0 Map 0 Newspaper clipping D Photograph 

0 Artists Conception ~Other SF-86 and FD-406 

Special handling instructions: 

fc~u16.l-, 7/t~>j8o. 

57 JUL 311980_, 

b6 
·~ b7C 



f -t - ' . ~~ St..nnl_\t~r<l ;rorzv: 86 
~ .. ''-'• 

AUCJ.Jj::;,..l~ 1~ -~ • SECURIT'( INVESTIGATION DAT~ 
U.S. CIVIL SERVICE. COMMISSION 

FOR SENSITIVE POSITION .-(r.r.M. om;-u m~ • 
1&-106 ... "· < 

INSTRUCTIONS.-Prepare in triplicate, using a typewriter. Fill in all items. If the answer is "No" or "None," so state. If more spa~e 

is needed for any item, continue under item 28. 

I. FULL NAME {LAST NAME) (FIRST NAME) (MIDDLE NAME> 2. DATE_OE,.Ill8Jtl .. ~~ 
(Initials and ANGLETON JAMES (N.MN) . }}' DEC. .19""1 7 

abridgement3 of 
lull name arc OTHER NAMES USED. (Maiden name, name3 by former marriaAe3, forrner namea chan~ed 3. PLACE OF BIRTH ) 

not accoptablo. leAally or othorwiso. aliaac.s, nicknames, etc. Specify which, and show date• u•od. 
If no zniddlo 

Bo1.se, Idaho 
name, •how 

-- -

"(NMN)"; if 
...-- ...i.KJ MALE..Q FEMALE 

initial• only, 
•how ,..(no ~iven 

5. HEIGHT WEIGHT COLOR COLOR 

or middle namo)" 
EYES HAIR 

6'1' 160 BR GR. 

6. OSINGLE 7. IF MARRIED. WIDOWED. OR DIVORCED. GIVE FULL NAME AND DATE AND PLACE OF BIRTH OF SPOUSE OR FORMER SPOUSE. INCLUD 

){X MARRIED 
~,FE'S MAIDE~1.NAM~;, GIV~-~ATE 1~ND PLACE OF MARRIAGE OR DIVORCE. 

• • ·~ ;nn rA lA• 'n all oreriou• marrial1o• and diror~o.) 

OWIDOW(ER) l 0 DIVORCED 

8. DATES AND PLACES OF RESIDENCE. til actual place~ of rea,·donco diRer from tho mailin~ addreaaoa, lurni•h and identify both &toJ1tn wtt pre•on 

and jjo back to January J. 1937. ontinuo under itoz:a :JB on other aide if nccea.sary.) .. b6 
FROM TO NUMBER AND STREET CITY STATE b7C 

Jan. 1937 Sept. 1938 Milan It~-. 

Sept. 1938 July 1941 Yale University New Haven, Conn. 
..-= ...... 

Sept. 1941 Early 1943 Harvard Law School Cambridge, Hass. 
= 

( 60 Brattle St. Cambridge, Mass.) - ~ 

1943 1947 u.s. Army U.S.,Q;;Dgland/Italy/~an 
1941 1946(?) Parent's residepce San Carlos Hotel, NYC, NY. 

1947 1948 212 Prince Street, Alexandria VA.-"' -

1948 1950 60'1 South Lee Street Alexandria, VA. 

1950(?) Present 4814 N. 33rd Rd. Arlington, VA. 
"-. -=:-.---~-~-~-~"""" .=. -::..· - .. ~ :;- ,----,._-~-=-.;::..c:---::::.:-~::::=:.t:. ~~"-.-._ _;:;,~----:~--:<-.-..:~ ~- ... - - ~:";P" . 

--:."~:--:_ ----~:-~;:;oli -
9. XXaY BIRTH 0 NATURALIZED ALIEN REGISTRATJON NO.• DATE. PLACE. AND COURT 

:&J U.S. CITIZEN 
CERT. NO. PETITION NO. - -

0 DERIVED·PARENTS CERT. NO(S). 

OALIEN REGISTRATION NO. I NATIVE COUNTRY I DATE AND PORT OF E!'ITRY 

10. EDUCATION. (All achoola above oleznont&ry.) 

NAME OF SCHOOL ADDRESS FROM (Year) TO (Yoar) DEGREES 

Malvern College, Malvern Worcs. England 1933 1936 

Yale University New Haven, Conn. 1938 1941 B.A. 

Harvard Law School, ~ambridge, MASS. 1941 Early 1943(Drafted) 

; 

II. THIS SPACE FOR FBI USE. (S<><> al•o itorn :19.) 12. SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER 2.2.:Z ;o6 0.;.21 7.2 -
13. MILITARY SERVICE (P•.t or pre•ont) I 

SERIAL HO. Bpj.~.a;lrERVICf (11 no~ve IJrade or ratinll FROM (Yr.) TO (Yr.) 
at •cpara tion) (Army, • vy, ·r Force, otc.) 

r-J/'} I ~~ fd>.~t;;;:;'~ ~ .,./1 U/ 1943 1947 0 - • - ,. ~ <"~ 

/ I .- ' (./ 1./rr.w~/ f 



, 

J.<. HA~£YOU E\OER BEEN.DISCHARGED F 
, (II an.rrer i•.!'Yo•," tire dota.il• 

ARMED FORCES UNDCR OTHER THAN 
:18.) . •• • • • •• • ·-- , • . • 

15. EMPLOYMENT. (Liot .ALL omployrnont dA/eo oiArtinl with your prooont employ mont. Give both month And yeor lor oil d•teo . 
.. nd •ddro••e• -whon unornplo;od. a; ... naD'Ie under which ernplo;ed if dillcront from n.-me now u.od.) 

FROM 

1943 

TO 
NAME OF EMPLOYER (Firm or Alrmc;r) 
AND SUPERVISOR (Full name, i/ltno,..n) 

Dec. 1974 

ADDRESS 
(Where employee/) 

------------------------~=--------------------

16. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN DISCHARGED (FIRED) FROM EMPLOYMENT FOR ANY REASON? 0 YES l[»lo. 

I 

17. HAVE YOU EVER RESIGNED (QUil) AFTER BEING INFORMED THAT YOUR EMPLOYER INTENDED TO DISCHARGE (FIRE) YOU FOR ANY REASON? 0 YES 0 NO. 
(II your anawor to 16 or 17 •bo..-o i• u y o•,. ~ivo detail• ~·n i/o01 ~B. Show tho name And •ddrea• of employer, approximate dA.to. and rcu1aona ~·n 
eACh c.Aoo. Thio inform~ lion ohoulcl Alroo ..,.ith tho .tatoa.onlo rnada in item 15-EMI'LOYMENT. ) 

SEE ITEM 28 
18. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN ARRESTED. TAKEN INTO CUSTODY. HELD FOR INVESTIGATION OR QUESTIONING. OR CHARGED BY ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT AliTHORITY? 
(You may omit: (1) Tr&l1ic Tiol•liono for which you peid" fino of 130 or To .. ; .. nd (:1) •nythinl that h•pp.nod boforo your 16th birthdAy. All otl•;r 
incidont~ n1uat bo included, oren t~ou~h thar wcr& di•rni~acl or J'OU merely forloitod colla tcr•l. ) l{J YESJ 0 NO. . . 

IF YOUR ANSWER IS ""YES."" GIVE FULL DETAILS BELOW: 

DATE CHARGE PLACE 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 

AUTHORITY ACfiON T AKEH 

07/09/76 Reckless Dri vi!lg Arli!lgton, _vi;r-g.ipia Traffic Court, Arl, VA. 

' 



•;, ,...:-.,;_.c-&---.----------------------:------------=--·--·-· 
1!1'. HAVE Yf~}J EVER H.A9. A NE.~VOUS.~KDOV.:N OR HAV~ YOU EVE~ HAD MEDICAL TREATM.OR A MENTAL CONDITION? 0 YES Q:No. 

"""(II rour an•wor •• Ye•, ,,.,, • 1n 1tem 28 .) 
., .. . . . . . 

20. FOREIGN COUNTRIES VISITED (SINCE 19~). (E•c/uaire of militu:r oerrico.) 

COUNTRY DATE LEFT U.S.A. 

England, Italy, ~-ny, Holl.and~), 
Hungry:, Czechoslo;vakia I F~~"e r 
"C::::. -= -.: ~-~ 

Israel, South Africa, Italy- Dec., _... 

DATE RETURNED U.S.A. 

1933 - 1938 

1978- Jan., 1979 

PURPOSE 

Educ~tion 

Social 

·21. ARE YOU NOW. OR HAVE YOU EVER BEEN. A MEMBER OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY. U.S.A .. OR ANY COMMUNIST OR FASCIST ORGANIZATION? 0 YES l9 Nl 

22. ARE YOU NOW OR HAVE YOU EVER BEEN A MEMBER OF ANY FOREIGN OR DOMESTIC ORGANIZATION. ASSOCIATION. MOVEMENT. GROUP. OR COMBINATION 
PERSONS WHICH IS TOTALITARIAN. FASCIST. COMMUNIST. OR SUBVERSIVE. OR WHICH HAS ADOPTED. OR SHOWS. A POliCY OF ADVOCATING OR APPROVING T 
COMMISSION OF ACTS OF FORCE OR VIOLENCE TO DENY OTHER PERSONS THEIR RIGHTS UNDER THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. OR WHICH SEE 
TO ALTER THE FORM OF GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES BY UNCONSTITUTIONAL MEANS? 0 YES~ NO. 

ZJ. IF YOUR ANSWER TO QUESTION 21 OR 22 ABOVE IS "YES." STATE THE NAMES OF ALL SUCH ORGANIZATIONS. ASSOCIATIONS. MOVEMENTS. GROUPS. OR CO 
BINATIONS OF PERSONS AND DATES OF MEMBERSHIP. IN ITEM 28 OR ON A SEPARATE SHEET TO BE ATIACHED TO AND MADE A PART OF THIS FORM . GIVE CO 
PLETE DETAILS OF YOUR ACTIVITIES THEREIN AND MAKE ANY EXPLANATION YOU DESIRE REGARDING YOUR MEMBERSHIP OR ACTIVITIES. 

NAME.IN FULL ADDRESS FROM TO OFFICE HELD 

24. MEMBERSHIP IN OTHER ORGANIZATIONS. (Liat a// or/lani .. tiona in which :rou are now a member or have boon a member. e•copt thoae which ah< 
reli,ioua or politiUJJ aHiliationa.) (II none, ao alate.) ' 

NAME IN FULL ADDRESS TYPE FROM TO OFFICE HELD 

Scouts -- -- - NONE Boy 
Accuracy in Media Wash. , D.C. 1977 Present NONE 
Security and Intelligence Fund 499 South Capitol St. 1977:~ .Present Chrrm 

Washington, .D.C. = veterans of ass 110 East 59th St. -= ? Present NONE 
Suite 10008 NYC. I N.Y. 10022 - -

25. RELATIVES. (1'1uenta, apouae, di.,orced apou3e, children, brother•. and aiatera, Jiv,·nA or dtJad. Name of epouae ahould include maiden name a . 
anr other name" br previoua cnarria~e. If por•on ia dead. state "dead'' alter rolationahip and lurniah inform11tion lor other column• •• of tir. 
of death.) 

YEAR OF . COUNTRY OF PRESENT 
RELATION NAME IN FULL BIRTH ADDRESS BIRTH CITIZENSH ---

Father(Dead) James Hugh Angleton 5 Dec.l888 31 Crescent Rim USA USA 
Drive, Boisle,ID. 83706 

MorhPr • : C'r~rmP.n Mercedes Analeton 9 May 1898 SAME AS ABOVE Mexico USA 

b6 
b7 C 



I 
' I 
i 
' 

'20.. A(f~RiNcrs..-:-(t.'•~n• llu~• p.-,•ona, not ,.J.ti.-••..or-•rnplor•'~• ,.,ho ... te AM'ArtLDI-J·our .qu•hhc•tlona And ../Jlntsa.) ____ _ 

'N'AM~ IN FulL :· ADDRESS ',. :-~: '•: :: •<L" , ADDRESS YEARS KNOWN 

Retired. : : '. 28 

Retired 37 
I'_:,·., .: ; 

12 
26b. CLOSE PERSONAL ASSOCIATES. (N•rne three penon•, ouch •• friendo, ochoolrn•leo or colle•lue•, who .I! now you well.) 

