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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)
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EXPLANATION OF EXEMPTIONS
SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552

(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;

related solely to the internal personnel rules and practices of an agency;

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;

trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a person and privileged or confidential;

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;

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

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;

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

geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells.
SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552a
information compiled in reasonable anticipation of a civil action proceeding;

material reporting investigative efforts pertaining to the enforcement of criminal law including efforts to prevent, control, or reduce crime
or apprehend criminals;

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;

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;

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;

required by statute to be maintained and used solely as statistical records;
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;

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;

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.
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RICHARD HELMS, Et. AL
U.S. DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 7 “
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA o
_CIVIL ACTION # 75-1773 /’“®

LA
Enclosed for the Bureau are a summons(and complalnt

delivered to the Washington Field Office by the U.S. Marshal'
Service on 12/3/75.

Washington Field Office indices contained severa
references to plaintiffs of which the Bureau is already aware.

o This is a class action suit against Government

W agencies and their heads by the plaintiffs for violation of ’

- plaintiffs constitutional rights by those agencies. Both
- injunctive relief and punitive damagesare being sought.
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Dlrector, Federal B
. Washlngton, D.C.
JAMES J. ROWLEY
9615 Glencrest Lane
Kensington, Maryland;
H. .STUART KNIGHT
Director, U.S. Secret Service
Department of the Treasury
Washington, D.C.:;
JOSEPH CARROLL
7306 Rippon Road
Alexandria, Virginia;
DONALD BENNIZTT
c/o Defense Intelligence Agency
The Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20301;
VINCENT DE POIX
2782 N. Wakefield
Arlington, Virginia;
JOHN INGERSOLL
c¢/o Drug Enforcement Administration
U.S. Department of Justice
Washington, D.C.;
JOHN R. BARTELS, JR
c/o Drug Enforcement Administration
U.S. Department of Justice
"Jashington, D.C.;
YESTEZRN UNION INTEZRNATIONAL, INC.
2100 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C.;
RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
60 Broad Street
New York, N.Y. 10004;
ITT WORLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
67 Broad Street
New York, N.Y. 10004;
JOHN DOE, RICHARD ROi and other unknown
agents and employees of the United
States Government.
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Defendants.

Plaintiffs, by their attorneys, allege as follows for their
First Amendggﬁd'Complaint:

JURISDICTION

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

and money damages, arising under the First, Fourth, Fifth and Nlnth

¥ ﬁAmendments £ °tH? Constltutlon-' Title. 18, Unlted States Code,,: ;',,:fdggf
5 ‘i M“: f“ ML S g «:~:" JT T AT RO : ) —.,_;v /
T s JhSectlons 2510 25207\‘and Tltle 47” Unlted States Code, Sectlon bUb~‘““*ﬁ~*~fq

B RS N .:",..“ “‘m,

PSS oL W N

and Title 50 United States Code, Sectlon 403(d)(3) The Jurlsdlctlon

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

A 2520; Title 28, United States Code, Sections 1331(a), 1343(4) and
1361; Title 47, United States Code, Section 605; Title 42, United \\:
-3-
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I Defentfc VESTERN UNION INT:ERNA'@AL, NC. a
cémmuniéations common carrier, does busine;s in the District of‘
Columbia and provides overseas cable and telegraph service.

ée. Defendant RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS,‘INC., a communica-
tions common carrier, does business in the District of Columbia and
provides overseas cable and telégraph service.

££. Defendant ITT WORLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC., a communica-
tions common carrier; does business in the bistrict of Columbia and
provides overseas telegraph and 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) (A), 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.l967
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 authorizafion by the
National Security Agency acting at the request of other United States
governmentbagencies, and/or (b) their political and other
constituionally protected activities became the subject of inﬁrusive
counterintelligence actions and fiies,.conducted and maintained by
a Speéial Operations Group within the Central Intelligence Agency
known as "Operation CHAOS".

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

impossible. The total number and Eaéﬁtity of the class members is

— e e e ..
Z - g R

Lot "“, S

:rkn¢Wﬁionly to the NSA and the CIA, bﬁifplaintiffs‘estimate, °5;5;§3$¥?5
information and belief, that the élaSs:ﬁumbers at least 8,826 4
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

-8-
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30. On inforﬁétion and belief, the indiviéual‘and company.
defendaﬁts have engaged in an extended conspiracy unlawfully to‘
conceal thé acts complained of in paragraphs 10-29, supra, from the
named plaintiffs and members of their class, from Congress, and from
the public. |

31. On information and belief, each of the defendants knew of
énd participated in, and/or concealed the illegal and unconstitutional
activities described in paragraphs 10-29, supra.

32. On information and belief, each of the CIA defendants knew
that their actions described above were taken in violation of fhe CIA's
charter.

33. On informétion and belief, none of the defendants who
participated in the actions described in paragfaphs 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,vana were not made in good faith reliance
on any judicial, legislative or other valid authorization, or other
reasonable belief iﬁ their legality.

35. The defendants' pfocurement of interception and divulgence,
and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio
communications of plaihtiffs and their class violated Title 18,
United States Code, Sections 2511 and 2520, and Title 47 United States.
'~ Code, Section 605. |
36. ‘?pe_géfendahts' procurement of interception and divulgence,

. : R - L;“}
and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio .

M R et RS
B v s mam A e — B o e o

communications 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

L o
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Respondents (Federal defendants below) oppose the
grant of the requested writ.
Respondents (Carrier defendantg below) also oppose
the grant of the requested writ.
* * *
These representations are made in order that the

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

disqualification or recusal.

7 () 248 ’7% Z:: «ﬁ?’gu"ifi‘g,/
ELY4ABETH GERE WHITAKER
Atorney ©OFf record for
Respondents (Federal defendants

below)

*/ 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 presented to the

District Court by motion.
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interfere with a fair trial. [Local Rule 1-27(d);
Disciplinary Rules of the Code of Professionai Responsi-
bility, §§ 107(G) and (H).]

However, upon notification by plaintiffs' counsel
that they planned a press conference to release selected
décuments and a commentary on them, respondents immediately
sought a protective order from the District Court. The
protective order was sought to ensure an uncclored 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 Dellums, et al. v. Powell, et al.,

U.S.App.D.C. , F. 24 , (D.C. Cir. Jan. 28,

1977), the District Court, upon consideration of all

the pleadings and the petitioners'® 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 Ordexr on February 14, 1977, as
that order did not impede or restrict the availability of

deocuments for discovery.
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SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

Petitioners seek to have this Court review the entry
by the District Court of a discovery order that imple-
ments a Local Rule of the District Court. Under the
circumstances at bar the extraordinary relief of a writ
of mandamus 1is inappropriate. Even assuming, arguendo,
the availability cf review by mandamus, petitioners 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 litigate
their claims in a court of law whose jurisdiction they
have invoked.

ARGUMENT

L. MANDAMUS CANNOT BE USED AS A SUBSTITUTE FOR APPEAL TROM
THE DISCRETIONARY ORDER ENTERED BY THE DISTRICT CQURT.

This matter arises from petitioners’ 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
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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 foxr

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 statf and consultants would be available ". . . to

explain the significance éf such documents, and to answer

any questions from the public or press regarding such

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

cumstances and in light of Local Rule 1-27(d), the

District Court entered the protective order at issue here.
The threshold guestion is whether mandamus is avail-
able in this situation. The general rule, cf 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
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This was explained further in Colonial Times, where

the Court wrote:

This view of "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 power to act implies
not only a limitation on the type of
error cognizable in mandamus (i.e.
whether the court merely abused its
discretion or instead acted in a
manner in which 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.

502 F. 24 at 523~24 [Footnotes omitted] [Emphasis in
originall.

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
restrictions on ccirel 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 comments. .

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--

o J0 =
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particularly in view of this Court's recent statement in

Dellums v. Powell, supra, that:

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 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 afe also supervisory
and advisory concepts of mandamus, in addition to the
traditional functions of the writ. Petitioners do not
rely on these concepts, and it is submiﬁted that both are
inapplicable. The supervisory writ of mandamus is ﬂot
available unless the district court has shown a ". . .
persistent or deliberate disregard of limiting

rules . . . ." Right to Work, supra, at 1243; see also,

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 that mandamus
‘ was appropriate, where judges of the district court had
consistently referred antitrust cases for trial before

a master, contrary to repeated admonishment from the

w 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
rules here, however. Y The Local Rule relied upon by
the District Court, Local Rule 1-27{(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, rather than showing 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.

Likewise, advisory mandamus is not available in this

situation. Although advisory mandamus is available ". . .
to clarify novel and important questions of law . . ."
5/

[Right to Woxrk, supra, at 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.5. 920, 95,

104, 88 S.Ct. 269, 19 L.Ed. 24 305 (1967),
makes plain that mere error, even gross
error in a particular case, as distinguished
from a calculated and repeated disregard

of governing rules, does not suffice to
support issuance of the writ.

5/ Such advice already appears in the portion of
Dellums v. Powell, supra, quoted above,

= 1Y -







Court and, in the event of appellate review, before this
Court. 510 F. 24 at 525. Indeed, petitioners here are
asking that they ‘be permitted to build a record before
the press, not before the District Court, which is pre-
cisely what the local rule seeks to avoid.

Likewise, this is not a case where the petitioners
lack any adequate means of appellate review. As this

[

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

neither necessary nor appropriate in the instant case

since the order may be challenged through disobedience."

6/
510 F. 28 at 1245. = See also, Rvan v. United States,

402 U.S. 530, 533 (1971). And ". . . this principle
extends even to the assertion of constitutional privilege."”

Ibid., citing United States v. Anderson, 150 U.S.App.D.C.

336, 462 F. 24 1380 (1972).

* *

%

The congressional policy against piecemeal appeals
argues strongly against frequent use of the mandamus

writ. As this Court stressed in Colonial Times

. « o 1f 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
would have to risk contempt was not sufficiently interested
in the issue to do so, citing Perlman v. United States,
247 U.S. 7 (1918) (custodian of property to be produced
was a court clerk). .

- 14 ~
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509 F. 2d at 523 [Epotnote'omitted]. Petitioners have
given no reason why this principle should be abandoned
here. 1In the absence of circumstances which would justify
the exercise of this Court's traditional, supervisory, or
advisory mandamus power over the trial court, the Court
should conclude the writ is not availabie.

II. THE DISTRICf COURT'S ORDER WAS A REASONABLE EXERCISE

OF ITS DISCRETION IN IMPLEMENTING LOCAL RULE 1-27(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 patent
violation of Local Rule 1-27(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 gquotation

from or reference to public

records . . . 1if there is a reason-
able likelihood that such dissemination
will interfere with a fair trial. 7/

7/ The District of Columbia Court of Appeals has
recently amendaed the Disciplinary Rules of the Code of
Professional Responsibility, sections 107 (G) and (H).

The Court condemned newspaper publications by a

lawyer ". . . as to pending or anticipated litigation
[which] may interfere with a fair trial in the courts

and otherwise prejudice the due administration of justice.”
[Pertinent portions are attached.]
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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. Accoxrd-
ingly, the District Court entered a narrowly drawn
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 1-27(d4),
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
by the Judicial Conference of the United States. Y Thus,
Local Rule.l~27(d) has undergone serious study and review
by jurists who must daily resolve problems of publicity,

fair trials and the free press. Those jurists concluded

8/ Supplemental Report of the Committee on the
Operation of the Jury System on the "Free Press-Fair
Trial" Issue, chaired by the Honorable Irving R. Kaufman,
51 F.R.D. 135, 138 (19270), 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 Rule 7-~107 '
of the ABA Code of Professional Responsibility. =~
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may be necessary to achieve such ends for:

Every trial judge is charged with

the primary responsibility of

ensuvring that the judicial

proceedings over which he presides

are carried out with decorum and

dispatch and thus has a very broad

discretion in ordering the day to

day activities of his court. _

17/

C.B.S. v. Young, 522 F. 24 234, 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. The protective order
which petitioners attack was a reasonable method of
discharging the trial court's responsibility.

IIT¥. NEITHER LOCAL RULE 1-27(d) NOR THE DISTRICT

COURT'S APPLICATION.OF IT IS VIOLATIVE OF
THE FIRST AMENDMENT.

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. = However, those

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

unacceptable.

18/ It is unclear whether petitioners also attack
the constitutionality of the Local Rule, for while they
rely heavily on Chicago Council of Lawyers, supra, they
stop short of arguing unconstitutionality of the Local
Rule here. [Pet. at 21 n.3.]
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Id. at 247-9. = Thus, petitioners' efforts Eo portray
the District Court's order aé 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 in this regard rely

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

local rule unconstitutional because it was overbroad, for
the proposition that this District Court's Local Rule is
unconstitutional. Petitioners' argument ignores the fact

that the Seventh Circuit was 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 pretrial publicity in both civil and criminal
cases. Such a general review by the court caused
Judge Wyzanski 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's opinion in the Chicago Council of Lawyers
case (Chicago Council of Lawyers v. Bauexr, 371 F. Supp.

689 (N.D. I11l. 1974)), which was apparently adopted by the
Court of Appeals. Counsel for petitioners orally advised
undersigned counsel they will also rely on Reliance Insur.
Co. v. Barron's, 45 U.S.L.W. 2454 (S.D.N.Y., Mar. 16, 13977),
where the district court denied a protective order to preventc
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 paxt

on the fact that the defendants were an intrinsic part of
(Footnote continued on following page)
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22/
Ibid. = This is the standard which petitioners urge in

the matter at bar, yet the "reasonable likelihood" stand-
ard is one whose language is taken verbatim from the
guidance enunciated by the Supreme Court in its seminal
opinion on prejudicial pretrial publicity, Sheppard v.
Méxwell, 384 U.S. 333, 362-63 (1966), reaffirmed last

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

(1976) . In light of those two decisions, the "reasonable
likelihood" standard is, in the Supreme Court's view,

sufficiently narrow. See also United States v. Tijerina,

412 ¥F. 2d 661, 666 (10th Cir. 1969), cert. denied, 396 U.S.

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

rev!d on other grounds, 360 U.S. 622 (1959) which held
that the proper standard in forbidding extra-~judicial
statements was the "reasonable likelihood" standard. The
standard embodied in Local Rule 1-27 is thus constitu-
tionally acceptable.

Petitioners' final argument is that even if the
Local Rule passes constitutional muster, the District
Courtfs order applying it does not, again because of some
constitutional infirmity. Aséuming arguendo that the

respondents must overcome a heavy presumption against the

22/ The Seventh Circuit Court thus reiterated a
standard which it had previously enunciated in Chase v.
Robscn, 435 F. 2d 1059, 1061-1062 (7th Cir. 1970).








































B. Prellm*narv and permanent injunctions enjoining the

3

s de endants from engaging in‘the activities declared to be illegal and
unconstitutional;

C. A mandatorvy injunction or writ of mandamus ordering the
defendénts to produce before the Court, for delivery to the plaéntiffs
and members of their class for desﬁruction,'all files, reports, re-

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

~materials derived from dafendants' illegal and unconstitutional ac

ivities relating to plaintiffs and all other persons similarly

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

judgmént against each defendant in the sum of $100.00 per day of'

s £
. s

H
procurement of interccption, .diveigenge and"uan and interception,
d“VQig81 and use of the plaintiffs' wire, cable ox radio

communications, as liquidated damages pursuant to Title 18, United

States Code Section 2520 and Title 47, United States Code, Sectiocon
605. . %
* SR T -
Z. TFach named pldintiff and member of the plaintiff class ;

have-judgment against each defendant in a sum to be determined Dby

the Court for violation of plaintiffs‘' First, Fourth, Fifth and

Ninth Amendment rights.
F. Recovery in the amount of $50,000 punitive damages for the

o]

~i

Wl1lLLl violation -of constitutional rights for each plaintiff a

each member of th;‘plaintiff class.
G. The reasonable costs of this gction and attorneys! fees of
plaintiffs.
H:' "Such other and further relief as the Court shall deem just

and proper.

Respectfully submitted,
’;2(21hx/&/<. 7 52;;/L4J

Mark H. Lynch
John H. F. Shattuck
. American Civil Liberties Union
Foundaktion
600 Pennsylvania Ave., S:EB.
Suite 301 ,
Jashington, D.C. 20003
(202)544-1681
...18__, .
















b. STEVE HALLIWELL 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.

e DON LUCE is an American citizen and
Executive Director of Clergy and Laity Concerned. K

d. JONATHAN MIRSXY is an American citizen and
from 1963 to the present he has been a leader 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.

£. DANIEL SCﬁECHTER is an American citizen'
formerly associated with Ramparts Magazine and the Africa
Research Group, and a participant in various anti-war -activities

over the last decade.

v

g. ETHEL TAYLOR is én American citizen and the
National Coordinator of Women Strike for Peace.

h. CORA WEISS is an American citizen, a leader
of Women Strike for Peace, a former Co—chairéerson of the New
Mobilization Committee to End the War in Vietnam, a member of
the Board of Directors of Clergy and Laity Concerned and a
former Co-chairperson of the Committee of Liaison with Families
of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam.

i. THE AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE, INC.
(AFSC) 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.

J- CLERGY AND LAITY CONCERNED (CALC) is a
non-profit interfaith peace organization which has protested
U.S. involvement in the Indochina War since 1965.

k. The COMMITTEE OF CONCERNED ASIAN SCHOLARS
(CCa8) is a non-profit organization dedicated to opposing

Amsrican intervention in the internal affairs of countries in

(

Southeast Asia.




1. _WOMEN STRIKE FOR PEACE is a non-profit
organization dedicated to anti-war activities, including
activities to end the war in Indochina.

m. NINA S. ADAMS isxan American citizen, and
at times material to the complaint was a member of the
Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a target of
Operation CHAOS.

n. LEONARD PALMER 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

target 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 Military Defense Committee which was a target

of Operation CHAOS.

P SAMUEL W. BROWN, JR. 1s an American citizen,
and at times material to the complaint was an organizer of the
&ietnam Moratérium Committee.’

= HOWARD J. DE NIKE is an American citizen,
and at times material to the complaint was an attorney associated
with the Lawyers Military Defense Committee wﬂich was a target
of Operation CHAOS. A

s 'DOLORES A. DONOVAN is an American citizen,
and at times material to the complaint was an attorney associated
with the Lawyers Military Defense Committee which was a target
of Operation CHAOS. | °

S. THE REV: THOMAS L. HAYES is an American
citizen, and at times material to the complaint was employed by
Clergy and Laity Concerned and conéucted 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 target
of Operation CHAOS.

. 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




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 associaﬁe producer of Hearts and Minds, an
Academy Award winning film about Vietnam.

w. LEIGH KAGAN is an American citizen, and at
times material to the complaint was a member of the Committee
of Concérned Asian Scholars, which was a target of Cperation
CHAOS. She has also received documents from the CIA under the
Freedom of Information Act which indicate that she was a target
of Operation CHAOS.

X. RIéHARD CLARK KAGAN is an American citizen,
and at times material to the complaint was a memher of the
Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a target of
Operation CHAOS. He has also received cdocuments from the CIA
under the Freedom of Information Act which indicate that he
was a target of Operation CHAOS.

¥ ANGUS W. MC DONALD, JR. is an Ameriéan
citizen, and at times material to ;he complaint was a member
of the Committee of -Concerned Asian Scholars,.which was a target
of Operation CHAOS.

zZ. HUGH I. MANKE is an Americaq citizen, and
at times material to the complaint was a member and subsequently
Director of International Voluntary Services' Vietnam Team.

aa. PAVID GARETH PORTER isuan American citizen,
and at times material to the complaint was a member of the
Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, a cb}respondent with
Dispatch News Service, and a co-diréctor of the Indochina
Resource Center.

bb; JOSEPH REMCHO i§ an American citizen, and at
times material to the complaint was'an attorney associated with
the Lawyers Military Defense Committee which was a target of
Overation CH2AOS. |

cc. MARTHA KENDALL WINMEGAR is an Amesrican citizen,

and at times material to the complaint was a membar of +the
















aviailable for the fair and efficient adjudication of this controversy.
The orosecu*1on Of somarate claims by the member: of the class would

constitute an undue bhurden on the vindic

rf

i of their rights and
create the risk of inconsistent or varying adjudications, and_could
establish incompatible standaxds for the defendanés‘ conduct.

= . “The claims of the representative parties have the same
2

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

-defendants have acted on similar grounds with respect to all memoers

1

‘.
v
fon

of the class, common relief ;s sought, an@ plaintiffs will fairly a
adequately protect the interests of the class.
FACTS

}O. On information and bélief, in and after August 1967 defend-
ants HZILMS, TAYLOR, COLBY, MEYZR, ANGLZ ”Oﬂ REOOD, RbCCA} OBZR, 0SBORMN,
SCHLISINGER, CUSEMAN, WALTZRS and MURPHY (hereinafter sometimes “the
CIA defendants") established and administered a Special Operations
Group, known as Operation CHAOS (hereinafter "CHAOS"), withiﬁ the

CIA's counterintelligence stai

.
11. . On information and belief, the purpose of the CIA defendants
in establishing CHAOS was to collect, coor rdinate, evaluate, file and

report information on"foreign contacts” of American citizens resident
in the United Staées who expressed in various forms their political
and moral opposition,to #he war in Indochina and other policies of
the natiocnal government. X

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

other units of the CIA beginning in 1967 concludaa that domestic

opposition to the Indochina war, of which the activities of plaintiffs,

=t
0]
¥

il e

and their class were a part, had no si ignificant foreign connsct

o

13. On information and belief, CHAOS gathered inforr 3?ion rom

'

other units of the CIA and from other agencies, including the FB

=

'

much of which related to the constitutionally protected associational

and domestic political activities of the plaintiff class.

14, On information and belief, CIn0S recruited and trained

approximately 40 undercover agents who infiltrated domastic organi-

-12-
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- zations, and rcported on their constitutionally protected associa-

tr

tional and domestic political activities, which reports, or
.ihfo:Aation derived from them, were filed with CHACS and disseminated
to other units of the CIA and to other agencies.

14;. Oon inforuktlon and belwe_, the CIA defendants authorized

and directed their CHAOS agents and employess to discredit and

disruot the constitut ionally protected aasoc1atlonﬂl and domestic

‘-l.

:polit al activities of the plaintiffs and their class through the
actions of undercover agents Qh infiltrated the.plaintiff organiza-
tions, and through other couﬁterintelligence actions.