BUSINESS ADDRESS YEARS KNOWN 

25 
37 
23 

1:1. TO YOUR KNOWLEDGE. 
FEDERAL GOVERNMENTI 
d.te of in,.c3 lion. • 

EVER BEEN THE SUBJECT OF A FULL FJELD OR BACKGROUND PERSONAL INVESTIGATION BY ANY AGENCY OF THE 
0 NO. (If rour .n.-cr ia ''Yea:• •how in item ,3, (I) the n•me of the inrr:•li~•tinl•Jcncr (1) the •pprozirn•l• 
e lorol of •ocuritr clearance if A now 

211. SPACE FOR CONTINUING ANSWERS TO "OTHI'"R Ollf'STIONS 1.<::>-~- ••~~ -··-'--·• •- - a.:.J. 
---•- A••--L - ....... -.-.~- ...... , if lh•t• i• not 

~~~J-~·. 

.· 

.. -
-

---.. -- . 

.. 

Before signing this form check back over it to make sure you have an~wered all questions fully and correctly. 

CERTIFICATION 

I C.ERTIP'Y that the statements made by m~ on this form arc true, complete, snd correct to the best of my lcnowlcdgc and 

bclic:f, and arc made in good faith.· 

f'.t ... •'---f•rn-ent on thh fonn 
h punhh•bl• by I••· (DATEJ (SIGNATURE-Sijln orijlinal•nd For•t c•rbon GOp:T) 

·, INFORMATION TO BE FURNISHED BY AGENCY 

-
INSTRUCTIONS TO . .AGENCY: ~e Federal Personnei Manual Chapter 736 and FPM Supplc:ment 296-31, App.-ndix A, for dc:uils 
on when rhis form is required and ho-w it is used. I( rhis is a requesr (or invntigation bc:fore ap~oinrment, in~c:rt ''APPL''In the: 
space for Date: of Appointment and sho-w information about the propoud appointmc:nt in rhe ot er spaces for appointm<"nt ?ata. 
The: on"ginal and rhc fint carbon copy should _be sig':'c:d by the ap~licant. or appo!nre~. Sub~ it the: on"ginal and the '~"J'ud 
carbon copy of the form, Standard Form 87 (Fonger)nnt Chan), an any rnvc:sogaove rnforma11on about the person ren:rv on 
voucher forms or otherwise, to the United Sratc:s Civi Sc:rvice Commission, Bureau of Pc:rsonncl Investigations, \X'ashington, D.C., 
204 I 5. If rhis is a rc:quesr for full field security investigation, submir thc:sc: forms to the: a trent ion of the Division of Rcimburuble In· 
vestigations; if this is a requ"c:st for prc:appointment national agency checks, submit these forms to the: atlention of the: Conrrol ~ion. 

RETAIN THE CARBON COPY or STANDARD FORM 8li (SIGNED: BY THE APPLICANT OR APPOINTEE) FOR YOUR FILES 

DATE Of APPOINTMENT TYPE OF APPOINTMENT CIVIL SERVICE REGULATION NUMBER OR TITLE OF POSITION AND GRADE OR 

0 EXCEPTED 
; 011-IER APPOINTMENT AUDiORITY SALARY 

: 

0 COMPETITIVE. (Include ,·ndclinitc .nd te01-
porlfjrr trpo• of cornp-etitiro 1/jppointcnent•.) 

. 

DEPARTMENT OR AGENCY DUTY STATION SEND RESULTS OF PR£APPOINTMEHT CHECK TO: 

• 
: . 

Tm11 Is A SENSITIVE PosrnoJf ' 

(51GNATUR( AHD TITU OF AlfTHORIZr "<;U+CY OfTICI .. L) 

' 

b6 
b7C 

l 



To: SAC, LA Date: 

From: DIRECTOR, FBI (77-} Time: 

Subject: JAMES (NMN) i®GLETON ,£1/cJ I; 3 
NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 
(NCPI) 

ROUTINE 
Precedence -----

I 
'lj!ljso 1rJ 
Transmitte~ / 0"2~L 

Initials- ct-/l_.,S' 

D Fingerprint Photo D Fingerprint Record D Map D Newspaper clipping D Photograph 

D Artists Conception [29 Other SF-86 and FD 406 

Special handling instructions:' 

l{e ~u re::l, 7 /1~(8' r; • 

57 JUL 311980 

j 

·-;: 



>' FD·44'S (Rev, ~-18·78) ·- -~.,..· .. .. 
"'· 

1 -,1 f//, I 
To: 

From: 

Subject: 

SAC, DE 

• e 

DIRECTOR, FBI (77-) - , I 1'2.. 
JAMES (NMN) &-GDETON ;:hfJi /, J 
NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 
(NCPI) 

,i{l'/ - !I· 

ROUT~NE • 
Precedence 

-1t; 
oa':J/ 1/n /~tJ 

1 ?D120 
Time: Transmitted • 7 ~ 

•' 

Initials • ._;f/1) L/ 

0 Fingerprint Photo 0 Fingerprint Record 0 Map 0 Newspaper clipping O Photograph 

0 Artists Conception c::J Other SF-86 and FD-406 

Special handling instructions: 

o;/1 

'j ~.,iit ,. 
~ ·~ 

I 

.... 



Transmit attached by Facsimile· U NCL/\$. 1;) 1980 Precedence 
ROUTINE 

. o:i.IJ '1/11/'>to 
From: DIRECTOR, FBI (77-) .::t;;/(!1. /, 2 Time: Transmitted- q~f"-
Subject: JAMES (NMN) ~GLETON (?1l 

1 
.. 1 §I .o 

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION mt•a s • 1't t::.J 

(NCPI)~ ~ 
0 Fingerprint Photo 0 Fingerprint Record 0 Map D Newspaper clipping 0 Photogra(/y ~.~. :·' 

:( ~~ 
0 Artists Conception ~ Othf~-;;s:;; ,ffuD-406 
Spodol h"dHog '"'"'"''"" ·.Qyp j rdc&tlffigp 

/(6&,1£t. rbja'b~t~~::iJo1crt~rPJG) 3 q~~c,~ ~ 
o~~:r(;p 1 D'<~ 7- ~ 'ff(; 

SA ~~C~~~\) b7c 
~sg!.! \j\.. ~.-\. \S *i 
6 J ~ ~ FBI/DOJ 

~--

To: SAC, BS 



... 

-

· r . f 
' ~ ' 

.. JJ!l'·" • 

(YJ1 'f) - FW~RAL ~Ur~~>·::! t!r~lf~V~~~mGt·TI~JH 
:\ -;{fJfttittt1'nt;AII01% ~ELI IUd 
~Transmit attached by Facsimile- UNvL.AS ~ . Precedence ROUTINE 

\ q ; L 1 :: '"1°'~0 J ~ ~v ~ vU 

1 .. ~t.. SAC' NH "Jf.'!! 7 Ill It b 

~~F,om• DIRECTOR, FBI (77-) l
3 

nmO, T••••mluod- f( ·. rJ p-m 

~ ~'::)...Subject: JAMES (NMN) ~GLETON li/iJ/, I 
~ ~~ ~ ~ NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 

~ E ~ ~} ' (NCPI) 
~tf)>t ':):: 
Z ~ lXI ~ 0 Fingerprint Photo 0 Fingerprint Record 0 Map 

~~~ ... i D A C rX1 o h SF-86 and FD-406 ;i :;:, ""3:... rtists onception c:.r t er ~:::._~~~L..:!::~~!.!L.-----

~rn~ ~ h-.({7: 

~ i-~ ~=~&~;;/';";;;;~;~ •, 71-J~..( -~~£1 
,. ~ fXl Cl: " , I~ I . NoT Re:coRo~.D ... 

~ ~ . I 
~tlt: 6 JUL 21 1980 . b6 ~ .. SA] :0: b7C - _j 1!::::::e:::!±..7. ( ...... • ·~ 

~eprqve:'d·l ~ /i.JW 
~ Unl~·chidf, SSMU 
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FD-448 (Rev. !?i"-1.8:78) I 
Precedence ROUTINE 

/z~11 
Date: ~~~~~~~-v · 

·I /3 . . v~~ From: DIRECTOR, FBI (77-) &/6/t ~ T1me: Tronsm1tted- /~{_. 

Subject: JAMES {NMN} t!1GLETON -T-J< 
NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION Initials- .£;, '.:J 

To: ADIC, NY 

(NCPI) 

0 Fingerprint Photo 0 Fingerprint Record 0 Map - 0 Newspaper clipping 0 Photograph 

0 Artists Conception []g Other SF 86 and FD 406 

Special handling instructions: 

/f£4u7€L, ?j1~>jro .. 

s~ 
~!l~t'~t-.-d =-c-h-ni,_e_f_,-/~~"""fmllr'M_U___. 
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ROUTINE 
Precedence -----

SAC, BT 

DIRECTOR, FBI (77-) 6 , J 13 Ti.;,e: Transmitted- // ;;_.5"' A--1'VJ 
t4J . t:i/ah , 

JAMES (NMN) lrn'GLETON -
NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION Initials - .....) L 
(NCPI) 

D Fingerprint Record D Map D Newspaper clipping 

BOther SF-86 and FD-406 

6 JUL 21 1980 b6 
b7C 

FBI/DOJ 
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I I -Secu_:rit:y o:e:eicer 
F,'!3I . j~EDEB.AJ;t gQDgtiMJP!;t 

~AM:.E~ :(t'ibtml)C?Mm~E!.CO!'if -- --·. 
,-,,. :SECUJl:tT~ CLEAFANCE , . ""' . .,...., . 

... . 

~, ~;r , 

FBI/DOJ _,..... ... 

b6 
b7C 
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Angleton had prior $e~vice as an enlisted 
man £~om March 1B# 1943, to July 19, 2944- He had 
foreign se:rvice~.-. in the Euro.pean Theatet- of Opera-tions 

•.. and ~·ras av1a~ded t:P.e .Eu1;op~an African .Middle Eastern 
Theater M~<!lal, Leg.iqn of Heri t, t·lorld t'7ar I! Viotory 
f4edal, .I1:J.ill.i~11 t4ar· ·Gr9ss of l'-!e~it, Italian CommC}.nder, 
c~o';n. of: :~:ta,ly and, .:~+.J~ler of .Malta. His qha:r:act~}:' and 
~f.f.=!.Q~enay ·1-Zatinga · :rw~ged· f:r.om 'tJ::xcelle.nt" to 11$'uperior'J, 
a:nd t.he;r.e was np iX'~cord off' cou:t;"t-martial or .abs9noe 
liTi thout official '~leave. 

~ All references and a~sopiates contaot~d highly 
re-9ommended A11gole~on £or a po$:1:tion of trust and 
cq.nf:iq~nce 't¢i th the u, s. Govexnment o 

. Ang;Le~~.n_t S enllf"~oyments lJ~Ve ~een ve:rif·ied 
and 't'le+~ favo.ra,pl~. AngJ.eton .ind·::tPa;tecl that be 
wor~ed w~th Cent~al Intelligan~~ Ag~~dy from 19.43 
until Dec~mber, 1994, howev~r investigation is st~ll 
p.endi·ng. 

No .arrest record was loaated fo~ ~gleton; 
however·,. numerous traffic v:Loiations ha:<7e b~en 

. not eo,. · Investigation '$till pending-. 

· . , A national agency check has been conducted 
and nQ ,de~ogatQ+Y l.nformat'ion was developed concerning 
Jan:te$ A..l1.Sfl~ton.'. - · 

' 
You '-I;i.ll be pro"{ided a final summary of our 

investigation ·t~hen ~ompleted. ,, 
:r 

Direatll!r~--­
Exeo, 'AD·Inv. 
Exec. AD-Adm-. -
Exl:c. AD-LES 

Adm. serv. 
Cnm.lnv.-

Laboratory __ 

legal Coun. 
Plan. & Insp.---
Rec. Mgnt .• ___ _ 
Tech. Servs. __ _ 
Train;rg ___ _ 
Public Affs. Off. __ 

' .. 

\ 



! 
I 

J 

. A1,1gUSt. ~9, lg80 
I . ! .. security 

li'BI A. 
' <tJ 

jA!4ES fANGLETON 
CL~NcE ~TTER 

Officer/f. 
~ 

Mt"."' b .. J.er$y .:Rl;lbino 
P3.rect.or <?f. :Seq'-'~ity l>r<;>m::ams 
Department ¢£ Qustice 
(:'fil:. tent:i.on: ~Ir. B, Gatoz·zi) 

~~f.e~e~~a ~s .made to my letter dated A~gust 25, 
l9SO, q~ppioned ~s above. 

T~?-e he·lo.,v-listed .in:fo~ation 'lY'±ll complete the 
back~p:;·o~~d inv~s.tigation. on, .lames Ang·leton. 

Angleton'$ emp:loyment 'tt~;i. th the Centra). Intelli­
S1$~C:~ 1\gen<;:y (CtA) ~;r;om l~-43 tllJy;il l:-·974 \'Jas verified and 
~~v~>.'r4ble.. He :w~s g~C)nt;ed a "-',i:on .sect"e.t!' cle.a.;rance on 
.Qqe9p,~l.f"·::.?J,.,. l:~.M:a:, :fol.low-1-;n.g a !·a:Vorable li>.aci~grou~¢1. ih.vesti-
'Sfi5ll~~±Q,;;i ·:<;o~J.?:t:etea: in ootop$r l l-94j. , . 

t.rllts. 1}\l~~a:u <:rqn,.d~cted a backg:rciuna lnvestiga~ion 
fo~ c~~ ~ .!94.9, -w)lich ;re~ul:l:.ed in a ••fuop ,s:eC.ret. ,,. c;l~aiai).ce 
~e-iP:g ±asue,(;l ·t«;> :Anglei;:.¢n ·on ·J?~bruary 6, lS·so... .An upde~:~ed 
-ha:ck(;J::~;ouno: inv$si~d.~ation was conducte.d on vanuary 28, 1'963 .. 

Ari,g'leton was gran;ted .a "Top Secret contractu 
clearance on Fel;>rua-ry 26, ~9(:5 •. 

l. '~ Angleton • s arrest rf?pord \-Ta~ checked anCi rev~e1led 
-:wr,o;w.~-~:t.~erous tr~f~~c violations~- ··During the peri(?d o.f· l9SO 
,--:-r--~-' !Ut.ough 1978., Anrrleton rec(eiVed .30 traf_fic offens~s as indi-
! .... - . l'r - . . .;:1 '"' 

....... 1 • ated below.: . 
~1. m .,,! 
~· v-.. 

~: ~ I 
~~ w l :::::> ~· 

l_,_~_J 
~ 

Exec AD lnv. _ 
Exec AD Adm. _ 

Exoc AD LES_ 

Asst. Dir.: 
Adm. Servs. _. 
Crim.lnv._ 
!dent. __ 
Intel!. __ 
Laboratory _ 
Legal Coun. _ 
Plan. & Insp. _ 
Rec.Mgnt._ 
Tech. Servs. _ 
Training __ 

?ublic Ails: 011. _ 
relephone Rm. _ 
Director's Sec'y _ 

-. .. 
b6 
b7C 

' l' 
I 

[j 
. ' 
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} 

On$ offense for reokl·ess- dr,ivi:ng; 
one offf.~_n:;;e for driv.:i.n.g while into~icated; 
Th~ee o~~enses for no drivers lipense; 
Three offenses for improper tu~n/no control 
··of ca;I;' .. · 

Angle~on wa~ ~ined for 23 of the 30 offenses, 
i:n:C".ludin.g court cpsts 1 ~nd $even w~re·. dismissed. 