15. 6n information and belief, between 1967 and 1974 CHAOS
opened and maintainéd “201" or “personality" f£iles on approximately
7,200 individual United States citizens engaced in coqst utionally ‘
protected associati&nal and domestic political activities, including
each of the npamed individual plaintiffs

16. On information and belief, between 1967 and 1974 CHAOS
openead and maintainéd approximately 1000 saparate subject files on
domestic organizations, 1rclud1ng each of thes named plaintiff organi-
zatiqps-

17 On information and belief, the informztiown 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 mexbers of their class which was gathered by CHRO0S wes conveyed

by the CIA defendants to the White House, the FBI and to other

.
.

government agencies.

19. On information and belief, sometima after September 1969
CHEAQOS supplied a "watchlist” of United States citizens, including
plaintiffs and their class, to another unit of the €IA, as a result

of which first class mail From and to individuzls on the watchlis

i













Tirst, Fourth, Fifth and dinth Anendmeats.

SZCOND CAUSE OF ACT ION

37. plaintiffs repeat and reallege each allegation in para-

graphs 1-33, suora.

/ -

38. The defendants' maintenance and dissemination of files on

the constitutionally protected associational and political activities

o~
-

of plaintiffs and their class deprived plaintlf:s of their rig

‘free speach and association under the First Amendment and their right.

to privacy under the First, Fourth, Fifth and MNinth Amendments.
39. Defendants' infiltration of the plaintiff organizations ar

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

_concealed identities who d1srupted discredited and reported on the

plaintiffs' constitutionally protected ass&ciational and political
activities deprived plaintiffs of their freadom of speech and
association protected by the Fifst Amendment, théir right to
security against unreasonable searches and seizures protected by the
Fourth Amendmené and their right to privacy protected by the First,

»

Fourth, Llftﬁ and Minth Amendments.

40. The activities of the defendants set forth above continue
to interfere with, di%courage and deter the plaintiffs in the
exercise of their rlgh s of freé-speeéh, agsemb]y.and association,
and their right to pétition the government for reé ress of grievances,
guaranteed.by the First Amendment.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

o]
g
v
]
v
(2]
l.
v
g
)
0

41, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each allegation i
1-33, supra. - .
42. The CIA defendants' actions described above are in violation

of Title 50, United States Code, Section 403(d)(3).

WHZRZFOR:Z, plaintiffs request that the Court grant the following

A. A-declaratory judgment that the course of conduct and

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

] e
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FILED
. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNS 0977
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA - VRGO B77

JARMES F. DAYEY, Cluj

ADELE HALKIN, et al

Plaintiffs 3

. Civil Action No, 75-1773

LX)

RICHARD HELHS, et al

s av

Defendants

a0

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Two matters in this case are before the Court; a2 claim
of state secrets privilege assert=ad by the Secretary of Defense |
and a motion to dismiss slaims of the plaintiffs based upon communi-
cations interception activities of the National Security Agency
(NSA). As is explained'in more detail below, the Court accepts
the claim of privilege, except as it might extend to communications
orlélnatea within the United States by the pTalntlffs 1/ ana dcqulred
by NSA Lhrough its 5oeratlon SHAMROCK and it dismisses plaintiffs’
claims to the extent they are encompassed or affected by the portion
of the claim of privilege which is upheld- As for the aforementioned
excepted matters, the Court will defer ruling on certain aspects of
the claim pending further procesdings on legal'issues raissd by the

pleadings. Béfors discussing the reasons for this decision, it is
useful to review the proce :dings on these matters to date.
By their First Amendad Complaint, the plaintifis seek

damages and equitable relief for, inter alia, alleged interception

of their international wire, cables, and radio communications by

enployees of the National Security Agency. 2/ They further allege

hoge plaintiffs who were "watch-
e Court does not consider this
orc, comnunications originating

1/ Defendants distinguilsh between t
1listed" and those \ho were not. Th
to b2 a valid distinction. Thereifore,
in the United States by all plaintiffs, whether oxr not their names
appearad on a "watchlist®, are exc cepted from the claim of priviquw.
It will not be uecessary at this timz, however, foxr defendants to
dAilatinguish between those plaintiffs which were or ware not on a
Tuateblisk" .,

Lo b] A Tl {-‘
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that these interceptions were procured by employees of several other
Governmant agencies through "watchlists" submitted 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

LTI ]

privilege to protect secrets of state would be asserted with respect

to claims based upon the activities of NSA. 3/ on April 30, 1976,
the Secretary of Defense asserted that claim of privilege, stating

in pertinent part in an open record affidavit that:
Civil discovery ox a responsive pleading
which would (1) confirm the identity of
individuals or organizations whose foreign
communications were acquired by NSA, (2)
disclose the dates and contents of such
communications, or (3) divulge the methods
and technigues by which the communications
were acquired by NSA, would severely jeopard-
ize the intelligence collection mission of
NSA by identifying present communications
collection and analysis capabilities.

(Rumsfeld,Afi., April 30, 1976, §10). -The Government also submitted
a classified affidavit executed by Secretary éumsfeld for examinatiocn
by the Court, ex parte, in camera. The Director of Central Intelli-
gence also submitted.an open record affidavit in support of £he claim

4/

of privilege. = Concurrently, the federal defendants moved to dis-

miss claims alleged in the First Amended Complaint to the extent

those allegations were encompassed by the claim of'privilege. 3/

3/ Order dated February 27, 1976; filed of record March 2, 1976.

4/ Plaintiffs initially by a letter addressed to the Court objected

to any in camera procedure, and the Court returned the sealed

classified atffidavit of the Secretary of Defense to Government counsel

pending filing and consideration, of appropriate motions for in camera

procedure. On November 15, 1976, in camera procadure was granted.

See generally, Xerxr v. United States District Court, 426 U.S. 394
(1976); United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683 (1974); United States v.

Pevnoldo, 345 U.S. L (1953); K Kinovy v. Mitchell, 67 F.R.D. 1L (S.D.N.Y.
1975) -

5/ At the initial ‘calendar conference on February 26, 1976, the Court
directed Government counsel to submit any motions based upon a claim
of privilege when the claim was asserted so that the Court might have
presented to it the full procedural consequences of the claim. The
motion to dismiss was therefore constructed so as to ba operative
cozxtensiva2ly with those aspects of the claiwm of privilage 11t1ﬁ’“ﬂ7y
nokzld by bhae Courct. '

-
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are appropriate for the claim of privilege. It therefore 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 States v. Reynolds, supra, at 10, those

claims of the plaintiffs contained in the First Amenaed Complaint
which are predicated upon the aforementioned communications inter-
ception activities by NSA 1/ shall be dismissed and the First Amended
Complaint shall be deemed amended accordihgly. Rule-lS, 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 concomitant 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, supra, 9. Consequently, the

.

interests of the nation as a whole must prevail over the private indi-

vidual interests of the plaintiffs. See Duncan v. Cammell, Laird &

Co., [1942] A.C. 624, 641-42, cited and guoted in United States v.

Reynolds, supfa?‘aﬁ'7'n. 15, and 8 nn. 20, 21, 22.

(4) With respect to NSA communications intexrception
activities pertaining to wire oxr telegréphic communications appear-—
ing to have beeﬁ originated by certain of the plaintiffs within the
United States and to have been acquired by NSA through the SHAMROCK
source, however, the Court finds and concludes that, in view of
matters which have to date been made public akout the SHAMRQOCK
gsource, the claim of privilege cannot be extended to preclu@e the

. PYLSEN A
federal defendants from admitting or denying the fact vel non of

acquisition of a plaintiff's communication originated in the United
States for transmission abroad, where it conclusively can be deter-—

mined from records and materials now retained by NSA that such

7/ These claims are asserted in paragraphs 21 through 24 and paxa-
graph 28 of the First Amended Complaint.




-

SEEEEE' from a Government wiitness competent to testify qbout NSA
operations. On April 12, 1977, NSA's Deputy Director for Operaﬁions
appeared and testified before the Coﬁrt in camera. This proceeding
was transcribsd by a reporter from the Department of State who pos-
sessed a security clearance satisfactory to the Department of Dafense.
That transcript was filed with-the'Court, together with an affidavit
executed by the Deputy Director,in camera on June 17, 1977.

In lighi 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 circumstances disclosed to the Court on the open record and

uthrough the matter considered in camera affecting questions of great
sensitivity to the-national interest, the Court finds and oxders as
follows:

(L) The claim of privilege asserted by the Secretary
of Defense here in'prder to protect secrets of state from disclosureé
which might be injurious to the national security meets the tech-
nical requisites for such a claim. The claim was asserted 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 Court in support of the claim clearly reflect '“per—

rt

sonal consideration" by the Secretary of the matters relating to

the claim. See United States v. Reynolds, 345 U.S. at 7-8; cf. Kinoy

v. HMitchell, éupra, at 9. The Court therefore finds that the claim

of privilege has been duly asserted in the manner prescribed by law.
(2) With respect to NSA communications intexception
activities othexr than those relating to international wire or tele-
graphic communications appearing to have been originated by certain
of the plaintiéfs within the United States and to have been acguired,

nore likely than not, by the National Security Agency through the

SHAMROCK source, the Court finds and concludes that the circumstances
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mitted an open recoxrd affidavit dated December 20, 19756, in response

<

On November 26, 1976, following the decision of the

Court of Appeals in Phillippi v. Central Intelligence Agency, 546

F.2d 1009 (b.C.Cir. 1976), plaintiffs noticed the deposition of
Secretary Rumsfeld and requested the Court to defer in camera examina-
tion of the Secretary's classified-affidavit pending his deposition.

The federal defendants moved for a protective order that no dis-

covery be had. After a hearing on November 30, 19756, the Court con-

-

cluded that the proposed scope of discovery was too broad; however,
in light of Phillippi, plaintiffs were permitted to submit questions
for fhe Court's consideration and approval to be directed to the
Secretary for clarification of the’ claim of privilege. Memorandum

Order of December 3, 1976. Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld then sub-

to the questions set forth in the Court's Order. On December 31,
1976, plaintiffs moved for leave to formulate further gquestions for
submission to the Sécretary of Defense or his designee. . The federal
defendants opposed this motion and the proposed questions, relying
in part on fepresentations set forth in a concurrently submitted
classified affidavit of the Director of the National Security Agency,
which was filed in camera January 19, 1877. .

On April 7, 1577, another calendar conference was held,
at which time the Court indicated to counsel for all parties that

the Court was inclined to deny the claim if privilege insofar as it

might relate to NSA communications interception activities imple- : 1
6/

mented by way of the SHAMROCK program. - Counsel were furthexr ad-

vised that the Court would examine and hear testimony_ ex parte, in

6/ The term "SHAMROCK" refers to an arrangewment whereby the National
Security Agency received copies or magnetic tapes of international

communications handled by certain privately owned common access
communications carriers corporations. See Final Report of the Select
Committee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect to Intelli-

gence Activities, United States Sesnate, Book IIX, 765-776, S4ith Cong., ;

:
20 Sess.
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communication was obtained through the SHAMROCK source. Accordingly,
the federal defendants shall be reguired to respond to those claims
of the plaintiffs contained in the First Amended Complaint which are
predicated upon the aforementioned acquisition of communications
through the SHAMROCK source insofar as such communications appear

to have been originated by a piaintiff within the Unitgd States.

(5) Upon consideration of the Secretary's request,
however, the Court agrees that good cause has besen shown to defer
ruling whether ﬁhe claim of privilege péecludes disclosure of the
actual number relating to any plaintiff of acquisitions of outgoing
communications obtained by NSA from the SHAMROCK source. This ques-
tion relates primarily to damages, and deferring a ruling will not
impede resolution of the legal issues raised by SHAMROCK, particularly

the issue of whether it affords the plaintiffs a cause of action.

See United States w. Standard Oil Co. (New Jersey), 23, F.R.D. 1, 4

(S.D.W.Y. 1958). The Court also finds that good cause has been shown
to defer ruling on whether the claim of privilegs precludes dis-

closure of the text of any reporxts derived from plaintiffs' outgoing

communications acquired by NSA through the SHAMROCK source.
It is therefore by the Court this 30tﬁ day of June 1977,
ORDERED that the claim of stafe secrets: privilege is
upheld and the First Aménded bomplaint dismissed with prejudice as

to all allegations of NSA interxception activities except as they

relate to acquisition of plaintiffs’'. outgoing communications from
fha SHAMROCK source; and it is further

ORDERED that the Court will defer ruling wﬁether'the
claim of privilege protects from disclosure the apparent or actual
number of any acquisitions of outgoing communications from the
SHAMROCK source relating to any plaintiff and the text of any reports

derived from plaintiffs' outgoing communications acguired by NSA







. * ' . v IED STATES DISTRICT “COUR"Y } ‘ .

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,
v. Civil Action No. 75-1773

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL.,

Defendapts.

PLAINTIFFS' FIRST INTERROGATORIES.
TO DEFENDANTS KELLEY, KNIGHT AND BROWN

Pursuant to Rule 33, Fed. R. Civ. P., plaintiffs
reguest that defendants Clarence Kelley, H. Stuart Knight,
and Harold Brown answer the following interrogatories.*r As
uéed herein, "your égency" means the agency which each
defendant now heads; viz: for defendant Kelley, the
Federal Bureau of Investigation; fér defendant Knight} the
Secret Service; for defendant Brown, the Department of
Defense and-all components thereof, including the Defense
Tntélligenée Agency. Also ‘as used heféin,é"inféfﬁation'
received fpom NSA"™ is limited to plaintiffs' outéoing

‘.communications or information derived therefrom which the

National Security Agency acquired through its SHAMROCK =

source. ‘
1(a). Has your agency at any time siﬁce

August, l967 fequested in any manner -- inciuding'éub4l

misgion of ﬁwatchiists” -~ information from the Central

Intelligence Agency (CIA) concerning any of the plain—

~-

tiffs in this lawsuilt.
1(b). &f the answer to interrogatory 1(a)
is affirmative, 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
capacity for defendants Schlesinger and Rumsfeld.

LeTazngy




2(a). Has your agency ever requested in any

ﬁanner ——’including submission of fwatchlists" ~- infor- °
mation from the Natlonal Security Agency (NSA) concerning
any of the plaintiffs in this -lawsuit?
2(b). If the answer to 1nterrogatory 2(a) is
' affirmative, state which plalntlffs and the dates on whlch
such requests were made. |
| 3(a). Has youf:aéency at any time since’Aﬁgust,
,1967 received information, whéther requested or not, con-
cerning any of the plaintiffs in this lawsuit, from the
CIA.
3(b). If the answer to 1nterrogatory 3(a)
is afflrmatlve, state which plaintiffs and the dates on
which such information was received.
§(a). Has your agency. éver received'informgtion
from NSA, whether requested or not, concerning any of the
plaintiffs in this lawsuit? '
4(b). If the answer to interrogatory 4(5)
is affirmative, state which plaintiffs and.the date on Which
such information was received. | | =
| 5(a). Does your agency currently have in its
files any records coﬁcerning any of -the plaintiffs which
were received from thé CIA, bﬁ 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 thé‘plaintiffs were removed
from the files of your agency; (ii).the method of removal;
(iii) the reason for rémoval; anq (iw): the identity_of

-

thé person who .authorized the removal.




6(a). .Does your agency éurrently:heve in its
files any records coﬁcerhing’any of the plaintiffs which -
were received from NSA;%or depived fromhiﬁformation |
received from NSA.,

6(b). If the answer ‘to interrogatofy 6(a)
is negative and the answer to 1nterrogatory h(a) is i
affwrmatﬁve, please provide: (i) the dates on whlch

records concerning each of the plaintiffs were removed

from the files of your agency; (ii) the method of removal;

(i1i) the reason for removal; and (iv) the identity of the

‘person who authorized the removal.

- 7(a). Has your ageney ever provide& informa-
tion concerning'apy of the plaintiffs‘in this lawsuit to
the CIA o to the NSA. o )

7(b). If the: answer to iﬁterroéétery 7(5) is

afflrmatlve, state whlch plalntlffs and the dates on whlch

fthe 1nformat10n was prov1ded.

7(e). Does your agency currently have in : _}'

{

its files any records concernlng any of the plalntlffs
in this lawsult, coples of which or the substance of Which
were pPOVLded to the CIA or NSA. w am et
(d) If the answer to 1nterrogatory T(a)

is affirmative and the answer to interrpgatdry 7(0) 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)
tﬁe reason for removal; and (iv) the identity of the per-
son who authorized the removal. '

* The following interrpgatory is addressed
solely to defendant Brown. - '

8. Please provide the current address at -

which each of the- following individuels;resides. ij7£ne“

current address 1s unavailable to you, please provide the

o

S

P P




last known address at which each individual resided. Please
specify whether the address provided is the current or last

known address.

(2). ' Donald Bennet, who éerved as.Dlrector
: of the Defense Intelligence Agency
from 1969 to 1972.

(b). Vincent deP01x, who served as Director
: of the Defense Intelllgence Agency
from 1972 to 19T74.

(e). Vernon Walters, a General in the United
States Army, who served as Deputy
Director of the CIA in. 1972.

(a). Marshall Carter, who served as Director

of the National Security Agency
- from 1967 to 1969..

DATED: Washington, D.C. Respectfully Submitted,

July 15, 1977
2t g, ‘f’;%'”“[\.,

Mark H. Lynch

P thaz

John H. ‘F. Shattuck .

American Civil leertles Unlon
, Foundation .
600. Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E.-

Suite 301
Washington, D.C. 20003
(202) 544-1681 -

‘Attorneys for Plaintiffs




UNITEE%STATES DISTRICT COURT ~ =
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA - -°* .-

[y

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,
V. Civil Action No. 75-1773

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL.,

e Mo S N N N N ot

Defendants. =

" CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that é copy of ﬁhé forgéoiné Plaintiffs’
Fifst Interrogatories to Defgndants Kelléy, Kn;ght énd Brown
was maliled first class, postage paid, this 15th day of.Ju}y,
1977 to the followipg: L . -

Gordon Daiger, Esquire : Alvin K. Hellerstein, Eéq,

Department of Justice - ‘ Stroock, Stroock. & Lavan
) Washington, D.C. 20530 " 61 Broadway :

New York, N.Y. 10006-

R. Bruce Dickson, Esq.

Cahill Gordon & Reindel’. - i % Charles. P Slfton Esq. P
1819 H Street, N.W. ' LeBoeuf, Lamb, Lelby & McRae
Washington, D.C. 20006 - 140 Broadway _ .

. | . New quk N.X. ’10005
H. Richard Schumacher, Esqg.
Cahill Gordon & Reindel : Jay G. Safer, Esq.
80 Pine Street ‘ LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MoRac'
New York, N.Y. 10005 - 1757 N Street N.W.

~

. Washington, D. C 20036 .
Walter Pozen, Esq. . " Lo
Stroock, Stroock & Lavan
1150 Seventeenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036 -

b

Mark H. Lynch.
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NITED STATES DISTRICT COURT :
§0R THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA : ,

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL.,
Plaintiffs, \
v. .Civil Action No. 75-1773

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL.,

TN S N o N N N o A

Defendants.f

PLAINTIFFS® FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION bF
DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANTS KELLEY, KNIGHT AND
BROWN

Pursuant to Rule 34, Fed. R. Civ. P. plaintiffs
request that defendants Kelley, Knight, and Brown produceA
Tor inspection and copying at the undereignedfattorneys'
office the following documents.¥* As used herein "document"
includes correspondence, memoranda, papers, records, re-
ports, minutes or 1nformation carried electronically, on
computer‘equipment, tape recorder, or any other,formhof
written or electronic recordation. "Documents received
:.from NSA" means outg01ng communications which NSA acquired .
from its SHAMROCK source or documents derived from out—
fg01ng communications which NSA acquired from its SHAMROCK
source. "Your eéency" means the agency wnichieach defen- |
dant now heads, viz: for defendant Knight, the Secret
Service; for defendant Brown, the.Department of Defense
and all components Athereof, including the Defense lntelli— ”
_gence Agency; for defendant Kelley, the FBI

"l. All’documents concerning any of,the
pleintiffs which your agency has received- frem—-the— """ 7

CIA since August, 1967.

......

*Harold Brown is the current Secretary of Defense and there-
fore is automatically substltuted as a defendant in his
official capacity for defendants Schle51nger and Rumsfeld.

%&SZ\RTM"*/JQW x[ﬁ»%;zq ?
RECENED s R
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Special Litigaticn Section
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. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

3

ADELE HALKIN, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
V. Civil Action No. 75-1773

RICHARD HELMS, et al.,

e N N N N S N e N

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' motion 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 thisjﬁxh,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 puréuant 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.

B 4. & e

hram o m a
' e I T TN [ S y
———

W -

JUNE L. GREEN \ ~

&LS. District Judge













PNTien|sTATES DISTRICT COURT"’"‘a.' . jj F' TE E D

Ve ORCHE DISTRICT OF COLUMBEA-tm:

. b P
L B L TN :,. _‘!j

0CT5 1977

ADELE HALKIN, ET AL., IANES F. DAVEY, Clerg *
Plaintiffs,
Vs Civil Action No. 75-1773

RICHARD HELMS, ET AL.,

.

Defendants

‘hwiUégh consideration:of federal defendants' motion to stay Ej . ?
certain discovery; plaintiffs' partial opposition and partial ACN
consent thereto; and the entire record herein, the Court having F
already ruled that it will not vacate plaintiffs' second amended f,;
complaint and that all proceedings concerning NSA's alleged |
acquisition of plaintiffs' messageé shall be stayed pending j;rﬂ‘
appellate review of this Court's Memorandum and Order of June &: ':;;
30, 1977 exéept 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 Nséﬁlii'%i
interceptions, it is by the Court this 5th day of October, 1977?h‘ . :

ORDERED that the 19 plaintiffs who were joined in the seco%de;tﬁﬁ
amended complaint shall respond to defendants' first interrogatggigé,
within 30 days of the entry of this Order; and it is further -

ORDERED that defendants' obligations to 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

A oo

-the presence of plaintiffs' names on any"watchlists" submitted

v
R
’

to NSA, but not extending to Operations MERRIMAC and RESISTENCE,'. .

» "l"

e sy

2 awtw
T g S AC ey o L

defendants shall respond as to all plalntlffs w1thln 20 daysr A

following the filing of the answers to interrogatories of the E; =

q L













. . f&kﬁﬂﬁ§!"