, . 
It sho~~d be noted that at ~11 times an indefinite 

·number of identif.ied.records are out of.file and not available 
for ~evi~w. In view of this, no other arr(;!st. ·recorq \';as 
l~~ated fo~ ~gleton~ 

~.,:q~'b.·~opal agency check was conducted ~nd 
no·· ·4er:~g:(,i1:ory; ;·J;~fox:mat~on \'las j:!eveloped concerning 
James ··Ani·leton. · ~ .. 

.... 2-

I 



,., · o 111P' ~lf·l.·~t-.. -~-~ :-i(· ~rit::::. ~-
p '"l./ ~ ~J~~RA~ DtE[jL~l!J e:; I,~JVG3Ufl0t~1l'Edli\J 

·-- . - Crt;,. ~-, 
~ , : -~ <CIDM~.1m~~~~lrl8~J tc1GSSI"f":;:; G'C.::f'l',;'! 

~;~;~~~~~ , -:~~~~]'~J~?~~~ 1 ;-;; ··T~- --~-~ -~~~i~iAT~-=--
1 . 

1 $F1t;2moo A'f. E!S _BL D~ LA_ f'J__H __ NV s1,. WFliU>E H~ r1Dl.;:!2 $d.:TIH_E_m_o 102os,sz JuL :80 
( 

I . " -
rv-~----~---~-----~~-~------ -------------------~---------- ---- --- -----~--------- ----: 

Ft.'~ FM DIRECTOR FBI i 

K:L~;-FBI-r(LEX~~;-RIA IMMEDIATE 

~~ _FBI~STON IMMEDIATE 

L 14 FBI ~TE IMMEDIATE -P-

FBI ~TROIT IMMEDIATE -J(.IILC.... 

1 ~ FBI ~S ANGELES IMMEDIATE~ 

FBI~W HAVEN IMMEDIATE 

FBI J~W YORK IMMEDIATE ...-f­
\ 

FBI fZ. LOUIS IMMEDIATE 

s FBI WASHINGTON FIELD IMMEDIATE 

6 UNCLAS E'F T 0 

- {NMN}~GLETON, NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 

BUDED: 7/30/80, WITHOUT FAIL 

RE BUTELCAL TO ALEXANDRIA, 7/10/80. 

AUTHORITY GRANTED FROM DOJ TO CONDUCT FULL-FIELD BACKGROUN ~A! 

INVESTIGATION FROM BEGINNING RE ANGLETON, WHO WILL REQUIR~ I I 
~:g u-::\c-»'J 'J'Ym L"l'L~5t\@r. o~e,Qi~SJ ITV\Iu~ o n:;J:3 1 J 

WH":'~~"' {2} <···~11~0 '?~~~;-=- ~88 - L~ 

11. -l~li$--- ~ ll\'IO'T' rr;;r:· Jl 

' DO NOT FILE WITHOUT COMMUNICATIONS STAMP 
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I, : ::c 2 C,tL~~~~J-US\:JliJJ;.-:! CG:.< 
~- -

CONDUCT INVESTIGATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH INS~RUCTIONS 

16 _CONTAINED IN PART I. SECTION 77- AND/OR PART II, SECTION' 17, 

MIOG RE ANGLETON, D/POB: . 12/9/17, BOISE, IDAHO; SSAN: 
1-

14 227-60-2172. CASE TO BE ASSIGNED IMMEDIATELY. SUBMIT RESULTS 
1-

~IN SUMMARY TELETYPE FOLLOWED BY REPORT. 

2_ ALEXANDRIA: RESIDENCES:. 1947 To· 1950, ALEXANDRIA, VA., 

0 

8 

6 

4 

1950 TO PRESENT: 4814 N. 33RD ROAD, ARLINGTON, VA. RELATIVES: 
1-

CONTACT ANGLETON FOR SIGNATURE 

~ON PRIVACY ACT ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. 

BOSTON: EDUCATION: SEPTEMBER,· 1941 TO. 1943, HARVARD LAW 

SCHOOL, CAMBRIDGE, MASS. {NO DEGREE LISTED}. I 

t!'!J 
& 
~ 

(fflf 

i: 
&-

1:-
U1 
<I e. 
l!l1!J 
@. 

> 
&-

~= 
0 
~ 

0 
(Qj 

I 

FE\1/DOJ 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 



I 

',. > 3 r-- - ~ ~.,., - -- - ·..:__,__--
I 
; P'AGE~: TRREE ~~HQ 0~22 UNCLAS E E T ~ ---- .. 

> -· -----

l 

BUTTE: VERIFY BIRTH. RELATIVES: MOTHER, CARMEN MERCEDES -18 

f-
ANGLETON; D/POB: 5/9/,1898, MEXICO,; RESIDENCES, 3.1 CRESCENT 

RIM DIRVE, BOISE, IDAHO; I 
f-16 

I 
14 1-

~DETROIT: VERIFY MARRIAGE, 7/17/43, BATTLE CREEK, MICHIGAN. 

~LOS ANGELEs:r 

2 

NEW .HAVEN# EDUCATION AND RESIDENCE: - SEPTEMBER,. 1938 TO 
.• 

0 ,_JULY,· 1_941, YALE UNIV., NEW HAVEN, CONN., BA DEGREE. 

f-
NEW YORK: RESIDENCE,. 1941 To· 1946, SAN CARLOS HOTEL, NY, 

8 ,_NY. REFERE~JCE: ~ 

6,_ ST. LOUIS: FRC-M. US ARMY,· 1943 To· 1947, SERIAL NUMBER: 

_0886353. 

4_ WASHINGTON FIELD: REFERENCES: r 

2 CONDUCT ARREST 

CHECKS. CHECK IRS {ORIGINAL AND COPY OF TAX CHECK ~I.EJL5~="" 1\IT 

[))0 NOI IYIP~ M~SSAIG~ llil~ILOW iiHJUS UNG; 

' 

1'!!!1 
& 
:::.1 
!ffl z 
c-
c-
VI 
<! 
f£l. 

I'Jl'l 
@. 

>-c-
t= 
0 
:a:: 
0 
~ 

' 

' 

FBI/OOJ 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 
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!t ,-.._, -' 

~-~~G~~~-~~~--DE. HQ~0122-UNCLAS.-E_f ___ I-O~----~----- ~---~- ________________ ~- ~t 

i.~~.;,.;.;..;.=~-~-

~ HANDLE AS PRIORITY REQUEST AS IMPORTANT LEGAL MATTERS ARE 
~--

13_BEING DELAYED PENDING COMPLETION OF INVESTIGATION. 

RELEASE FORMS AND COPIES OF SF-86 RE ANGLETON SENT UNDER -
l6_SEPARATE COVER. 

r-BT 

14r-l 

-

10_ 

-

. 8_ 

-

6_ 

2f-

FBI/OOJ 
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NOTE: PER DOJ .LET. Tb FBI DA~ED 7/3/80~ "CLEARANCE FOR ACCESS TO 
CLASSIFiED INFORMATION RE: JAMES {NMN} ANGLETON," AUTHORITY 
GRANTED FOR FULL-FIELD BACKGROUND IN~tSTitATION TO COMMENCE ON 
ANGLETON·,' A FORMER .. OFFICIAL QF CIA· AND A. WITNESS FOR THE DEFENSE ' 
IN THE ~ASE OF THE "U.s. VS. FELT AND MilLt~," WHO WILL-REQUIRE. 
ACCESS TO CLA~SIFIED MATERIAL. EXPEDITE FULL-FIELD AACKGROUMD. 

·INVESTIGATION REQUESTED AS LITIGATIVE MATTER~ ARE BEING DELAYED' 
PENDING COMPLETION OF INVESTIGATION AND CLEARANCE". AX AND WF_O 
ADVISED T~LEPH6NICALLY. . . 
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NYO 12125 1940312Z 

pp HQ 

DE NY 025 
' 

P 11 2200ZJ IL 90 
I 

I 

' j 

/ 
1 

FM NEH Yt~ K (77-39873) 

DIRECT OR PR !OR ITY TO 
ij \. 

f l·BT 

\,L----~ 
~ca.t'l~tilv.~ 

I 2 JuL BO 0 3 4 1 2 

' 
J' J.__ ___ __,J 

<P> <M-13) 

I 

'i:HCI:. fl'iJ;.Mr.!.--/ f 
E ""'"''e"'~j liCv.ullli'""'-' t= __ , .. 

' ·:'/1. -
-f):not.Ihr.:· 1-----:v/?, .. 

Alim. Sar-m. LJ.·-~ 
&!:m.lmr.-
l~cnl. __ _ 

tnto:1.--­
Lr:lmr:.ti3rl1-
Lc~:ltCilllit.­

PI:lil l:z lrm~. -
r.ee. r.'l(jlli. -­
Tech. :Jaws. _ 
Tr:<!.::l~[J --

Pt::t~~ r,Hs. 6\i. -
tcr~~r.o: nm. -
lt:rntot's Scc'y _:._ 

·-t 'u N C L A S 

JAf•1ES (N~lN) QGLETON, NON-CONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION <NCPI>, 

BUDED: JlLY 30, !980, \•JITHOUT FAIL.· 

REFERElWE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, ET AL, 
1 

DATED 
. sf' 1 et..cj~ ~1~/lf c~-.P:::PP-/r?d-6 . ~-

b6 
b7C 

~l.JJ,o,.~ (/) }11k.4 ~~~ ftl..t['$r{p. .. a~ ;(_.:~;,· · 
./f"1 ~L :ri#O'RUA ¥fr/~f'dON'.U.IN.IW · . i · .. 1 ,~ ;· 

::.rfeJftli~~w;..,~~ '--" 
JLL Y 10,, 1980. 

AD~1INISTRAT IVE: 
' . 

ALL PER SONS INTER VI E~,!JED \'JERE ADVISED OF THE PRO)Jjj.;IONJ):fF· · · a 
THE PRIVACY ACT oF !974, NONE oF tmoM REQUESTED coNFfUNTffra~J?S~A,,} 
REFERENCE: · 

b6 
b7C 

CLOSE (: ' . l 
ON J lL Y 11 

. PERSONAL FR !END FOR PAST 30 YEARS. STATED THAT HE HAS 

NO REASON TO DOUBT THE APPLICANT'S CHARACTER, ASSOCIATES, 

REPUTAT !ON OR LOYALTY. 

"'~,'" 
i ., 

J 

- ~·lll/1 
'~.9NOV2579Bn . , 

1\ 

.. ~1.'~ ret 
I; . 

'h. 
. ./ \ 
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.. -'-'...t.}~.1' . 
"·PAGE TT.10~- ti"N C L A S 

NEN YORK AT NEN YORK, NEt~ YORK. HILL FURNISH AND CREDIT 

INFORf~AT ION UPON RECEIPT. REPORT TO FOLLm•J. 

BT 

# 



r 
·tlJ;:{l3..(~v. 4-26-78) 027.?\UTMtl:~T Of JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUI'tli:AU Of INV!i:STIGATION - ·-
\ri' \ -- r COl'Mv1UNICAT19N MIESSA<?IE FORM 

2 '1 
... 

PAGE . 1 OF ' .. 
DATE I CLASSIFICATION f• , I. J • I ,-~-I r"'i: o- ' . 

7/14/80 .Uj:)J,6Aa E F' T 0 \.i(.h ~~ 1 -~ U[j- il~hf.f~b IA T E 

14 ST AP-T HERE 

FM FM DIRECTOR FBI {77-} 

- 1oln1;MR ~~.: TO LEGAL ATTACHE ROME IMMEDIATE I 1-
BT !f~ ~~y~-7t 0~~ -
LJ.Nt:LhS E F T 0 Ot.CLi\SS\f'{ 0 . 'Z 

"-- 0. 
NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION {NCPI} JAMES {NMN} ANGLETON, 1- .. 

12 1- ANGLETON, A RETIRED u.s. GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL, BORN 12/9/17, 

BOISE, IDAHO, REQUIRES ACCESS 
1-

TO CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN 

10 1-LITIGA TIVE MATTER CONCERNING T~O FORMER FBI SPECIAL AGENTS. 

FULL-FIELD 
:- . -- BACKGROUND II\JVES.TIGA.TION BEING CONDUCTED. APPLICANT 

f-'-LISTS I !RESIDING IN ITALY {80TH U.S. CITIZENS}: 

ANGLETON RESIDED IN 

~ILAN,· 1937 TO' 1938. 

~ THROUGH SOURCES AVAILABLE TO YOU, HAVE APPROPRIATE 

~~· 
~-

;.. 

!.&! z 
::::; 
(/) 

:f 
1-

1-
VI 
~ 
eL. 
w ga. 
> 1-

1-
0 
2 
0 
Q b6 

b7C 

2~NQUIRIES CONDUCTED. URGENT LEGAL MATTERS BEING DELAYED (. 
~ ... 

PENDING COMPLETION OF INVESTIGATIOI\l.I~-E01 1¢/J ~ :_. 

DO NOT YYii>~ l'\IMESSAGIE ~~!.OW THIS LINIE 

APPROVED By(?6Z... kr-r11.oG~u;n BY 

-;;:;;,/) fCf'H: ~~,~ {3} 

. 1 - FOREIGN LIAISON 
RM. 4634, TL 232 

59 NOV251980 
RETURN TO 

I DATE 
7/14/80 

I ROOM 
. 1127 

ITELE EXT. 

5888 

RM~· 1127, TL 253 

FBI/DOJ b6 
b7C 
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NOTE:. ANGLETON, FORMER CIA OFFICIAL,; R:~fUIRE'S ACCESS TO 
CLASSIFIED INF6RMATION AND DOJ SECURITY CLEARANCE AS DEFENSE 
WITNESS IN CASE "U-.s-. VS. FEL-T AND MILLER. n FULL -F:IELD-
BACKGROUND INVESTIGATION AUTHORiiED BY DOJ. ANGLETON LISTS 
R!==_LATIVES IN ITALy. l}EGAT, ROME REQUESTED TO HAM APPROPRIATE 

/INQUIRIES CONDUCTED THROUGH AVAILARL_E ~O~RCES;J JC\,/Gf0· _ 
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i E~a\l fl .. · .~·n. _ 

F1·i R ONE Mllt. Dlr.: C 7 7- 3 3 0) .' CP) 
,r 

I 
TO DIRECT rn 

l ~ l . ' 
~ i' . 

v"' 'BT 

(77-) HltvlliD !ATE 
......-:~ -~ 

: l, \ ·.·\ ·10!, 
.::.~nON 

11 ~:m. Sarw. _ 
/trim.Jnv._ 
:J(]~nt. __ _ 

lr.lutl __ _ 
i 
l 

· UNCL AS E F 't~-.0 
f ,./' 

J /J, 11iE S CN 111 N) '·A NGL ET ON; l~CPI 

Lallorat·~!'f __ · 
Lc~al C:.nn. __ 
Plan & lns;t. _. 

P.i!C. f,~r,nt. --
Tec:t. SCIVS. -
Ttllir.!no __ , 

R EBlff ll. J u.. 14 ' 198 0.. r I l'ut!r.cAtls.l)if.- .,. 
T(l!Ephooo Rm. _ b 7 D 

ON j lL 1 6, 198 0, IL...-_____________ ..... 1.'10 VI SED .__rur_~_t:_lor'_s _sc_c'y.::::.::::_. I 
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FD-263 (~ev. 7-15-/51 

; - .; ... " 
y 

FEDERAL BUREAU~OF INVESTIGATION 

REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

LOS ANGELES BUREAU 7/17/80 7/10 - 7/17/80 
TITLE OF CAS.E REPORT MADE BY 

~ l tGRJ . 
(NMN)"JiliGLETON JAMES CHARACTER OF CASE 

TYPED BY 

grj 

NON CONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 

REFERENCES: Bureau teletype to Alexandria, et al, 7/1/80. 
Los Angeles teletype to Bureau, 7/17/80. 

- RUC -

5fJ/) ~ .,4. -#"'· 
, 

~~-· 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED ONONE ACQUIT· CASE HAS BEEN: 
CON VIC. PRETRIAL 

FUG. FINES SAVINGS RECOVERIES TALS DIVERSION 
·. PENDING OVER ONE YEAR QYES QNO 

. PENDING PROSECUTION 
OVER SIX MONTHS DYES 0No 

"' 
APPROVED .f/1:L;.-I h ,;-- -· SPECIAL AGENT 

DO NOT WRITE IH SPACES BELOW IN CHARGE 

COPIES MADE( '\ I.' .,.. ·It /f)rJ~I· I/ I ' ,. / ' -- ·1 JL/ .-jt.J .. e;. '~ ,J_, ... , ~ :· .) f. '• 

0- Bureau (AIR MAIL) ~ ~/ ' ~\-~ . < 

I<'N S!;siC:!&CI'* 
~!fez:;!: :s: 

1 - Los Angeles (77-23042)(2) 
3 JUL 2.:':: 1980 

----= =='= ' • 

. ~fiN~ ilnflP~#;fGMT. Sn!C. I 

I 
Dissemination Record of Attached Report Notations 

Agency 

Request Reed. 

Date .Fwd. 

How Fwd. 

By 
_1.' ' .il . ' - . .. ,-t \ 

59 Nov2'519Br1 
a43 lll-S3t89 I GPO 

COVER PAGE 
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FD-204 (Rev. 3-3-59) 
. ~ 

Copy to: 

Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office File #: 

Title: 

Character: 

Synopsis: 

.... 
) 

UNITED STA1hES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

b6 
b7C 

Office: Los Angeles, California 
.July 17, 1980 

77-23042 Bureau File # :, 

JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON 

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 

No arrest record located identifiable 
with thel 

L---------~1 at Los Angeles, California. 

- RUG -

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL 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. 

,; U. S, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1970 0 - 406-840 
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~- . . 

;. 

LA 77-23042 

DETAILS: 

::r .,--....~~-..x.~ 

' 
) 
I 
'•. 

ARREST RECORD 

The I 
reportedly res~i~d~e-s--a-9~----------------------------------L------, 

I I 
The files of the Central Computer F.acilities of the 

Los Angeles County, California, Sheriff's Off:ice, used jointly 
with the Los Angeles, California, Police De8artment since 
January 1972, were checked by sci Jon July 15, 1980~ 
and no arrest record was located id:rtifiabl~ with the~~------~ 

-·· 

- 2* -
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FD-263 <Rev. 7-15-75>. 

FEDERAL ~3UREAU OF INVE:!(_ .flGATION 

REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

DETROIT BUREAU 
TITLE OF CASE 

0 
JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON 

DATE 

. 7/17/80 

I 
REPORT MADE BY 

SA 
CHA 

NCPI 
i 
" 

INVES'I"IGATIVE PERIOD 

7/10 - 14/80 

REFERENCE: Bureau teletype to De~roit, dated 7/10/80. 
i 

- RUC -

ADr.UNISTRATIVE : 

Where appropriate, Privacy Act (e) (3) data was 
f~rnished to persons interviewed. Express promises of 
confidentiality, both limited and unlimited, have been 

TYPED BY 

vp 

noted where granted. . a~!~ c;/rf/'lrf ·9-A--· ~?1'---/c?~ 
,5{J ~ .. '-' '<' ., .,.1 0 ~, ~()N'l' A.lNED 

PJ.{L nhO··• .. . ~- '=" l f \ED ti· 
b~f\"Sl N V:t ~ d'l{</ ·0·'i i/!: .?.f!tf/f~ . ~/:· . · 
Dt<T£ 1 '6f-··· -- I 1 

6pq ~;~~}/)}II /'61 (_;!+~') f~t!/!J.:Y 
---~=;:-;:;-;-~-A_,c,c_o_M_P_L_I s_H_M_E_H_T_,s,c_L_A_I_M_E_o __ .-=D=-H_o_H_E __ ,.~AcQur T. c _,\SE HAs BEEN: 

coNv1c. brvEETRRJ~~~ FuG. FINEs sAVINGs REcovERIEs TALs 

APPROVED l);:L;I t/v~ SPECIAL AGENT 

IN CHARGE 1 

COPIES MADE: ( 

1R l:)- Bureau 

1 - Detroit (77-10729) (C-7) 

Agency 
' ,.._I \J A l • 1.: o> .; • <") I ('\ n ~ j ; J 

PENDING OVER ONE YEAR DYES DNo 
PENDING PROSECUTION 

OVE~ SIX MONTHS DYES DNo 

DO HOT WRITE IH SPACES BELOW 
• 

~"'~~ · ;M./1~ 

NOT RECORDED 

i 5 JUL 21 1980 

R_e_q_ue_s_t R_e_c_d.-1-----r---~ h~:.t( ..:cliiy; 1'-'i..;ciA~i.:..! ..;~-· -+,..,?'---F!='+.~:f~n. :',..: ,;-;~:c--t'' , . • .• , •
1 ~NTG & , ~\:ri'"~ .{T SEC. 

... ._.," · ..... ,:< ........ v rfif ·.'-·.. · : · ~ · 

Date Fwd. /}., J .~E!;ElAE.D t.81'"'-·''' '· . ·. ': ·, .. -~ ---·· • . . n:r...... . 
How Fwd. y v vr \ 

- A" -
c43-16-834S9.-I OPO 

COVER PAGE 
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PD-204 ~;. 3-3-59) 

Copy to: 

Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office File #: 

Title: 

Character: 

Synopsis: 

DETAILS: 

UN'rr~D STATES DEPARTMENT OF JU~ICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

~~17/80 om~: Detroit, Michigan 

77-10729 Bureau File #: 

JAMES {NMN) ANGLETON 

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INvESTIGATION 

Marriage· verified. cr·edi t and 
arrest check negative regarding 
applicant. 

- RUC -

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to y9ur agency; it and its contents 
are not to be distributed outside your agency. 

U.S.GP0:197~-0-~7~-Rd1 
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DE 77-10729 

SAl 
The followjnq rnvestigation was conducted by 

MARRIAGE 

On July 14, 1980j l~alhoun County 
Clerk's Office, Marshall, M1ch1gan, advised that a review 
of her records reflect that applicant was married on July 
17, 1943 at Battle Creek, Michigan. Applicant listed his 
home address as New York an~ acmma,ion as a soldier. Ap-
plicant married! ~ _who listed her home 
address as~~----------------~ 

- 2 -
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I __ ...... "'~, -.- .. ~-- .. .... ~.,.-, .... _ - · ~ ...... ... - - ---- ---" ·-----~- _.. .... _ _ .. _,_ - -. ----

DE 77-10729 

The fal 1 mnd na investigation was conducted by 

SA L.....l ---------l': 
CREDIT AND ARREST 

On July 14, 1980, records of the Battle Creek 
City Police Department, Battle Creek, Michigan, were re­
viewed regarding applicant. Review met with negative 
results. 

On July 14, i980, contact was made with the Greater 
Battle Creek Credit Bureau, Battle Creek, Michigan, and 
revealed that that agency did no~ mai~tain credit records 
during 1943. 

- 3* -
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FD-263J]~.ev. 7-l-0-75) • 

;' ~ FEDER~· BUR~!-\'!:J 
REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

BUTTE BUREAU 
TITLE OF CASE 

:0 
JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON 

REFERENCE 

DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

7/~3/80 7/16/80 
REPORT MACE BY 

CHARACTER OF CASE 

NON-CONTRACT PERSONNEL 
INVESTIGATION (NCPI) 

TYPED BYb6 

amg b7C 

Bureau teletype to Alexandria, 710/80; ,/; 
Butte teletype to the Bureau, 7 /16(f0 • tf(r?Af?lrfc.t+-·~ f?rb 

..5f I) CG-c;~col'rrHNED ff..-l 
ALL i.llFOR1•·A,iPJ-ASSlFJ.JD /~ 
a;:RE~~11'/' -1fJW:!P"' 

ADMINISTRA:::E persons interviewed wer;rvised ") ftt/'fq ~f} 'j{Y f'). 

- RUC -

access provisions of the Privacy Act df 1974. None re-
quested confidentiality. 

D NONE ACQUIT- CASE HAS BEEN: 

RECOVERIES TALS FINES SAVINGS 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~PEN~NG~VERONEYEAR ~YES ~NO 

ureau (AM) 
Butte (77-3806) 

SPECIAL. AGENT 
IJ:'I CHARGE 

3 

-:---~--=D:,.i.::.s.:..se.:.:.m::..:i.:.:.n.:...at:.:..io.::.n.:....;-:R.::.ec.:...o:..:.r.:...d.::.o.:...f .:..A:.:..tt:..:.arch:.:..e:..:d:__:_:Re.::.!p:..:o:.:..rt=-r-----1 Notations 
Agency 

Request Reed. 

Date Fwd .. 

- A* -
COVER PAGE 

PENOIN'G F'ROSECUTION 
OVER'SIX f.ioNTHS ~YES ~NO 

~ - ~-

DO NOT WRIT;E IN SPACEs:'sELOW 



-t~ .:c-i-~ • 
, J;'u-¥ (Rev. 3-3-59) )_.)e.. . e 

'b 

Copy to: 

Report of: 

~ Date: , 

Field Office File #: 

l)tle: 

Character: 

-~l~ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF J~TICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION· 

~ ,-. 

-I 
L-...::7--:/-::-2-::-3-:"/-::"8 0~------' 

Office: BUTTE 

77-3806 Bureau File;; #: 

JAMES (NO !1IDDLE NAME) ANGLETON 
.- .. 

. ' . 
,• 

NON-CONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATI9N 
· (·NCPI) 

--

• Synopsis: JAMES ?\NG~ETON' s·'b:irth verified through re·cords 
of·the. Idaho Dep~rtment of.. He.alth and W~l-fare, :Bureau O·f 
Vital Statistics,, Boise~ Idaho. Bir:th certificate indicates 
~ANGLETON's middle na~e a~ JE~us.~'No ar~est informatiori fo~ 
mother--and brother of ANGLETON at B9ise,.Idaho. 

'' 
-·Rue 

·DETAILS: 

• ... 

This document contains neit~~rrecommendations nor co~clusions of the FBI. . It is the pr~perty of the, FBI and is loaned to YO!lr agency; it and its contents 
are not to )>e distributed outside your agency. · · 

U.S.GP0:1975-0-575-841 
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#7 7--3806 
<\; 

.The ·folJo,w~n.cj· invest~ga'tion ·was con~uct.7d ~b!. ~· _, 

AT BO·I,SE, IDAHO.· 

· ' .~ .. :, on Jul~(.ol~, 19ao:~ I L~le~k, ·.Id~h~ ~. . 
Dep_artm,ent ·of Heal·th 'arid Welfare, Bi_ireau of Vital ·s.tatist';t.cs, 

- advi~ed .they have on. file Idaho Certificate of Birth·· 
'.#5 5988,. whi;:h 'shows: JAMES JESUS ANGLETON. was· born at St •. 
· Alphonsus' Hospital, Ad·a County,· Boi~-e; Id~ho, 9n December :9 ,. · 
. :1917, the son ·of ·J. H •. ANGlrETON~ :t_hen age 28,, an·d ·CARMEN . 
. MOVENO,. then :age 19, wi.th JOSEI>H R. NUMBEjlS as at.tend:ing 
·:Physi.c.ian~ This cer'!:i,fic'ate ·Of .·J?.irth was ·filed. wi'i;h Ada 
··Count:~/ Registrar'· on Decemhe.r '24, 1.91. 7:· . 
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'· . ... . 