RICHARD HELMS )
Department of State )
United States Embassy )
Teheran, Iran; ).
JAMES R. SCHLESINGER )
Department of Defense )
The Pentagon )
Washington, D.C. 20301; )
RUFUS N. TAYLOR : )
90~-A North Lake View Drive <)
Whispering Pines, North Carolina 28389, )
ROBERT E. CUSHMAN, JR.’ S )
Commandant of the Marlne Corps,~ R ).
Navy Department )
Washington, D.C, 203807 )
VERNON A. WALTERS )
22955 Ocean Boulevard : AR Y
Palm Beach,-Florida 33480,) | res )
'WILLIAM E. COLBY. - o )
. Central Intelligénce’ Agency ) )
5 ,T‘Iuahlug ton, D.C. 20505' : =" P )
CORD MEYER, JR. : g 3 )
Central Intelligence Agency '~ )
Washington, D.C. 20505; L L)
JAMES J. ANGLETON o et )
4814 - 33rd Road ' L )
North Arlington, Va. 22210;. )
WILLIAM HOOD )
4450 South Park Avenue )
Chevy Chase, Maryland; )
RICHARD OBER U s 0)
01d Executive Office -Building ' )
¥ashington, D.C. 20505, : e a3
" HOWAED OSBORN - : )
6803 East Avenue }
hevy—Chiase;=Maxryland 20015; g
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

JAMES MURPHY o L
:Central Intelligence Agen;%:::> P

Washlngton, D.C. 20505; g TR
- ~—MARSHATL CARTER SR IEE "N
c/o U.S. Milpercen

200 Stovall Street

Alexandria, Virginia 22332,

Attn. DAPC-PAS-A;

NOEL GAYLER

Department of the Navy

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301;

SAMUEL C. PHILLIPS ' .
Départment of the Air.Force

The Pentagon :

Washington, D.C. 20301;

LEW ALLEN, JR.

National Security Agency

Fort Meade, Maryland; .z

LOUIS W. TORDELLA s
- 9518 E. Stanhope Road

Kensington, Maryland 20795;

L. PATRICK GRAY, III

325 State Street

New London, Conn. 06320;

CLARENCE KELLEY :
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D.C.; ' '

JAMES J. ROWLEY

9615 Glencrest Lane . SP 7 CCM
Kensington, Maryland 20795; J’////9¢ CAFEPP-1p) ¢

////3/ 87 S'f(/CLN/Z@Q C, A4 - 1824

ALL INFORMATION CONT
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIEDMNED
| AIE_dnlsy BY sosarefyy
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. STUART KNIGHT

Director, U.S. Secret Service

Department of the Treasury

“Washington, D.C.; ‘
JOSEPH CARROLL . g s '

7306 Rippon Road

Alexandria, Vriginia;

DONALD BENNETT

c/o Defense Intelllgence Agency

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301;

VINCENT DE POIX

2782 N. Wakefield

Arlington, Virginia;

WESTERN UNION INTERNATIONAL, INC.

2100 M Street, N.W.

We shington, D. C.;

RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

60 Broad Street '

New York, N.Y. 10004;

ITT WORLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC°

- 67 Broad Street )

New York, N.Y. 10004;

JOHN DOE, RICHARD ROE and other unknown
agents and employees of the Uhlted
States Governmert.

o~ T

~Oefendants;

...................................
................

| Plaintiffs, by their attorneys, allege as
. follows for their Second Amended Complaint:

B '-SDE*.ISu;u;.Iﬁh

1. This;is a civil ac%iqn for aéclaratory'énd injunc-
:tive reIiéf and money damages,lérigipg under the First, Fourth,
Fifth and Ninth Amendments to thé'COﬁstitution; Title 18; f
United States Code, Sections 2510-2520; and iitief47,xqpitéa
States Code;,Sedtiqn'GOS; and Title 50 United States Code,
Section 403(&)(3); The jurisdiction of this Court is predicated
oé Title 18, United States Code, Section 2520; Title 28, United
' States Code, Seéfions 1331 (a), 1343(4) and 1361; Title 47, United'
States Coae: Section 605; Title 42, United States Code, Section .
198§(3); and the First; Fourth, Fifth and Ninth Amendments to
the Constitution. ] |
2. . The matter in controbefsy,_gxclnsive of interests

and costs, exceeds $10.000.

* PARTIES
3.  Plaintiffs:
a. ADELE HALKIN is an 2American citizen and a

.~

member of Women Strike for Peace.




) A\
Fe STEVE HALLIWELL 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.

¢.  DON LUCE is an American.citiéen_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 leader of anti-war
activities. = . | T -

e. . SIDNEY PECK is an'American‘eitizen,;a'former
Co-chalrperson of the Natlonal Mobilization Commlttee to End
the War in Vietnam and the former National Coordlnator of
People's Coalition for -Peace and Justlce,
' £ DANIEL SCHECHTER is an Amerlcan c1tlzen
formerly associated with'Ramparts Magazine and the Africa h
‘Research Group, and a part1c1pant in various antlvwar act1v1t1es
over the last decade. .

. . ETHEL TAYLOR is an American~cita;en'aad the

National Coordinator of Women Strike for'Peaee. A
: - h. CORA WEISS is ah American citizen,:a leader
of Women Strike for Peace, a former Co-chairperson of ehe New
Mobilization Committee to Ena the War in Vietnam, a member of
the Board of Directors of Ciergy and Laity Cencerneé and a
former Co-chairperson of the Committee of Liaison with Families
of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam. S ' B . g
’ i.-  THE AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE, INC. -
(AFSC) is a non—érofit corporation dedicated to furﬁhering the
historic peace testlmony and the social aims of the several
branches of the Rellglous Soc1ety of Frlends. S

j. ~ CLERGY AND LAITY CONCERNED (CALC) is a
non-profit interfaith peace organizdtion which has protested
U.S. involvement in the Indochina War since 1965. '

k. .The' COMMITTEE OF CONCERNED ASIA;\i SCHOLARS

(CCAS) is a non-profit organization dedicated to opposing

American intervention in the internal affairs of countries in

[

Southeast Asia.




; . . €- | (ﬁ)

1. HOMEN>STRIKE FOR PEACE is a non-profit
organizaﬁion dedicated to anti-war-activitiés,fincludipg
5cti;lties to end the war in Indéchina° I

n. 'NINA S. ADAMS 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

Opgggtion CHAOS.
“ No ' LEONARD PALME% ADAMS, II isfén Americaﬁ
citizen and at times materiai to the complaint was a member .
of the Committee of Concernéd Asian Scholars, which was a
target of Operation CHAOS. \ )
L -56. DAVID F. ADDLESTONE is an American. citizen,
and.at'times material to the ‘complaint was‘an'attorney associated
with the LawyerskMilitary Defense Coﬁmittee which was a target
of Operation CHAOS. |
P SAMUEL W. BROWN, JR. is an Ameriéan,citizen,
and at times material Ep the'cﬁmplaiht was an o;gaﬁizer of th
' Vietnam Moratorium Committee. _ .
q. HOWARD J. DE NIKE is an Americén‘Fitizén,
féna at times material to the complaint was an attorney associated
with the Lawyers Military Defense qumittee which was a target '
of Operation CHAOS. | '
r..  °DOLORES A. DONOVAN is an-American®citizen,
and at times material to fhé'complaipt was an attorney associated

-

with 'the Lawyers Military Defense Committee which was a target
of Operation CHAOS. ‘ - . ‘ '

" s. - THE REV: THOMAS L. HAYES is an American
citiéén,‘and at times material to the complaiﬁt‘was employed by -
C}ergy 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 Asiap»Scholaré, which waé a target
of Operation CHAOS. |

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

4
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Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars, which was a target of

Operation CHAOS.

dad. " PAUL M. WINNEGAR 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

Operation CHAOS.

4, " Defendants:

a. Defendant RICHARD HELMS is the United.States~
Ambessador to Iran and was Director.of the Ceﬁtral.Intelligence _
Agency (hereinafter sometimes "CIA") from 1966 to i973. '
b. . - Defendant JAMES R. SCHLESINGER was Secretary
of Defense from August 1973 to November 1975 and Director of
the CIA from February to July 1973. ) -
el Deferidant RUEUS N.. TAYLOR is a Vice Admiral
in the:U;S?.Navy and was Deputy Director of the CIA from 1966
to 1969. e S ‘
d. Defendant ROBERT E. CUSHMAN, JR. is. a General
in the'U.Sf Marine Corps and a member of the Joint Chiefs of
5Sterf, and was Deputy Director of the CIA from 1969 ro 1971.
e: . Defendant VERNON A. WALTERS is a Lieﬁtenant
General in the'Ugs; Army and was Deputy Director of the CIA in

o

1972. : - Coe g 5

£. Defendant WILLIAM E. COLBY is Director of
Central Intelligence and of the'CIA, and was Executive Direcfor
of the CIA from 1972 to 1973, and Deputy Dlrector for Operatlons
of the CIA in 1973.

_g. Co Defendant CORD MEYER,. JR. was, at tlmeS'
materlal to this complalnt, Assistant Deputy Director for
Plans of the CIA.

h. Defeﬁdant JAMES J; ANGLETON .was, at times
material to this complaint, Chief of the Counterintelligence
Staff of the CIA. ‘ . , ' ik

ir Defeﬁdent WILLIAM HOOD was, at timee
material to this complaint, Deputy Chief of the Counter-

intelligence Staff of the CIA. s

Je Defendant RICHARD OBER was, at times material




{c¢ this complaint, in charge of a domestic surveillance operation

of the Counterintelligence Staff of the CIA designated as CHAOS.
k. Defendant HOWARD OSEORN was, at times

material to.thié'complaint, Director of Security.of the CIA.

1. Defendant JAMES MURPHY was, at times material
‘to this complaint,.Director of the Office’of Operétions of the
_— : ‘ : )

m. Deféndant MARSHALL CARTER, a retired
Lieutenant-General in the U.S. Army, waé Director of,.the. National
Sécurity'Agency (hereinafter sometimes "NSA") from 1967 to 1969.

Do Defendant NOEL GAYLER, Vice Admiral in the |
U.Ss. Navy, was Director of the NSA from January 1969 to July 1972.

0. . Defendant SAMUEL C. PHILLIPS, a Lieutenant-
General in the U.S. Air Force, was Dlrecpor of the NSA from

| August 1972 to July 1973. .

D Defendant LEW ALLEN, JR., a Lleutenant-'
General iq the U.S. Air Force, is Director of the-NSA.

' g. Defendant LOUIS TORDELLA was, at times
material to this compléint} the Deputy Director of the NSA.

. r's Defendant L. PATRICK GRAY, IIT was;‘at times
materlal to this complalnt, Acting Director of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation (herelnafter sometimes "FBI"}). ‘ |

so - Defenqant CLARENCE KELLEY is Direftor of
‘Ehe FBI. . | ‘

| t. Defendant JAMES J. ROWLEY was Director 'o;i
tﬁe United States Secret.Service (hereinafter sometimes "Secret
Servicef)'from 1967 until October 1973. | |

u. Defendant H. STUART KNIGHT is‘Director of
the Secret Service. ; ‘ ) ' '

v. | Defendant JOSEPH CARROLL is a Lieutenant-
General in the United States %ir Force and was Director of the
Defence Intelligence Agency (hereinafter sometimes "pIA") 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 tﬁe United States Navy and was Director of DIA from August
' 1972 until September 1974. - | ‘

Y- Defendants JOHN DOE, RiCHARD ROE and other
unknown agents or employees of the United States Government
aré éersons unknown to Plaintiffs who participate& with the
other Defendants in the actions alleged in‘thiS'éomplaint.

z. All' the foregoing individual defendants are
sued in their individual and official or former offf&iéi' )

capacities.