"•<' 

... - ..... i 

.. 
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BT #77':'"3806_-

_ SA_L.I ~-·---....,...T-h--e--f-o_J...~rowin:_ inve·sti~ation was ·conducted -~7 _ 

AT BOISE, IDAHO 

~ 

ARREST- . ,;_•"' 

r-

' On ·:July_ 16_,-, 1~_80, J I ~l.e,rk, _ . _ 
Idaho tlep~rtment ~f Law E~forbem~nf,: Crimifial Ide~tificati~h-· -~ 
Bn'rean ~ adviSed their files -contained no information ·fo·r- ·-

_I I: 
:. 

_o~_ Jufy_ 16, 19-ao,l I Rec~:r::ds ·s~ction, 
, Boise City-Ada: -County- Law Enfor-cement complex, advised the_y 

..; :. ",-,have_ no information· _in_-- their fil.es, fdr L.------------.--.,....J 
.. -' ~- ';.~ "'·'; 

__ , 

' > 

" ~: -. ;. 
' . . 

' r~ • 

;-
> -

- # _. 

-. -.:;. < 

.. -... _. 
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REPOF:I.TING o 'FFICE OFFlcE: oF ORI GIN DATE . INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

ST. LOPIS BUREAU ~/23/80 . ~ 7/15 2_2/80 
TITLE OF CASE 

••• 1: 

- l t jAMES .;(NO ' MI~DtE: ~NAME{~G~ETON 
--.;- ~ 

sc 
CJt:ARACTEROFCASE ., 

-.-

~ . ::: -' 

. NONCON'T~CT' PERSONNEL :._!· -
INVEpTIGATION __ (NCPI) 

. c _ 

.. ; . :· .--
.... -

,-. 

-. .- .... 

RE.FER,ENE!E ~ 
-· .--

. .... - ' • 

_-:_>< :, 
.. -~- . .: 

.. -

'• '· .. 
. .... 

, ·_ 'fOI?I ES M~DE: . • .fl' "' - . ' 'I : . I () · y. ·- . • • • • • • • ' :.-

<_:· .· .·· (~}~. ·B~fe~u -. -~~!4> :·: 
I l - S-t~ • . LOUJ.p· ( 77_-::M) 

-:; , ,... . , . -, .,.:_ - "" 

"· 
... ,' ' '~< ' 1, • If" L• 

~ .. :_ ·sL - EILE WILL '·BE ' DE·S~ROY~-D 
·: . · 120 :' DA~s~ · - ..... _·: 

' .. __ • ~ -:- .> ~ 

.· 
IN 

..::s; •• :--....-_ . ,. 
, . ·, . 

, ,._~. . ~ {" . !" - -= 
. - .- - ;. f --- "' - - ' 

. ·-
.-.. - •• •J, • 
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Copy to: 

Report of: 

Date: . 

Field Office · File #: 

Title: 

. ' 

~c 1!---~---:-::~-----~ 
July 23, 1980 

SL 77.-H 

Office: ST. · LOUIS · 

Bureau File #: 

JAMES ./(NO MIDDLE 'NA..ME) A;NG~ETON .!'tiQRl'·'TION coN:rA.INED 
· · . ALL n.. ·'·"'· · 

b6 
b7C 

. ~~~1N /(J??i~~I5)D 1 ~~~~ . 
41f·,.<.&o~ ':':":J( Jo/f>-/1'1 Ul'lf./~ 

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION Sf> ?J ~e.j)t-twJ· · Cha~act~r: 

Syn_op~is:. . . Angleton · served 
and as . officer. Received 

·· ... duty. 
". ~, 

. <ffo:-rt1~*· .dP-PP---1?~ 
in U.S. Army a~ enlisted man 
honorable release· from active 

··.. -RUC-

, DETAILS: AT ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 

On ~uly 22, 1980, a · ~eview of partial .records 
(.remainder of. Army service records dama<ged by fire) on 

· fi'le at the Federal - Records Center (Milifary Branch), 
9700 Page Boulevard, St. · Louis, Missouri _that James 
Angleton, service number 0 886 353, was appointed - a 
Second Lieutenant in 'the U.S. Army Reserve ._ on July 20 ·, 
1944, and he entered on active .duty as an officer on· 
the same -date at Army Post Office 887, European Theater 
of -Opera'tions; . He was honorably relieved from acfive 
duty on December 2·9, 1947·, as a Major at Fort Myer, · . _ 
Virginia, by .reason of demobilization, and he was 
transferred ·to inactive status in the Officers' Reserve 
Corps. The ~ate and .discharge from the Reserve was not 
shown. -

The records indicated that Angleton had prior 
· 's.ervice as an enlisted man from March 18, 1943, ' to July 

19, 1944, under service number 31 330 179. The portion 
of the records relating to his enlisted service was 
destroyed _by fire. 

· ·He :had foreign service in the European Theater 
of Operations; and he was awarded the European African . - .... ). 

l 
This document contains neither recommendations Oor conclusions or 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. 

U.S.GPO:l975-0-575-841 
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tpe~ world War II Victor·y_ Mec:fa:~-, the Italian War 
c:ro~s of Merit, the -·Italian '-c;.pi:nmander, ··crown; $)'r:· · 
Italy I and the Order of Mal-qSi:" " .. 

His _military occupations were-shown as 
Intelligenc.e· N:CO, Counter'i:ntelligence O£ficer; · ·­
Commanding Officer and as --counteri,ntelligence. B;r:-anch 
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~ ~~ 'ST. LOUIS <74~~1> <P> 
I Jo •l ' 1 

L/rf/ ·niREcrfOR tkOUTI NE) 
,f 

/ 

.UNa..Av / . 
JAMES ANGLETON, NCPI. BUDED: Jt.n..Y 30, 1980, 1J7ITHOUT FAIL. 

RE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, JULY 10, 1980. 

ALL 1 ID IVIDUALS CONTACTED WERE APPRISED OF THE PROVISIONS 

OF THE PRIVACY Mn' , AND THOSE REQUEST! N:l CONFIDE NTI ALI TY HAVE 

BEEN SO NOTED • 
~ 

PARTIAL FIRE DAMAGED MILITARY SERVICE RECORDS ON FILE AT 

FEDERAL RECORDS CENTER, MILITARY BRANCH, 9700 PAGE BOULEVARD, 

Si'. LOUIS, DISCLOSED ANGLETON, UNDER SER_viCE NUMBERS 31_ 330 179 

AID 0 886 353, SERVED IN U.S. ARMY FROM MARCH 18, 1~43, TO 

DECEMBER "?9, 1947. HONORABLY RELIEVED FROM ACTIVE DUTY AS 

MAJOR BY REASON OF DEMOB'!LIZAT ION. 

~0 UNFAVORABLE INFORMATION NOTED IN AV~ILABLE .RECORDS. t~ 
. !1 

R~PORT F!LLOI~S. .• . . ~l . 
B! ' ':: u ' 

1Q'N co"NTAinlS'D ' • ~ , .. y ~-_k' -- df I -·::-.· ~ 
I!L'L !.tr?C~T;rr~tsi11.F» JU~ L ) :/ .~,-... -.. -· )/; -.; vt '· .. / .; -), -' trt;:J) 
~~-:;~s1~~~7 L - . ~-:>t- ~oif '"" # 

~--1' IJ10 .... ~ IPfiZ-~1 t./1- f1 ... /C~- ]_\ __ __ _ 
';: 1~ef~ <f(<f</(ff c.A--- il=?f'-/i'M r'>c: ,, . • 

f;. r~ ~ ~ ~ , : ~ ~'- /~/ ~ ~~ 

r · -- : - . -~ 
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NY 0034 
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· RECEIVED & \~TELETYPE UNIT 

~ ~ JuL 80 . a z ~ I z 

FM NEW YORK (77;39873) 

TO DIRECTOR PRiORITY . _; 

U. N C 

l/l L 1 ~ ~1ES 

I 

I 
r 

L A ~s 

J'~N > QGLET~N, 
I 

(NCPI1, BUDED: JULY 

NON-CONTRACT PERSONNEL, INVESTIGATION 

0, 1_980, ~JITHOU! FAIL. 

~AO.Inl._ 
· Exe~:.o All-Adm. _ 
!xta:. AO.LES_ I • 

Asst.~""-~ Adny;, 
ctim. inv._ 
tdent. 
In tall. 
Labcrat4ry _ 
legal Coun._ 
Pl!n & tnsp. _ 
Rec. Mgnl. __ 
Tech. Sarvs. _ 
Tnlnlng 

Pub!lc Alfs. Ofi. _ 
Telephone Rm. _ 
DlreciD~I .Sec'y_ 

REBUREAUTEL TO_ ALEXANDRIA AND OTHERS, DATED JULY .10, 1~80, 

AND NYTEL TO THE BUREAU, D AT.ED JULY 11, 1980. 

CREDIT 

ON JULY 22, 1980, L..l __________ __.lcREDIT INFOR~lATION 
CORPORATION. OF NE~~ YORK, NE\v. YORK~ NEW YORK, ADVISED SPECIAL 

CLER~ I THAT REVIEt•J OF FILES INDICATES APPLICANT HAS 

NO CREDIT RECORD. 

ARREST 

ON JULY ·22, 19.80, SPECIAL. cLERK L..l ______ ..... lcAUSED 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

I 
~ 

b6 
b7C 
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AX 0003 2-061'826Z 

RR HQ 

DE AX 

~· 
:~It 

RECEIVED \, 
TELETYPE UNIT , l 

\\~ ~ 
~ 

. 2 4 JuL 80 I B 3 7 z 
R 24 1820Z JUL 80 Rrci:;·.:r: 

F.?.DEf:Al P.Ukif:Atl 
(rf nNt~• ij(::. '[1;.,1<4 

FM ALEXA IDR IA (77- 5911 > C@l~Y.:r~;:.~ l-:!~.<7. sthll'14 

TO -'DIRE cr OR ROUT! NE 
.·'•: 

~m·' 

I It\/} 
{/t

1
UNCl.AS 0 

···-\ ¥ l ~ 

) 
' ,' 

r 
'"' cJ;SL....-____ .....J 

!r.la:!. __ 

lGtJmt~:Y-
Lc::l Cc::~.-
PLl 12 1:c~~. _ b 6 
r.:1l. p3r.t _ b 7 c 
Tc~il. Sc:m. _ J 
Tr::"·~tT) --I 

F~t~.~::~~~~ll:i~~.-
TClJt;:::G:::l itu. --. 
C~~~~C1 .. ~ ~e~·y-

, JAMES <NMN> ANGLETON, NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION (NCPI>, 

BUD ED : JULY 30, 1980, \IJI THOUT FA! L. 

RE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, JULY 10; 1980. 

APPLICANT•s EMPLOYMENT AT CENTRAL INI'EL.LIGENCE AGENCY VERIFIED 

AID FAVORABLE. 

APA..ICANT•s NEIGHB.ORHOOD AT 4814 NORTH 33RD ROAD; ARLINGTON, 

VIRGINIA, ·vERIFIED AND FAVORABLE BY FIVE NE~GHBORS. 

APPLICANT'S THREE REFERENCES RECot1MEND FAVORABLY. 

ARREST CHECKS AT ALEXANDRIA, FAIRFAX COUNTY, AND VCIN NEGATIVE 

CONCERNING APPLl CANT, SPOUSE, AND DAUGHTER. ARL I NGTOfJ COUNTY 

ARREST CHECK CONTAINED NUt1EROUS TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS FOR APPLICANT 

AID HIS SPOUSE. 

CREDIT CHECK CONTAINED NO DEROGATORY INFORMATION CONCERNING . 

THE APPLICANr •. l ,),U_h-W"IitYf~d ilf~-J?::J~ l~fl.$0~~ 
..5f'~(iki<'oRt!ATI@N dol1TA.IImfD' . rfr,y· -~~ ·~ · --= 

F!:sRElll IS U~t ~~SSifl..?Jt!U~ (l v -' . - J ::-:.< :.:_;_;, 

~:1 1 ~~ {-/H(q-:;- ' ;; i rw -· . ~~ 
c .t).-.. #-~8 -f?~ ·J =--= =-===-.:] c:=::.~-" 

flfoWJ , ~It rr 
59 Nov 2 51aao . 11+e(£ · 
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ALL INDIV.IDUALS 'CONTACTED ~JERE APPRISED OF THE PROVISIONS OF 

THE PRIVACT ACf AND THOSE REQUEST! NG CONFIDENTIALITY HAVE BEEN 
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FD-204 (Rev. 3-3-59) 

·Copy to: 

Report of: 

Date: 

Field' Office: File: #: 

Title:, 

Character:: 

Synopsis:: 

.•. ~ 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF Jl:JSTICE-. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION· 

JUL 2 5 1980 
77-39873 

Office:: New York, New York 

Bureau-File#: 

JAMES (NO MIDDLE NAME) ANGLETON 

NON-CONTRACT PERSONNEL 
INVESTIGATION· (NCPI) 

Reference recommends~ Credit check no record 
Arrest check no record. 

-RUC-

•••• . ' 

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. 

, U.S.GPO:i975-0-575~841 
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DETAILS·: ,--. 

·_ -:R~fe'rence. 
'-- .!. ;-- ··'' '. 

'.,; "~ , 

., ''* I ! 
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-_.,-..,, _::.:_·· .::..·· .;;,__;,~~-; -·~o~ri;....-:.!:!J~ti=I:~..· ~.:!:.i;;_.±.~~L------'i~------------1 
' 'i-

a_ vised~· hat the __ appli­
. ee_n· a-,c ose. persQna·. r:Len. ,po_r· ·the.past :3o·years. · 

_L--___,. _ _.1 stated·, th~it the ··appiicarit. ±_s ·.a; ver·y' :tesponsio;te, ,.._ ,, ; ' 
dep~ndc:tJ.~-1~.;. l1cJ1es.t.i.•ang. si·Il,c·ere ·._irioi vi'dtial, ._of __ the ·-h~gh~s:t ·. · 

~~:;/~~~9~--~~.Y-·:,·-.~~:: .. · ... - ·-· __ '_,. ··_ , .. ·' .,. ·-~" . ~ _ .:: .. -· .. · :_··· ·--): .~ __ . 
,· ... __ , .. _ .·, :: .-. · · · · .. · .- :_. .. · -~~ / .~~~ . I f~~t:~h_e·r: ,st~ted ·_-that·:"he· h~d ·n<;> :·reason.- to' ·· 

·:· :; -~ :::. . do'!lbb .the. appll._c.ant -'.s· pliar.acter,, as·sociates, reputation, ot: . 
, I . :~·:·.~:-·J."oyal·ty·e"··' -·: .· .. · :·· . . ·· ·. · ·:-·.· .·· ... · · ., ... ,·· .. 

",t ._,. ,._,• ~ ~' < ;"_. ,_ "l. • •• ' ,._. • .,.. - '£~:··..~.I'; · ~ .. ~.,. ~'' ·_~ -·--~ ' '.:;~ 

· ·" ~; .. ·'C:r.~a.i t'. -~--~ · ·~ 5 - ., .• · '-..::,. ··.,' •· •. ·• •.. ~-,_ •. • ._::· ·· • ---.. :·.: • •• 
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.> > ~ -·· · > inf.orniq.b{oh -'corporation 'of !~ew York.; New. ~9rk, New.';:Yor·k;. · -a¢lvisea:. 
· · .' · .· . ··.·:~ ··· ~' . ·:SJ?~qf~i:'~ier.k I I _that, a' :r:ev~fe~ ~pf· · j::geir .. fi1es. 
···._:: .. .'· -~·· .,; :~ .. ::..:'·. · ipcgqat~~-- that· ·th~, app~iqan.t'':has no- pr.edi~·. :r_~99;ra.~:: .··. · 
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FEDE~L BUREAU" OF 
"'IJ!. 

~~~5TIGATION 
REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

WASHINGTON FIELD BUREAU 7/28/80 7/16-24/80 
TITLE OF CASE REPORT MADE BY 

(NMN)aNGLETON JAMES _ruJ I 
CHAt<A\,; It I( Ul" \,;A:,t 

"----

TYPED BY 

~7::1 ~ 

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 

REFERENCE: 

b6 
b7C 

Bureau teletype to Alexandria, et a-1, date~~7/1,0/80. ;:P?P-!P~ 
/ ~ rf/J-0 'CICf c.IJ---

-P- 5~:.L CJA, ,A A M- ~~'f~tlA til 1'f-11/'1;,& 
.SI!hllH(oR~"N s tFlE'Jl 
RERE~ll ' L ~'1_6(: ZI!J1~ 

ADMINISTRATIVE: 

Buded 7/30/80, without fail. DAtE ' ---
.All persons contacted were of the provisions of 

the Priva~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_u~.T~-_.L-__, 
WF T-1 is 

D NONE ACQUIT- CASE HAS BEEN: 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED 

C 0 N V-1 C-.-.-O=p r=VE~ET~R~:-:-II ~-;-;~-,-,.-U-G-,. r- FINES SAVINGS RECOVERIES TALS 

APPROVED 

COPIES MADE: 

~ Bureau 
1- WFO (77-108799) 

SPECIAL AGENT 

IN CHARGE 

Dissemination Record of Attached Report Notations 
--------~--------,------~~--~~-.--------~ 
Agency 

Request Reed. 

Date Fwd. 

How Fwd. 

PENDING OVER ONE YEAR 0YES 0No 

PENDING PROSECUTION 

OVER SIX MONTHS 

DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES B§_~OW 

11 NOV 12 1930 

""""""' ·--•zcsstm 

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

tl\Af~ 
59 NOV 251960 .... --

-A-
COVER PAGE FBI/DOJ 
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FD-204 (Rev. 3-3-59) 

Copy to: 

Report of: ' 

Date: 

Field Office File #: 

Title: · 

Character: · 

Synopsis: 

'lED ~ATES DEPA~T.M:NT OF ~CE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

1 

~ilaJ.a a 
I· Office: WASHINGTON, D • C • 

77-108799 Bureau File #: 

JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON 

., 

NONCONTRACT PERSOh~EL INVESTIGATION 

. Clo.se·' personal associates recommend Mr: Angleton for access 
·to classified information. Local police agency inquiries 
·negatiy~ regarding Mr,. Angleton and his spouse, 

:-P-

DETAILS : AT WASHINGTON, D • C. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to y~ur agency; it and its contents 
arc not to be distributed outside your agency. 

U.S.GPO:l975-0-575-841 
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WFO: 77-10.8799· 
· VRO:vas . -
'1-

' " '·: ~-

' ·.·close- Personal- Associates 

.. -·~·~~-. 
- " ; , ~~ . ' ~ 

- • 1-

. ~ \ ·. ,. 

'' ~ .. ~.- <" • ' 

" . ~' .. ' ' . ·: ~- . ~ .. ' ":_.-.. · :-.f' -- . . ._-

-. ~.; 

• c. r. 

~ -. ; 

· · _..- :on Ju~y 2i, i9s o·, · ~'ffi' .. T-1 :dvi~~d: sA( , 
that he has-been a clo::;e .personal associate o£ Mr. Angleton: . 
for· numerous years-. · During tb:e period he has known Mr. · . 

1

· 

Angleton, WE' .T-1' ha~s be~n ·a:s::quainted 'tvitp -him professionally 
"ana. ;socially •. _ WF T"71 commented that Mr. An.g·leton 'tvas- well: . " _ 
respected tl;l_rO:ughout the 'CIA· as. being an expert on~ Sov~et ·., : . . · . 

.. ~- covert operations~ WF T-1 noted ~hat some individual·::( were ··. 
critical of. Mr. Angleton; they. thought he ·was· too $Us'picious .· 
a,nd~ tqo careful about recrui'ts of double agents; How,e"ver, 
WF T-1 a,dvis~d-that Mr. Angleton enjoyed a very successful 
career with the _CIA.and he added th~t only time will te).l if· 

:·~- .Mr··: Angle:ton was' .too suspicious_ .•. WF -~-1 C!-:Ld· not._e.·that_,.· to-·-
his kn,o"?leP,ge, th~re.· were. no pehetratioJ;>.s -.of soviet Agents J 

- ' 

. I ' -~-.-
· .. 

-~ ,. 

b6 
· b7C 

·intq- th~ agency while; Mr .\Angleton. serv<?d as·--·cl{ie~ 'of the ~ .·­
:~CounterintelligencE( Sta~f'. · vm T...;l .·donc:duded by ~sta~ing::tha~ ~- ·. -~-
_·Mr .•. Angleton is-ind~e:d '?t' loyal .Airierican ·an4·he'lias no' re~_erv'cttio.ris . ..-. ' 
in .recommending Mr0

.·- Angleton .for a·'OOJ Top. s·ecret· Clearanc.e. · _·· ·, ~ 

' -. 

··-· ... 

"- • ' , ' - ~ - ;t' .. . . 
·"On 

~ . advJ.sed SA een acqua~nte wa.:t ,._ -~ · · 

' .. 

·· Mr .• :Ang:l-eto·p's:i,nce.l.9.4.3._· stated that:·he'nas known., . . . ':· -.' 

' . · v 

• _ Mr.~ An~leton on· a _professional and social basis.·- ". Additionally r " . I; ~ lhas· had- tlie oppor · · · · - · · · · · ' 
~ton's· career. as well as 

'>vhile Mr. Angleton __ remc;~.ined· J.n the~ CIA. 
t-----r.,....c-o~m,....m_e_n~t..,..ed that M,r.· AngletQ.J?.'s chara·cter·and r'eJ?~~t:""".·a-_t7_ - -ri_o..,..n~- , . 
are":~ .1;:-'he .. ll;ighest pos~_:j.ble ca;ti~er~: :1 .... lnqteO:: th~t: . _c (· 

. :Ar).gletoti:' was . e.~trem~ly 'competent ·and he. enjoyed. an outstandJ.ng: · -· 
· .career with· the QIA .• · · ~. Angleton J:l:ad,·t-he .highest -~ecret .. · . _ . 

. c_learanc::es :f:qr. the.- u. s. and British inte·pliqence~ ana b.i's -· · · 

. loyalty to .the .U. S. is tinques_tionable inL J jUdgment. 
I ladvis~a that· Angleton ~a:sdh~~hly regarded by. his : 

c 'ates, they .are devoted tO' hJ.m a_nd '>.zou~d support hJ.m. I I , 
concluded by s;ca~ing that Mr ~ Angleton clear~x u.nderstands .. 

·- . p secre;t cle.arance, . he can handle' the clearance, .and lie,_ ' . ,_ . 
. ,• ' I Lhad hO· res:ervatip-ns -;i:n recommending .him for a .t~p secret ~ --. 
·· ' clearance. · ~ 

b6 
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WF0-77-108799 '• 

VRO-:vas 
,, . 

-, _ .... _. 1 .' 
-~ ;>. 

--

_., 

_P_oiice~-
'­_, 

- ~. ,_. 

- - ,,1 

. on July 16, ·_1986-, ·sci laet~rmiried __ that -
·no arrest record Mas contained ~n the ~etropolitan Police: : 
Department files ·concerning. the_ i!,ppli'can:t or his spouse.. · 

- 'C .- • - - ' ' - • ' 

-', - -- - It':. i~- to b~ noted that: at aii' times an indef-inite 
.'_ number' of 'unidentif'iea records .are -out of' file and'·:not avail-

b6 
- /b7C 

- ! - -~ 

al;>le for· review. · - - - · · · .,_. · '-, __ ... · --- .. · · 
' - " - ,, " -. b 6 . 

_ on July '16, I9-~o, s~ I la~te~~ried-_ -_·:. ·,:"- · ·>·,_'"c- "' . b 7c 
- that no.· record was contained in the Department of Transportation; · 

. · Department of Mbtor Vehiclep, Government of- the Distric't of· 
·Cqlumbia ~J)7es.· qpncerning ~the_ appl~ic~nt·:or his, ~_pouse:. 

b6 
b7C - ._-: ~- ::_. -_:·· -~, p~ · J~ly iP-! ;~~~-0-, .: -~c1 - -- - . . I :searc~e~.---

--.. :-. "_~the ,f~les of th~- f:.! ~9· _J;>ark_- .Pol~c:e ~and. no ~den:'t,:r.f~~b£e- Adul.'!= " ~- , ,_ 
_ ·cr-iminal:. or Traffic Records ·could 'be loc:;_ated 'X"$gard.ing.···the - . ·-

-, 

. - . -~ ,' 

. --, I 

,_. 

., .. J. 

-- cipplicant ·o;r his spouse.·--' - _ · -· · · · -- · · · ' · · · · - · 
'• --·- X L, + .. 

.. .,._ •• J. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
.. 

REPORTING OFFICE ' OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 
,. 

ALEXANDRIA BUREAU 7/29/80 7/14/80 - 7/23/80 
TITLE OF CASE . L) REPORT MADE BY TYPED BY 

~· '\ JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON sAl I vvd 
CHARM .. I t:f( ur- CASE 

NON CONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION . 

b6 
b 7C 

REFERENCE: Bureau teletype to Alexandria, 7/10/80/!~iofl~nll n ,ff'P4P 

-RUC- ¥t&!?NF~~~~L ~ ssl~lED 
HER"Elfl ;7tJl II'! ... U- r~ 

APPROVED 

ENCLOSURE: pA.'t'E-t;;J,~ c/ ~ V/a-11 rt'-f' 

two FD- 4 8 4 I 
Sjs fJ. IJ c~. _;.,, ~-FP ..... ; ? ,;-i:. Enclosed for the Bureau are ~ ~ 

ADMINISTRATIVE: 

All individuals cont~cted were apprised of the prov~sions 
of the Privacy Act, and those requesti~g confidentiality have 
been so noted. 

ONONE 
RECOVERIES 

ACQUIT- CASE HAS BEEN: 
TALS 

PENDING oVER ONE YEAR DYES 0No 

PENDING PROSECUTION 
OVER SIX MONTHS DYES 0No 

\1 
~0- ~~ 

J 
"C . SPECIAL AGENT A. I Iii' 
11 · 1!.'1 CHARGE Do NoT wRITE •.!i:sp ~Be.~~ww 

Dissemination Record of Attached Report Notations 
-A-ge-n-cy-----=::.,....:..~..:.....:.......:.....:......:....;...::..:...:..:....:.....:...._=-• ...:...:.:..:....:,.:.:.:...::...::....:.,,;.::.:~;;.~~ . ;.;.- ..:.,.~..,-: --~---';'-H: ~ .\ 

Request Reed. 

~-at_e_F_'w_d_.-+------~---~--~~-- +: -~-~ 
How Fwd. 

By 

. . _· )r>'Y ·1\4 ~ ""!~ . 

59- J\J ov 2 519lfl 
A~': , 

COVER PAGE FBI/DOJ 



. ·-· • l... . 
,\ ~' .FD-.204 (R~:A.,r'·3-59) 
~ ~. "' tr...w ...... ,.,.... 

J _4.._.,_,...,....­. ~ _, 

Copy to: 

\,. .• 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

'. { 

Report of: sAl 
7 I 2k-:9::-/r:::8~0-------J 

Office: Alexandria, Virginia 
Date: . 

Field Office file #: 7 7- 5 911 Bureau-File#: 

Title: 

Character: 

Synopsis: 

' JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON· 

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 

Employment verified-and favorable. Neighborhood verified 
and favorable. Re£erences recommend favorab~y.· Arrest 

'. 

.. checks negative, with exception of-Arlington Co1Jnty; results 
set "forth. C-redit check conta:i,ned. no derogatory inf.ormation. 

b6 
b7C 

'1 

.• .~ 1"ktt'fr l!R '6« • 'fbi!/ 
s~~!~~R"1i.~ct!ON su~~:U : 

-RUC-

DETAILS: 

EMPLOYMENT ~r.~ll:i~1 u 'W_~y_?JJ·tt7:ff 
. ~A't~ ~A hlv-' 'fi 'J.i rf Central Intelligence Agency · l1 C,LC f'l"""w . .,, 1. 

1943 -- 1'974 ' SP 'I' p?f> ... /?c?--KJ: . . 
_ . C· IT . . . b6 

·_ On July 21, 1980, I I Pe~sonnel, Central -b7c 
Intelli:ence Agency (CIA), Rosslyn, Virginia, ,adviseid SA · I _ lthat the appl~c~pt was employed by the office 
of Stra eg1c Services, forerunner of the CIA, from 1943 

· until his. retirement on IDea·ember 31, 1974. At the time 
of his retirement, the applicant was the. Chief.,Counter 
Intelligence Operations, $36,000 per year. 

The applicant was granted an intermittent 
contract as a Consultant .on April 1, 1975, at $138.48 per day.' 
·The contract expired on S.e.ptember 3 0_, 19 7 5 • 

This doc~~~• neither recommendations nor conciusions of the FBI. 
are not to be distributed outside your ,."gency. 

It is the property of the Fl3I and is loimed to your agency; it and its contents 

U.S.GP0:1975-0-575-841 
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. AX 77-5911 
~ . '. -

' -, 

-.-'I I sta:,te·d that the applici:mt was rated as an 
· _ outstanding employee·.-

~ .. .. -.- ". 

: : I I :f1n?tn~~ advised that 'the~ applicant I 8 supervisor 
has. since retJ.red ~ - <. 

-SECURITY FILE REVIEW. -

~....;.._-....;........, The. following investigat-ion was conducted by SA t:r-
L..,-1_...,-----~k-' ' . ,• ·: - ' _· '-' ' 

,. 

On July 21, 1·980; a representative of the Central 
Intelligence Agency · (CIA)., L"angley, Virginia)· made, av2iilable 

:for revi-~~7, ·a securi ty"file iQ,entifiable w;L th the -applicant,_· 
·· .: ·date o,f 'birth· December 9, 19.17. -- - _ · - -. . - . 

,, 

'._-. - _ ·The. ·e3:pp;Li~ant was granted a Top· Secr~t clear~nce on . _ 
Odtober 21.,- l_B43, following a. ·favorable background :inve-stigation 
conducted in October·, 1943·, . . - ·. . - · < · . · .. _ . • -

. The ··-Federal; ·Bu:r?~au of ')nvestigation {FBI) -cond~cted_ 
·a ])ackgrqund -investigation for ~ :the- ·ciA ·in 19 49, which restil ted 

_ · in· a Top_ Secret clearance being issued to_ the appl,.icant ·on 
·:. ... February ·6, .1950. -- - ·· 

- ~ . 
T, -~ • "' 

An up-date ·background ·investiga'.tion _was corid.ucte_d'' 
on January 28, 1963. · · · 

· ':fhe· app:}:icant was gran1bed a Top· Secret Contract · 
- cle?J.Y.'a,nce on February 2? ;· .197 5. · 

• - l. '~- " ... ~ • " ~ 

_ .. : __ The: a;plicQ.nt 's security_ file. ;.,~veate·d:th~t 'he. __ .­
"receiv.ed· his· l3achelor. of· ·Ar:'ts. Degr'ee ·from· Yal·e- University-
in Ju-ne, -1941.' -. · · ·· ·· · · ' -

::' 

The following ·traffic .viQ,lations wer.e noted, for-~ the 
applicant at :Arlington ~ounty: · -. 

' ', .. -

DATE OFFENSE DI'SPO'SITION 

, . c. 

-" Septe¥lbe_x).1Q, 1.962· 

January 30·, _l'953 _, 

-Speedi11:g 5.0/35' 

Speeding 45/2'5 -· 

. Fined $1.5 and ·costs 

Fined .$1-o and Costs 
~ ~ - ~_,. 

;There.was no derogatory-information contained in 
·the-file. 

: 2' 

.. -.. , 

'J b6 
b7C 

-b6:1 
b7C 

b6·1 
b7C 

_,_ 
"'"' -·: 
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AX -77-5911 

REFERENCE 