'«
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,E° . Defend : TSSTIRN UNIONW INT.RNATI AL, INC. a
{ommunications common carrier, does’ business in the District of

“

Columbia and provides overseas cable and telegraph service.

t

Lb. Defendant RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., a communica-
:: tions common carrier, does business in the District of Columbia and

. provides overseas cable and‘telegraph serviée.

A 'cr.;‘..' Defendant ITT WORLD COM’Im\TICATIONS, NC., a communica<.

- .

"tlons common carrler, does busmness in the Dlstrlct of Columbla and

: provzdes overseas telegraph'and cable service.
e 2 ¥ ._.'..')." :‘,.-'.":"'

’CLASS ACTION ALLZGATIONS

vféoj' This sslt is brcught as a class action pursuant to'Ruie ‘

_;23(a) of ﬁhe Federal Rules of ClVll Procedure, and is malntalnable o
:~ﬁ.under Ruln 23(b)(l)(A), 23(b)(2) and 23(b)(3). .
| 3:6 Plalntlffs represent a class of Unlted States c1tlzens an&
"Jidomestle oréanxzatloss ‘who et sarlcus elmes durvng and.after 1967

f”engaged in actlsltles 1e oPposetlen‘to the.was in Isdochlee or 1n
'-other lewful polltlcal actlvzéles; asla reselt of Wthh (2) their
’1nternat10nal wire, cable or: raale communlcatlons werelznee;cen“ea
x“':and dlvulged w1thout any judlc1al or: statutory quthorlzatlon by the

Natlonal Securlty Agency actlng at the request of other Unlted States

. government agenc1es, end/br (b) thelr polltlcal and other e

o
oo
W

. constltp;onally pro;ected'act1v1t1es became the subject of intrusive
counterintelligence actions and files, conducted and maintained by .
a Speciil Operations Group withih the Central Intelligence Agency

known as "Operation CHAOS".

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

-~ ’ \

_impossibie. The total number and ideqtity ef the class members is
known only to the NSA and the CIA, sgt plaintiffs estimate, on
- information and belief, tﬁat the ciass numbers ae leest 8,820
. individuals, and 1,006 organizations. )
‘8. The common questions of law and fact affecting all members
of the class predominate.over any questions affecting only individual
memhcrs to such a degree ehat a cless action is‘the only method

‘ _ -11-




t\higable’foz tha fa. and efficient adjudlcatl )of this controvcrsy.

ate pgssecution‘of soparate 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

sstablish incompatible standards for the defendanés‘ conduct,

9.. —The claims oﬁ the képqesentaéive parties have the same

:-:legal andlfactual basis as the"claims sf.the members of the class, Eﬂe'

.defendants have acted sn 51m11ar grounds wmtﬁ respect to all members'

of the class, common rellef is sought, and plalntlffs w;ll falrly an&

ey v et o

adequately protect the 1nterests of the class.

FACTS

:“ 100:"0n irformation and beiief in and after August 1967 defend—

ants HELMS, TAYLOR, COLBY MBY”R ANGLATON, HOOD, ROCCA, OB R; OSBORN
SCHLQSING“R, CUSHMAN, WALTSE RS and MU?PHY (herelnafter sometlmes "the

I-i‘ CIA defendaﬁts“) establlshed and admlnlstered a Spec1al Operatlons )

Ty Group,‘known as Operatzon CHAOS (herelnaftbr "CHAOS"), W1th1n the

l i &

.CIA's counterlntelllgence staff

in esiéblishing CHAOS was to collect, coordinate, evaluate, file and

report information on“foreign contacts"-df'American citizens résident

" in the United States who expressqé in various forms their Qslisiégl.'
..and moral oppositionvtb the war in Isdoéhina and ;ther poi;cies of.‘
the national:government. S L e . | |
,lé.: On information and belle;, repoxts érspared by éHKOS and
other units of the CIA.beglnnwng in 1967 conclude& that domcstlc

.
et
in=

opp051tlon to the Indochlna war, of whlch the acthltleS of plaintif fs,

-

and their class were a part, had no significant foreign connection.
13. dn information and belief, CHAOS gathered information from
other units of the CIA and from other-agenciss, inclsding the FBI,
much of which related to the constitutiogéily ﬁfgtected sssociational
and éomestic éolitical activities of the-plaintiff class. |
14. Oon information snd belief, CHMAOS recruited and trained -

approximately 40 undcrcover'agcnts'who infiltrated domestic organi-

y ; -]12-
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11. . On information and5belie£, the purpose of the ¢IA defendants - - --.




sations, and rcporte” on their constitutionally'jfotcctcd‘associa4

: i (
tionzl and domestic political activities, which reports, or
information derived from them, were filed with CHA0S and disseminated

to other units of the CIA and to other agenoies.

l4a. On information and belle&, the CIA defendants authorized

4

:2 and directed their CHAOS agents and employees to discredit and

,.' actlons of undercover agents who 1nf11trated the pla;ntlff organlza—

dxsrupt the«constltutlonally protected associational and domestxc R

polltlcal actzvztles of the plalntlffs and their class through the

-
o, o8

tlons, and through other counterlntelllgence actlons,

15, On lnformatlon and'bellef, between 1967 and 1974 CHAOS

'onened and malntalned "201“ or.’ “personallty" files on approx1mately

='{_protected a55001at10nal and domestlc polltlcal act1v1t1es, 1nclud1ng

‘,n'opened and malntalned approx1mately 1000 separate suoject flles on

" and organization files opened and maintained Ey CHAOS related to"

4,
.

”Teach of- the named 1nd1v1dual plalntlfzs. -

“activities of the plaintiffs and members of their class.’

-7, 206 1nd1v1dual United States cmtlzens engaged lnnconstltutlonally

316.' On 1nformatlon and bellef betveen 1967 and 1974 CHAOS

aomesnmc.organlzatlons, 1ncnuo1n3 each of the named plaintiff organl— v

zations.

P

-

o On information and belief, the;énformation-in the pefeonality

e

<.
‘_0

constltutlonally protected assoc1atlonal and domeotlc polltlcal
18. . On information and belief,'information on the plaintiffs
and members of their class which was gathered by CHR0S wes‘conveyed

by the CIA defendants to the White ﬁouse, the.FBI, and to other

government aéencies.

19.‘ on information.and belief, sometimeAafter September 1969
CHAOS supplled a "watchlist" of Un;ted States cztlzens, 1nclud1ng
plalntlffs and their class, to another unlt of the CIA, as a result
of which first class mail from and to individuals on the watchlist
was opencd without any warrant or other form of judicial or

legislative authorization,’ and copies of the opened letters or

Ll

. =13~
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* .

i Sfourmatijon derivad  om them were supplied co(”ﬁnos, made a part

‘of the CHAOS files and nscd'by the:CIA defendants.

"20. On information and belief, sometime after September 1969

(dAOS also supplied a “"watchlist"” to agents and;employees%of’the NSA,

which lncluded the names of all the named plalntlffs,

“ _210" On. 1nformatlon and belief, for a perxod of time .not known

to plalntlffs, defendants, CART R, GAYLER, PHILLIPS TORD&LLA and

ALLa (herelnafter sometimes "the NSA defendants"), have authorlzed

o and directed'the monitoring or interception, by their agents and

-employees, of the lnternatlonal communlcatlons of Unrted States

':cxt:zens, 1nclud1ng cable and radio channels between the Unlted

o States and forelgn countrles, selected telephone channels between the

"":fform of judicial or leéislative authorization.

of, or relatlng to, members of the plalntl f class on the CHAOS

'~".Un1ted States and forelgn countrles, and selected telephone and cable

“'Tﬁchannels betwveen foreign countrles, all without warrants or any other

22, . On information and belief"at various times beoinning in

R

".;f1967 the NSA defendants, without warrants or. anj other forms of

judicial or legislative authorlzatlon, authorized and-d;rected their

. ) . . » ) . . -~ : x - . . - ;
!

L o i ; ) | T
- agents ‘and employees to 1ntercept and divulge or procureithe

1ntercept10n and dlvulgence, of w1re, cable or radio communlcatlons

-~

watchllst" prov1ded to NSa by the CIA, and on other “watchllsts"

‘prov1ded to NSA by defendants GRAY, KLLLJY and other olf1c1als of

the Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon ("the FBI delendants"){
defendants ROWLEY,” KNIGHT and other officials of the United States

Secret Service ("the Secret Service defendants"); and defendants

CARROLL, BINNZTT, DI POIX and other officials of the Defense

Intelligence Ngency ("the DIA defendants")

23, On information and belief; agents and employees of the NSA
defendants procured the.assistance.and cooperation of defendants

WESTRN UNION INTERNATIONAL, INC.: RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS INC.; and

/ -14~-
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ITT WORLO COMMUNICATIONS,.'INC. (hereinafter some*imes “the compiny
i \

N v

defed&ants”)'id‘intcrceptrng and d%vulging, withodt warrants or any
‘otaér forms of judicial or legislaéive authorization; the wire, eable
or radie communications of, or relating to«the plaintiff class;
124. On infermation and beiief, ae a'result of the warrantloes
_._and 3ud1c1ally and leg;slatrvely unauthorlzed interception and
| .iazvulgence of the wxre, cable ox radlo communlcatlons of plalntlffs '
- and their class by the NSA and company defendants, at the request a
‘ Af the c:rA, FBI, Secret Serv:.ce, and DIA de*’endants, NSA |

:supplled the CIA, FBI, Secret Serv1ce,and DIA defendants Wltb

’ summarles of the intercepted communlcataons (herelnafter “the NSA t

, materlals“) of the plalntrff class, whlch related to antl-war f"ff ﬁ?_ . ;

‘~“ act1v1t1es, travel abroad and other constltutlonally'protected e
. . . N T ]

—~

';movements and act;vrtles of members of the class.‘ ::"t'ﬂ.gzi'fft;;%”:, . |
i_.2$, On 1nformatlon and.bellef rnformatlen derxved from the.'” |
"e“NSA materlale was used and shared by the CIA, FBI, Secret Serarce and
X-TfD;A,“: defendants and placed in flles malntalned by these | |

‘defendants relating to ths Iaintiffs and their class-” . T e

'U

2§.'10n information and belief, in November 1974 some of the

- NSA materials were returned by the CIA defendants to NSA.
.:27. dn.information aad belieﬁ, rae'CIé defeAdante caused rhe
HSA materials to be returned to Ngg becauee:rhey kaee the aiéériAis'”
*fwere the‘éreducts of'illegal apd'unconstitutional intereeétions—and

diyulgenge 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 Ser&ice,

LJ
.-

wt
P

and DIA. .
2§. On'information ahd belief; rhe CIA, FBI, Secret Ser&ice,
and DIA continue“to maintaia and disseminate files containiné
information about the conéri;utionally protected associatipeal and
political activities of the plaintiffs and their class, ineluding.
information illegally and unconstitutionally obtained by.intercepting

and divulging the private mail and wire, cible or radio communications

-]15-




ot necubers of the cl-4s. - |
CoTe <. : S

“30. On iqformation and belief, the individual and company

.

defendants have engaged in an exteaded conspiracy unlawfully to
donceal the acts complained of in paragraphs 10-29, §gp£3; from the-
ﬂamed plaintiffs and membarS'bf their,class, frcmqungress, and from
"'-'-‘t..he public. - P N L
;;;Q,J 31:‘ On information and belief, each of the defendants knew 'of
E.and.part1c1pated la, and/or'concealed the Lllegal and unconstaputlonal
T: ﬂ.act1v1t1ea dascrlbed in paragraphs 10—29 aqpyg. o |
h:;;‘i -+ 32, Qn lnformatlon and beLmef, each df‘the éIA deféndants knew
“f;*tkaththeir apiions.descriped above wera taken in vioiation-of the cﬁA's

.. 'charter. : 5;»-fi.'f““~?f?5

':’;_*ft 33, ’On information and.bélief none of ﬁhé'defendanta who
partzc;pated in the’ actlons descrlbed in paragraphs 10-29 above had a
.;i good falth bellef that hls or lts actions we ?e,lawful," | -:z T';,” -, 3

"_E‘_]_ZBS_’L‘_ CAUSE -OF ACTION LR A |

ﬁ"E&34.2 The'défendants"procurement of interception and

" Aivulgence and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable . —_—
» & ..t . -t i =, . - . . "Vj

~ox radioacommunigationé of plaintiffa and their class were

'E:;‘ uﬁraasonaple and.illeéal, aﬁd wera‘nbt made in good faiﬁh reliande
~t6n anyﬁjudicial, legislative.op othar valid auphdrization,'or'otﬁe;
reasonable belief in thair lega;;;y. i

.. '.. e w
5 -

35. The defendants' procurement of interception and divulgence,

and their interception and divulgence of the Qire, cable or radio
communlcatlons i plalntlffs and their class v1olated Tltle 18,

{“ Unlted States Code, Sectlons 2511 and 2520, and Tltle 47 Unlted States

- Code, Sectlon 605 . ; - ; :
36. 'The defendanta; procurement.of interceptiop‘andﬂdivhlgence,
and their interception'and divulgenca_of the ere; éég;é“;;'fadio'
communications of plaintiffa.apd tﬁeir clasa deprided plaintiffs of
their 'rights of free speech and association under the First Amendment,

their right to security against unreasonable searches and seizures

-~

guarantecd by the Fourth'ﬁmendmcnt, and their right of privacy

> 8
¢ e . L} © .
. “ .9, .

’ =16~




. . L

~g&éfanthd by the Fi. ., Fourth, Fifth and Nint. Amendments.

. . o SECOND CAUSZ OF ACT ION

37. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each allegation in para-

-

9raphs 1-33, gupra. o W B iee L

-

38. The defendants malntenance and dlssemlnatlon of files on

DR OE-

, the constltutlonally protected assoc1atlonal and pOlltlcal act1v1t1es

. of plalntlffs and their class deprlved plazntlffs of their rlghts of
free speech and assoc1at1on under the Flrst Amendment and thelr'rlght

: to prlvacy under the Flrst, Fourth Flfth and Nlnth Amendments. “

- j39 Defendants' 1nf11trat1on of the plalntlff organlzatlons and -

members of their class by the use of undercover agents w1th false or

J.concealed 1dent1t1es who dlsrupted dlscredlted and reported on the'

} plalntlffs constltutlonally protected assocxatzonal and polltlcal

-

: act1v1t1es deorlved plalntlffs of thezr freedom of speech end ::

e

; . assoclatlon protected by the Flrst Anendment thelr rlght to

) securlty agalnst unreasonable searches and selzures protccted by the
) U A

. Fourth Amendment and their right to prlvacy protectea by the Flrst

?ourth Flftn and Ninth Amendmenta. : 3

I |

40. The activities of the defendants set forth abo;e,cohtinue
tolinterfere with,.diecoeraée and deter the plaintiffs in the
Vexerciee of their richts or rreecspeech, aesemblyiend aseoceation,.f

i and_their right to petition the government for reéress of'grietances,

guaranteed by the First Amendment. LT

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION -

N g ’
41, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each allegation in paragraphs

1-33, supra. - R L s, L o

-
.

42, The CIA defendants' action; described above are ;n'violation
of Title 50, United States Code, Section 403(d)t3). ‘

WHEREFORE, plaintiffe request that tﬁe Court gra;t the following
relief: | | .

(A. A declaratory judgment that the course of conduct and
activities of the defendants set forth above are illegal and un-

‘e

constitutional;




"unconstitutional;

'¢:1v1t1es relatlng to plalntlffs and all other persons slmllarly

, ,51tuated- L "1* ;fiﬁff fj“,{:"ff'-;ﬁ g'f<,ff 5£f'“, .'f <

-

~**. . B. -Preliminar, and permancnt injunctions :njoining the

>
. “' .o ~

Cefendants from engaging in the activitics declared to be illegal and

— b

Q. A mandatory lnjunctlon or writ of mandamus orderlng the
defendants to produce bofore the Court, for dellvery to the plalntlffs

and members of their class for destructlon, all files, reports, re—A

.

i;co*ds, photographs, data conputer tapes and cards, ‘and all other :

vmaterlals derlved from defendants 1llegal and unconstltutlonal.act-

1 _.Q.": - —-.« ,

- b.:* dach named plalntlff and member of the plalntlff class have;

:judgment agalnst each defendant in the sum of $100 OO per day of

».

.'prpcurement of 1nterccpt10n,.d1vuigence andwuse, and 1ntercept1on”‘

-,

.‘divuigencé-and use o£~the'§laintiffs' wire, cable'or'radio

:communlcatlons, as llquldated damages pursuant to Title 18 Unlted

States Code Sectlon 2520 and Tltle 47 Unlted States Code, Sectlon

.'_E;.. ¥ach named plaintiff aind member of the plaintiff class e
H have:guéémeat against each defendant in-a Sum‘to'be éetermiaed by
'the Court for violation ef plaiatiffsf First, Fourthf fifth shd' .
“Niath Amendment rights. . o | . . et

. F. - Recovery in the.amouht‘of $56,000 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 attofneys' fees of |

plaintiffs. R

-
-

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

and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

Wﬁ/

Mark H. Lynch
John H. F. Shattuck
,American Civil Liberties Union

Foundation
ke ) 600 Pennsylvania Ave., S.E.
i p & ) Suite 301
: Washington, D.cC. 20003

, {202)544-1681
-18~
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

EZDELE EALKIN, et al.,
Plaintiffs,

Civil Action No. 75-1773

T v.

RICHARD HELMS, et al.,

Defendants.

N e

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' FIRST INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT KELLEY
on behalf of Clarence M. Kelley, Director of the FBI,

hereby deposes and answers as follows on the basis of a

review of the main files (except criminal and FOIA) maintained

on the plaintiffs at the Federal Bureau of Investigation Head-

quarters:

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:
Has your agency at any time since August,

i(a).
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(a) is affir-

1(b). If the angwer.to interxogatory,

mative, state which plaintiffs and ‘fhe dates on which such

C”\‘ PRI y

requests were mace.

1: e NOT RIECORDED

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.
2 NOV 29 1977

N
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*
Xaem,

requested are re!ected in the documents mag available 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 plainﬁiffs 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 INTERROGATORY NO.. 3:

3(a). " Yes.

3(b). The files reveal that information was received
from the Central Intelligence Agency with respect to plain-
tiffs L.eonard 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 madexavailable
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 inﬁerrogatory 4 (a) is affirma-
tive, state which plaintiffs and the date on which such
information was received.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

(a-Db).. An answer is not required to thisAinteerggﬁpry
in view of the Court's Order of October 5, 1977, staying all
proceedings with respect to allegations that the National

Security Agency acquired plaintiffs' messages.




= E— - -
* > .

¢

? L

INTERROGATORY NO'S g ' ’

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) Ehe dates-on Whicﬁ 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 idéntity-of the person who authorized the removal.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

5(a). Yes.
5(b). Not applicable, please see 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 interrogatory 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 interroga-
tory in view of the Court's Order of October 5, 1977, staying
all proceedings with respect to allegations that the National

Security Agency acquired plaintiffs' messages.




INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

7(a). Has your agency ever provided information con-
cerning any of the plaintiffs in this‘iawsuit to the CIA or
to the NSA.

7(b) . If the answer to interrogatory 7(a) is affirma-
tive, state which plaintiffs and thg’dates on which the infor-
mation was provided.

7(c). Does your agency currently have in its fiies
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 affirma-
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 removal.

PARTIAL ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY Nb. 73

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 Porfer,
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 response to PLAINTIFFS' FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUC-
TION OF‘DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT KELLEY, Request No. 2.

7(c). The Federal ﬁﬁfeau\of Investigation currently

has in its files copies of or the substance of records concerning

some of the plaintiffs whigh were provided by the Central

Intelligence Agency.

L | B







UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

) o d

ADELE HALKIN, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
V. . Civil Action No. 751773
RICHARD HELMS, et al.,

Defendants.

OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST INTERROGATORIES
' TO DEFENDANT KELLEY

Pursuant to Rule 33, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
Claience M. Kelley, Director of the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, by his undersigned attorneys, hereby objects as follows
to ceftain of PLAINTIFFS' FIRST INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
KELLEY:

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

(a) Has your agency ever requested in any manner -- in-
cluding submission of "watchlists" -- information from the
National Security Agency (NSA) concerning any of the plaintiffs
in this lawsuit?

(b) If the answer tq‘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 plalntlffs ln thlS lawsuit. to the CIA or to the NSA.

Aty tkr\s%m
(b) If %he‘answer°to-lnterrogatory 7(a) is affirmative,

o . ENCLOSURE' (o )/ LT 0T
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state which pla‘iffs and the dates on wh‘1 the information
was provided. | |

" (c) Does your agency 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 to 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 frém 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 interrogatofy,
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, ALTERNATIVELY,
TO RECONSIDER THE DENIAL OF A STAY.

Respectfully submitted,

BwQaMﬁfZé ng

BARBARA ALLEN BABCOCK
Assistant Attorney General

=N

DAVID J. éNDERSON

LM Lv P
LARRY L. GREGG ° '

Q. Tobum GnbaF o

R. JOHN SEIBERT 3 & G

- —— — e — ¥ L T e e et W it e s © T\ Sehk eeepo———, oy B o nke e

C;zuAJIQ é;»-§Jﬁm4%hﬂ s

PAUL A. GAUKLER

Attorneys, Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530
Telephone: 202/739-4686

Attorneys for Defendant Kelley
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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.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
/

OBJECTIONS OF DEFENDANT KELLEY TO
PLAINTIFFS' FIRST REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

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

£

the objections set forth below he will produce for inspection

v

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. on November 25, 1977.