~~~~--~~--~~~----~~--~~----~~ advised SA 
that he first met the applica:t through_ a mutual friend in . 
_tJ:le early :j_97? 1 s. I J stated that he has been· assoc1ated 
Wlth the a l1cant u1te closel for the ast three ears as 

adv1sed that they have· lunch together once a week. 
·statE?<:l that the- -applicft is· ver: intelligent:~ conscientious and 
well liked by others • I would recommend the applicant 
for a po~3i tion '9f trust and conf1d,ence with the United Stat:es . 

- Governmen:t, based, on his char"acter, _associates, reputa_:tion and 
- · loyalty: · · _. 

. -
_I On Jul: '23, ~~-~-~~~------------~t~a~~~~ 

.known the. appl1cant slnce...l9.43; r=.;;..a...--...,.._s-:-t-a-:-t-e~d::-,;""':t~hat ·both 

b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 

were employed )?y . the CIA_;_- an.,:::d:;...· ....:t::.::h;.!;e::::..z.......:::S~e;;.::;·r;...v~:..:e:;:.d::::.....::t..::o:..::..::e::..;t::::.::· h~e:::.r=--..:::i:.:.h.:.._~::::..:..-----.:....:...-; 
United Sta:tes and oVerseas. 

adv1sed that he -
L....:.:-::""::==-=:--="!':"":::~:-::::-:::=:-1'"-=-:::==-=-~o:::-:c=c-=:a-::s:o":'s::-:l:-:o::-:n:::-a:::-r~y~o::-::n::--"::"a--:=s:-::o~c::-:l::-a::;""T"---r:! as is , -and considers. 

him to b~ of,, high ·.char9-cter-, . associates,. reputation ·and loyalty. 
~..-__ __.lwould ·higbly rec.ommend the __ applioa17-t for a - position. of 
' trust and confidence- with ,the United States Government. ·. . 

"' .; "' · r · + "f • , _.., • -~ ~· ', • 6 ~~- • ' ' .:.. .. , 

. ' 

, -.' , 

:' 

. -, 

•. 

' ' ~ . 
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AX 77-5911· 
DLH:vvd 
1 

• .._ 

REFERENCE. 

On Jnl y 1 4 : j ·9 8 0 , I I · 
~----~~----~~--~~~ adv~sed SAl lthat-he has 

known the applicant for over th~rty years. on .a professional 
and ·social .basis.- ·He stated that· he worked·· with him on a 
liaison ba~is when he wa$ el!lployed by the.FBJ; q.nd·the applicant 

·was a.t CIA.. He describ§d, th.e- ap;pliciarit as. a l9yal~·. stable_, · 
individual witn outstanding character, integrity, reputation 
and associates. He. highly_recommended him to·a position Of 
tru'st -and confidence wj, i:;h the -tJ. S . 'Government. 

' '-
' ', 

~, '-

4 . 

b6 
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AX.. 77-5911. 
GSV:bkl. 
1 

• 

. ' 
~----------T~h~f. ·fo~~owing investigation was conducted by SA 

NEIGHBORHOOD 

4! 

. _ ·The · followJ..ng individuals ~ere contacted in the· 
.'vicinity of .4814 N. 33rd .Road, Arlingt.on, Virginia. They 
furnished favorable comments concerning the applicant an~ 
corisidered.applicalit to be an individual of good character, 
reputation, integrity and loyalty. Each recommended the 

-~ app.l:l'cant for a_ responsib:le. position with the United States , 
Government"·. · · 

4• 

5 

. ' 

b6 
b7C 

r· 
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AX 77'.-.5911 
GSV:vvd 
1 

' -~ 

ARREST-CHE€K 

' . .· .. '-,, . 
- ~: '-. 

. ' ' 

.· 

sc1 l;ause,d' a, s~a,rch. t_o be .l]l~d,e' of 
.the files· of the Ar:X:ington, Vivgin;ta·~ Police J?~pa:rt.u;e;n~ 7 . a,nd 
was _adyised on July 18, 1~80, that the-follow~ng record wa..s 

-located .. C9ncerning· ·the ap.plica,nt ~' Ja.w,es. CNI'jNl Angleton t 'j:.t- ~s ' : 
to. be· noted· that at a.ll t;U:nes an 'indefinite nUl.Jlber o..:f imidentif;Le'd· '· 
rec_ords are out. of file· .and not ayaila:ll>le for rev.eiw :· .. 

~' . . . ~ ,., .. 

· .. ' OFFENSE 
- -·, -' 

. TII'SPOSITION . '·DATE. 

'· 

J 8. . . " ·, .. 
· pe~~1ng· 45 25 -·January· 3 0, 1.9 53· 

·.' 

February 10, 1953 ,. · 
. ~ Fiyted ·$10. and .Cou,rt· 

Cost . · ·_ ... 

Se)?jember. 10·.,- 1962 · 
. I : 
Spe~qing 50/35 ~eptember ~~~-1961, ~ 

Fined $1S and~ourf: 
,., 

·., f!a~ch 2, ·1963 - " ~ ~ . 

·.· . 
' ~ . ' ' 

.. 
... \. 

Cost 
..... 

ltxpi;,ed Virginia··.· March''l5,'_'19·6-·3, -~ - · _. 
Insp.ec:J:'i.on . . .· ~. Fined~ $10 and Co&Irt 

·.. . .· Cost 
0.. u .... ) 

b6 
b7C 

. · May 2 6 , 19 7. 6· /N~ -~~riv'¢~~~-.. ~ie~~:s~·.. Ju~e :29~': i91s\· .. , .. : · .~ ' ' 

- · ' • 4 

May ? 6, ·, 1 ~? 6 ·.> 
. , . 

•' 

July 9; 1976. · --,.· 

'" 

July·s, 1978 
.. 

.. '' .. 

""'::' 

I ·, 

· •. /,N~' Valid. ~r~ington' 
-~ · co~rity_ stick_ef> _ : ·, 

. lnrivin.g wh:(le.'': 
· 'intoxicated·· 

' 

:J spee-ding·· 52~ 3:5 
I' CRadarJ · . "' ~ . 

,-, 
. . ~ 

6· 

.~., ' ' 

_ .. Fined ·;(!no: and Court 
.Co9t. . 

Dfs.inissed. 

. . 

February<23, 1977, ~: ·-·· 
.. ; Fined $50.• and ·.Court ··• 

Cost· f<:>r .·R~ckless -Driving. 

.. Augus.t 7, 19 7 8 ·,. 
· Fined $34, Cost. prepaid 

r-

:.- . ·, 

·'r' 
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·.AX 77.;.5911· 
GSV:bkl 
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• 
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·!'": 

ARREST· ,diECK 

• 

0

, · ,·· . sd fcaused a search to .. be mad~ 
.,. of the' files. of the ·Fairf~x Co:ilri.ty ,. ·Virginia; 'Police Depart-

'· ' 

• • J. • 

rnent, and was a.,avjted on July 15. 1980: that no · record. was. 
located regarding . _ kit 
is to_be noted that in applicant matters only class 3 an 4 
misdemeanors are available. . . .. 

. scI r c.aused· :·a sear.ch ·to. be m~d.~· 
-of the.files of the ·Alexandria,- Vifgiqia, Police.Department, 
and ·.was· adyised on July·lS, 1989, that 'no 'l{ecord· was. J,ocated 
~orjcerning the :·applicant. · · ·. · · .. ;- . . .. 
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-ARREST· 'CHECK' 

_ . . On July -14, .1980, a computerized chec~ of _the 
·- Central 'C!'iminal Records Exchange C.CCRE)-? Virginia State Pol:i,ce 

, . (ySP:} ~- Richlllond, Virginia, failed to ie&ilect any i,nfo_rmation 
ident1fiable; wi t.h the applic~l]-t, ~pplicant 1 s spouse·, or 
daughter:'." ·} 
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CREDIT CHECK .· 

• '. 

< • 

On July 15, 198.0, sci . kaused·-
a search to be made of the files of the CreditBureau of Prince 
William County,, Incorporated, Post Office Box 232, Manassas., 
Vj_rginia, which .·coyers the Washington Metropolitan Area. and 
was advised the files, contained.no derogatory record regarding 
applicant. 
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FD·484 (Rev. 6·29·79) 

y ' 

INSTRUCTIONS: Please sign 

and return one of the two 

enclosed copies. 

This is to advise you in conformance with the Privacy 

Act of 1974 that the information solicited from you by personnel 

of the FBI is needed to complete background inquiries required 

by the authority granted in Title 28, Part 0, Subpart P, paragraph 

0.85, subparagraph C, Code of Federal Regulations. The furnishing 

of this information is voluntary on your part. The inform~tion 

requested from you is needed to complete a background inquiry. 

The information furnished by you and the results of inquiry will 

be used to determine your eligibility for access to FBI space. 

You should be aware that wilf~lly making a false statement or 

concealing a material fact could be a basis for refusing you 

access to FBI space, and may constitute a violation of Section 

1001, Title 18, United States Code. 

You are not required to execute this form; however, 

if you do not, the needed investigative information may not be 

made available to the FBI. Lack of such information may preclude 

further consideration of your request for access to FBI space. 

(Signature of Applicant) 

(Date) 

FBI/DO.J 
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-~~··;~~ERA ,t;bhREAU 
REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

BOSTON .. BUREAU 

. n. . , 
OF INV~~fiGATION \.'} \ 

DA'TE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD . 

7/29/80 7/14.,-29/80 

•.. 

• :;TLE OF CASE 0 REPORT MADE BY 

sAl 
TYPED BYb6 

,.A( ~, JAMES ANGLETON 
v·v1 CHARACTER OF CASE 

NON CONTRACT PERSONNEL 
INVESTIGATION 

maj b7C 

/ ' 
.5fJ ? a ~ rf/HI9f' 

C!·A· tF?P- /t:f'd-b 
REFERENCE: Bureau teletype to Boston, 7flO~~JJ:)/,.}fJocp~ ... ./f?~ 

.Q:?J-- A£), !~~~ol-1 c~~;l,.1 . 
- RUC .... -vJh1~0R~!.l\ ·s\nED ·· · ~ 

R£RE1N JJJJ~~"t 6f-7f!t'",~ 
ADMINISTRATIVE: DAT.i.rf - · 

All persons contacted in this matter were advised 
of the provisions of the Privacy Act of 1974 and none desired 
confidentiality. 

~--------------------~~redit and arrest checks conducted by sc~~----------~ 
~----------Ll~-~R~e~m~a~i~nder of investigation conducted by SA 

I 
(;i)J 

----· 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED DNONE 

ACQUIT· CASE HAS BEEN: ~ 
CON VIC. ,PRETRIAL. 

FU.G. FINES SAVINGS RECOVERIES TALS DIVERSION 
PENDING OVER ONE YEAR DYES 0NO 
PENDING PROSECUTION 

' 
0 VER 51 X MONTHS DYES 0No ,.., 

~~ v SPECIAL. AGENT 
DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW APPROVED IN CHARGE 

"" ..,_ 
COPIES MADE: 

11>- Bureau 
,, 

1 - Boston (_77-18098) 

I 

Dissemination Record of Attached Report 

Agency 

Request Reed. 

Date Fwd. ~ 

How Fwd. 

By (' li AM 
v I 

59 NOV~51980 
' 

J}'// ~lf~~/c~~~ ;JUJ ~ I .. , . ~.~ . 
, ...... ~~· 

NOT RECORDED 

'l5 JUL. 311980 

.. --
nnr 'l 1 ~otations 

'"' Jl s 'bt1 
';· . .,_ -' ~ ~ ~ 

.. ' Jl.iu . 

f ! I • 
~' : . ~!AN1,Q; & SP~A'G·nf1' ~:mr1 , ,~ \1 ~.ft .... 
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Copy to: 

Report of: 

Date: 

. } ., 
, ~, ·, · ·• r 

/f: . \-,1 
·UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTh:;E 

Federal Bureau of anvestigation 

sAl 
7 /'?.b9:-"l/=8=o---------l 

Office:: Boston, Massachusetts 
b6 
b7C 

Field Office F:ile #: 77-18098 

Title: 

Character: --

Synopsis: 

Details: 

JAMES ANGLETON 

NON CONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 

Education verified. Credit and arrest checks negative. 

-RUC-

Education 

.------~Own.......,.Jo~..~u .... l-.v.l!.....,29 , 19 80, b 6 
I I Harvard University Law School, Cambridge, b7c 
Massachusetts, advised James Angleton attended Harvard 
University Law School from· September 15, 1941 until 
January 30, 1943, when he left to enter the Army. He 
received no degree./ She said due to the passage of time 
since he attended Harvard Univers.ity Law School, there 
were no professors available who could reca~l tpe applicant. 

"" tu 

It is the policy of Harvard Unive~itcy~n6t to 
release academic information with or wi tho5ix tlle) :s,udent 's 
signed waiver •. ,This policy is strictly adh~red:~o by the 

- ·---·t · " University. ~. · --.. ~~;· -:;; :z; 
~ ? ' ~·~· '-u 
'- w ::r: 
c:: ~u 
~ 

This docu~oni'ains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
;our agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outs ide your agency. 

FBI/OOJ 
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BS 77-18098 

Credit 

On July 17, 1980,J I Credit 
Bur~au Services, Inc., 6 S. James Avenue, Heston, Mass., 
advised their files contain no record for James Angleton·. 

Arrest 

On July 14, 1980, Records 
Section, Boston, Massachusetts; Police Department, advised 
their files contain no record with anyone identifiable with 

On July 14, 1980, I I Records 
Section, Cambridge, Mass., Police Dep~rtment, advised their 
files contain no record identifiable with James Angleton. 

-2*-

b6 
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b6 
b7C 

b6 
b7C 



E.El-263 <Eev. 7-15-75> ;; ~ }. ;, . . ~ · · ' 
. I 

. FEDEf< .. ~t.. BU~e:A·O OF IN~ ~STIGATION 

REPORTING OF"F'JCE .. OF"fi CE OF" ORIGIN OATE • INVESTIGATIVE PERIOO 

NE~J HAVEN BUREAU 7/30/80 7/24/80 
TITLE OF CASE 

·0 
,REPORT t::J61;!~ Iii:! 

sAl I 
}-JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON 

CHARACTER OF CASE 

,}y} NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL 
. (NCPI) 

. 
REFERENCE : Bureau te~etype to Alexandria, dated 7/10/80. 

-RUC-

ADMINISTRATIVE: 

- 7/29/80 
TYPED b 

pen b 

INVESTIGATION 

.'j 

6 
7C 

Indivi~uals contacted were advised of the provisions of the~ c-ft·~~!~Jb 
Privacy Act ·and did not request confidentiality~;~ ~~1:.rLn .. 
. .51' 1J. CfP/) '· / /P (f;IB ()fl'/~}~ 

:~,L . o~~o11'!· ·l"N 
. )X2:-r~~Givr.: ,_,. ~~stf1~ .'7~ 

r\i?,t:U~ lS u '"f ''f;'l.~ 
· -o~'if. 

i 
----------~~~~~~~~----~~--~--~----------------~~ 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED D NONE ACQUIT- CASE HAS BEEN: v' 
CON VIC . bf!v"ilRRJ1~'N FUG. FINES SAVINGS RECOVERIES TALS ~ 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~PEN~NGOVERONEYEAR DYES ~NOf~ 

r -

Dissemination Recor~)ff l,.i}ach~~ R'ep~t/'1 ~~U 
~gency 

Request Reed. 

Date Io'wd. 

How Fwd. 

II ~11.1. 
11..t1 Wt"lr· :.tC'U I 

- ' ' ' ' ' .. ..~ •• o( < ... ' . - · ol:r.m ·,, .l ·{ 2h\ GE 

Notations 

PENDING PROSECUTION . ,, 

OVER s1x MONTHS DYES ONe _; 

·A 

/
.,~ 
;· 
' 

k • • f 

I 

T-~~~L-~~~~~~---L~~~--~~~~~~~----~----~~ -~ 

.:t j 

A·k 
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Copy to: 

Report of: 

Date: 

.. 

.. 

dNi~tED STATES DEP~RTMENT OF JU! /bCE 
FEDERAL ~.UREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

SA~I ~~~~----~ 
JlJ'LY 30, 19~0 

Office: NEW HAVEN 
b6 
b7C 

Field Office File #: NH 77-8139 Bureau File#: 

Title: JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON 

Character: 

Synopsis: 

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION (NCP-I) 

Education verified. Cr.edit and 

-RUC-

DETAILS: 

Educ·a:t·ion 

. ~d4it(cf C·A-· !Fff~lfJ-= 
arrest nega1fi,;~~.~ ~ ~~~!If. Jf~ 

S fJ 1 ue-r~#'V"" ~ I ;, . .qq CA" , 
~,j. .JJ.-;7"'- ~ c [\. lfED 
'"7Alt!1Woln r~<r ~sn·l.ED .~~ 

BE?:i1l1 }J/JJ»t~'t_ff..11!t~~ 
ouE~~ 

· · On ·July 24.1 19.80, ~ b 6 
I I Yale University; New. Haven, Connect1:cut, adv~sed b7c 

Angleton was in academic'attendance WUniversity from 
September, 1938 thr.ough July, 1941, advised Angleton 
rec~ived his ·Bachelor of Arts degree on overtJ.ber 8, 194·1. 
Angleton majored. in English and records reflect at .the time 
of his gradu~e was making application to Harvard ' 
University. ~advises records are necessarily sparse 
due to the lengt o time since Angleton graduated. She . i 
also advised no prci;>~essors .currently at. Ya1e University f 
would have ta~ght Angleton duri~g his academic attendance. 

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. · 

~U.S.GP0:1975-0-575-841 
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NH 77-813'9 

cr·edit ·and Arrest 

~\ 
i 
\ 

The following individuals were contacted on the 
dates indicated and advised they could locate no record 
identifiable with Angleton: 

b6 

I I Credit Bureau of Connecticut, Iric. ,b 7c 
71 Elm Street, New Haven, Connecticut, on July 24, 1980; and 

' 
Records, New.Haven, 

Connecticut Police Department, on July 29, 1980. 
b6 
b7C 
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In Reply, Pleme Refer to, · 

. , File}''fo.1 7.:.._10 B7 S9··, 
.:_·-. 

; · .. ' 

-, ' 
', 

, 
'~-: .. 

.. uiM! ST:TES 'DEPARTMENT .OF: fusltcE. 
'~ r; " 

' 'f 

FEDERAL. BUREAU OF INV.ESTI<,;AT'ION ', 

• w-ashington~ o. c. 20535 · 
~ugust s; f-980 

•' ' 
lo' I ' 

" . . ··Revie·vr··of O:Efice of~ ·. . 
. , -J?ersonrie1- Manag!=n\ent .(OPM) Files ·- .. 
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' ,j 
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.OASAC ~= 
D SttPv. 
D Agent 
OOSM 
0 Rotor# -------- RE: 
OM 

Room 

D Acknowledge 0 For Information 
0 Assign 0 Reassign D Handle~ 
0 Bring file D Initial & return 

DA~ 1 e~ , 
IRS RECEIVED p._s::pf:; 

0 Return assignment cord 
0 Return file 0 s~rlol 

0 Call me Oleads need attention I] Return with action taken 
0 Correct 0 Open case 0 Return with explanation 
0 Deadline --- 0 Prctpore lead cords 0 Search and return 
0 Delinquent 0 Prepare tickler 0 See me 
0 Discontinue 0 Recharge file Cseriai.:J Type 
0 Expedite 
OFilo 0 Send to 
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T 0 0 I RECTOR PR I OR IT¥ 

BT 

{)JJ UNCLAS E F T 0 ( ,.: , 
" ~. ·~ 
~~ , r ~ - ~ . .., ... 

, , ~ , t 4 ~ • " t.. !"lf!N 

Exee. AO.lnv._ 
. Exec. AO.Arfm. 

Exec. JID.LES -
Asst.fllr.: -

Mm. Servt. l Crlm. lnv. ' - . 
fdenf. -
fntert. __ 

laborafdry _ 
legal t:oun._ b 6 1 
Pian ~ Insp. b 7 c 
~ -Mgnt.-
Tttb. Serv;,. 

JAMES Cr,JMN)llt\GLETON; NCPI 

REROMTEL JULY 16, 1980. 

~­
haicAtfs.OJt 
l~Rra.-
~-~-

ON AUGUST 12t 1980, r-~---------..., 

TIGA1IONL...I ________________ _____, 

PENDING. THEY HAVE BEEN REQUESTED TO EXPEDITE 

RESULTS OF PENDING INQUIRIES WILL BE FURNISHED IMMEDIATELY UPON 

RECEIPT. --

LEGAT FOLLOWII\G. 

BT 

)\\ '\ 
59 NOV 2 5 'i9b0 

' .... _~ 

b7D 

I 
' l 



r. 

'--1': ........ 
~ ·~· ... · 

' ~ ', . . . 
,. 

' ____ ..... --
i' ,,· 
1 

• I 

. .· 
r;~ ~o·:~E <77-3{/'1) · 

TO DIREC'!QR/~RIOR!TY .454 -t:~3 . . I . . , 
- 'r:>T i .· - /'' 

111 ~ ·~ ,, 'l ~~~ 

; I ; } ~ 
~ ·~IJ~~\CLAS a:; f ·T.J) 

,/ ,,. )'. r, 

<· ' 
I · .. .' ,· ', 

JA.1Er..' /en·.~',) ::.~A.': "GL~TO''·· :,tco·r 
T , /l 4 ~ z....f ... -· y. 9 <" ~ •'( jt'9~: ·:::. , >' 

co··~FIOE;~!TI~L SOU,RCE AQVISED THAT DtW · T~t··: .} 
·~ . - ~· -- -.. ·- -

' . ' 

.'~<ACT 'f,HAT Ai'PLI·CA~·lT' 9 S'TAY nJ .!TAL Y 1!1AS 'PR.,IOR JO \•iO'RLD i1AR II,. 
j ~~ - " ' ' -~ ~ ' ' 

RTi;fORDS ARE DI!i'FICULT TO LOCAT~~ A~m EFFORT~TO.DATE HAVE BE.E'~1 ., 

~:EGATIVE·. . . 
I 

\ . 

IT HJMED'IATEL Y. 

ST 
\ ' 

, . . · 
' ~ ' ' 

b6 
b7C 

' ' . 

·/ 
I 



RECEIVED 
TELETYPE UNIT 

i ~ 

P 050930Z SEP 80 !~ 

FM R0~1E <77 /' 30, 5 SEr BU I l 0 fi z 
• 1 

:§(;(.'/ REC~IVEO • 
PRIORI TY.j1('~ -05 FEDEr~.~~ OUR!!AU 

. OF IllV\~S':IGATIOH 
COMt-IJ.lNICHioti:':i S~CTION 

~fT 
YuNCLAs E F r a . 

} "illG:Jl 
-FOLLO\HNG IS REENCRYPTION OF OUR~-0 

. JA~1ES <~Hl> t?ooLETON; NCPI 

ON SEPTEMBER 4t 1980t A CONFIDE~TIAL SOURCE 

ADM! NI STRATIVE 
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