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 -documents 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 portions thereof,
which would reveal the following information:

1. Identities of confidential FBI sources and

informants normally precluded from disclo-

surévinithe “publig,ihterest of encouraging
RN LA S R I
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the p!viding of "useful intelliggce and -
law enforcement information;

Information obtained from or about the
investigative or intelligence activities

of another United States Government Agency;
Information céncerning the privacy interests
oﬁ a non-party normally precluded from |
disclosure to preveqﬁ embarassment and pre-
judice’ to personal and professional
interests;

Information revealing that hon-party indi-
viduals are or have been the subjects of

an FBI investigation, the disclosure of
which is precluded in the public interest
of furthering the investigative function;
Information revealing thét non-party
organizations are the subjects of an

FBI ipvestigation, the disclosure of

which is precluded in the public

interest of furthering the investigative
function;

Information obtaimed 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 national

security; and

FBI administrative markings, including but
not limited to classification stamps,
internal routing slips, and file numbers,
which are not related tg the subject mat-

ter of the litigation in that they have




no sugtantive aés’ocihation withgle pur:-
pose oxr ﬁotivation behind the prepara-
tion of the document on which they -
appear;

Defendant Kelley further objects to those portions of
requested FBI files containing information pro&ided by the
CIA whose disclosure has been objected to by Fhe defendant
Director of Central Intell;genée, Stansfield Turner, in his
response to Plaintiffs' First Request to Defendant Turner
for Production oﬁ 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 métching the foregoing
objections to documents sought by Requests No. 1, #nd Ro. 2
the following letters have been used in place of egcised
information to denote the particular objection and grounds
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-party individuals;.

DD -- Information concerning non-party
individuals who are or have been the
suﬁjects of an FBI investigation:

EE -- Information concerning*nonwparty

organizations who are the subjects of

current FBI investigations;
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v FF -- Information received‘from or digclosing
the N'entity ocho_op'_er.ating fo‘.gn
intelligence sources;

GG —-- Administrative markings containing in-
formation not relevant to thé subject
matter of the litigation;
HH -- Classification markings; and
II -- File numbers.
The use of the foregoing abbreviated objection symbols

in the accompany?ng documen£s is not exclusive or conclusive

as to all pertinent objections, and the absence of a letfer

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 preceding 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 PAéTIM DISMISSAL AND, ALTERNATIVELY,
TO RECONSIDER THE DENIAL OF A STAY.

Respectfully submitted,

Bt M. BlL,

BARBARA ALLEN BABCOCK
A551stanf4§ttorney General

DAVID Jf(}(NDERSON

.

PAUL A GAUKLER

Attorneys, Department of Justice

Washington, D.C. 20530
Attorneys for defendant Telephone: (202) 739-4686
Kelley in official capacity
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CLAR&JC“ KELLEY .

Director, Federal &' 2au of Investloatlon . (

Washington, D.C. '

JAMLIS J. ROT‘.’L:"E,Y

8615 Glencrest Lane

Kensington, Maryland;

H. -STUART KNIGHT

Director, U.S. Secret Serxvice

Department of the Treasury

vashington, D.C.

JOSEPH CARROLL‘

73056 Rippon Road

\Alerand¥iay Virginia;

DONALD BIENNZTT

¢/o Defense Intelligence Agency

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 2030l1; )

VIHCINT D& POIX )

2782 . Vakefield

Arlington, Virginia;

JOHH IF¥GERSOLL

c/o Jrug Enforcement 7 delnlstratlon

U.S. Department of Justice

T"ashington, D.C.:

JOBEN R, BARTZLS, JdR

c/o Drug Enforcement Administration

U.S., Department of Justice

T"fashington, D.C.:

TTESTIRN UNION INTIRNATIONAL, INC.

2100 i Street, NV 1

"ashington, D.C.:

RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

‘60 Broad Street

New York, N.Y. 10004;

ITT "ORLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

67 Broad Street

New York, N.Y. 10004;

JOHN 07T, RICHARD ROZ and other unkndéwn
agents and employees of the United
States Government:

Defendants.

Plaintiffs, by their attorneys, allege as follows for their
First Amendr%gm Complaint:

JURISDICTION

1. This is a cividl action for declaratory and injunctive relieZ

and roney damages, arising under the First, Fourth, Fifth and Ninth
amendments to the Constitution; 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). ?he 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 605; Title 42, United
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States Code, Sectié 1985(3); and the First,! wurth, Fifth and , ‘ :

Ninth Amendments to the Constitution. ; .

2 The matter in contrxoversy, exclusive of interests and costs,

exceads $10,000,

PARTIES
3. Plaintiffs

a. SRRV CHANDERR=Is=aminesdicanmeitirensemd=aememisesomt

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

U"omzn Strike for Peace.

c. S8TEVE HALLITALL is an American citizen, a former officex

of Students for a .Democratic Society and a founding member

Committee for Liaison with Families of Servicemen Detained in Vietnarm.
d. DON LUCZ is an American citizen and Bxecutive Director

—~ > e
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+ & . i n ST

of Clexgy--and Lai?y Concerned. - R PTATETT e

. L L T

e. JONATHAN MIRSKY is an american citizen and froﬁ 1963 to
the present he has been a leader of anti-war activities.

f. SIDNIY PECK is an American citizen{ a formér Co~cha%r—
person of the Wational Mobilization éommittee to #nd the Var in
Vietnam and the forme; National Coordinator of People'é Coalition for

Paexnce and Justice.

g. SEERRCEANNRAS A A T G A R T S Qo ey T L T A B e D

Uersen=trikemfor<PEade.
h. DANIZL SCHICHTHR is an American citizen formerly assoc-—

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

pariicipant in various anti-war activities over the last decade.

i. HTH3L TAYLOR is an American citizen and the National

, . Lo
Coovdinator of Yomen Strilke for Peace.
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k. CORA W3ISS is an American citizen, .a leader of Women
Steike for Peace, a former Co-chdirperson of the MNew Mobilization
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Committee to End tﬂ“War in Vietnam, a meﬁber(fz the Board of Direct-.’

’

ors of Clergy and Laity Concerned and a former Co-chairperson of the
Committee of Liaison with FFamilies of Servicemen Detained in Vietnam.
1. TESAVERICANSENRFAN-MOVEMEN T AT s o B ST R PR

Qﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁmE@a&&Qwbm@:bmmm%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmEFﬁﬁmmmmﬁﬂzimﬁm@g:sg&ﬁSd@%@Em@m§$@©m3§ﬁ§

) CWMMW&WWMET@%WQ@&W@E 2 B}!-ll'c‘&:-—i-@eb‘ -um -
m, THI AMIRICAN FRIENDS SERVICA COMMITTZEE, INC. (AFSC)
is a non-profit corporation dedicated to furthering ;he historic peace
testimony and the social aims of the several Braﬁches of the Réliéious
Society of Friends.
n. CLZRGY AND LAITY CONCERNZD (CALC) is a non-profit inter-
faith peace orgénization which has protested-u.s. involvement in the

Indochina War since 1965.

0. The COMMITT:# OF CONCERNED ASIAN SCHOLARS (CCAS) is a

" mon-profit’drganization dedicated -to vpposing American intervention -.Ta o T7.-

in the internal affairs of countries in Southeast -Asia.

p.  BReamtoMERE R A O S P AN SO RS AR VAR C TN

Qwaa1&ﬁm=£M=M§Egﬁﬁﬂnégﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬂw} ;bwé,ﬂ@ﬂ_@;@5itz@ﬁgamﬁmmiﬁmﬁFwﬁﬁhmmnmas
WQE&@%dhm:ammmm%ﬁmmﬁm&mmmmmﬂm@ma&Exmuﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁb@zﬁmdmkaiﬁm@sanénm-
%h@=@%%@E§é=@£=§¢$smmsmaz®$uwaﬁah

g. TIOMAN STRIKE FOR PEA&E is a non-profit organization
dedicated to anti--war activitiés, including activities to end the
war in Indochina.

4. - Defendants:

a. Defendant~RICHARD H3ILMS is the United States Ambassador
to Iran and was Director of the Central Intelligénce Agency (herein-
after sometimes "CIA") frém l§66 to 1973.

b. Defenaant JAMES R. SCHLES&NGER was Secretary of.Défense
from August 1973 to November 1975 and Director of the CIA from
February to July 1973.

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

Navy and was Deputy Director of thé CIA from 1966 to 1969.

.
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. d. Defencant ROBIRT 3. CUSHMAN, JR} wska General in the
U.S. Marine Coxps and a member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and was
Deputy Direster Gf Cis CiA’from 1969 to 1971.

e. Defendant VIRNON A. WALTERS is a Lieutenant General in
the U.S. Army and wasNDeputy Director of the CIA iﬁ 1972.

f. Defendant WILLIAM ¥, COLBY is Director of Central
Intelligence and of the CIA, and was Ixecutive Director of the CIA
frowm .1972 to 1973, and Deputy Director for Operations of the CIA in
1973. °

g. Defendant CORD MZYER, JR. was, at times material to this
complaint, Assistant Deputy Director for Piaﬂs of the CIA.

h. Defendant JAMIS J. ANGLITON was, at times material to
this complaint, Chigf of the Counterintélligence Staff‘of the CIA.

i. Defendant {"ILLIAM HOOD was, at times material to this

“. | complaini, Deputy Chiéf of the Counterintelligence Staff of the CIA.

j. Defendant RAY ROCCA was, at times material to this.
complaint, Assistant to‘éié Chief of the Counterintel;igence 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 étaff of the CIA designated as CHAOS.

1 Defendant HOWARD OSBORN was, at times material tonthis

wity of the CIA.

JAMIS MURPHY wds, at times material to this

complaint, Director of S:
complaint, Director OF Tice 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

(hereinafter sometimes "NSA") from 1967 to 1¢69.

0. Defendant NOIL GAYLER, Vice Admiral in the U.S. Navy,

was Director of the NSA from January 1969 to July 1972.
p. Defendant SAMUSL C. PHILLIPS, a Lieutenant-General in
the U.S. Air Force, was director of the NSA from August 1972 to July

1873,
il
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g. Defer ut LAY ALLEN, JR,, a Liey nant-General in the

f

Eeas

[N

U.S. Air Force, is Director of-tﬁe NSA,

; Defendan£ LOUIS TORDILLA was, at times material to this
complaint, the Deputy Director of the NSA.

s. Defendant L. PATRICK GﬁAY*III was, at times material to
this compléint, Acting Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(hereinafter sometimes "FBI").

t. Defendant CLARENCE KELLZY is Director of the FBI.

u. Defendant JAM3SS J. ROWIEY was D;rector of the United
Statas Secret Service (hereinafter sometimes "Secret Service;) £from
19567 until Octobexr 1973.

v. Defendant H. STUAﬁT KNIGHT is pi?ecfor of the Secret
Serxvice.

w. Defendant JOSIPH CARROLL is a Lieutenant-General in
the Unitea States Air Force and was Director of the Defence Intelli-
gence Agency (hereinafter sémetimes "DiA") from 1961 .to 1969;

X. Defendant DgﬁALD BENT§TT is a Lieuténant—General in
the United States Army and was Director of DIA from September 1969 to

August 1972,

y. Defendant VINCENT DZ POIX is a Vice Admiral in the
United Stateé Navy and was Director of DIA from August 1972 until
September 1974.
Z. Defandant JOHN INGIRSOLL wés Director of the Bureau of
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs (hereinafter "BNDD") and its predecessor
agency ffom 1968 to June 1973.
aa. Derfendant -JOHEN R. BARTELS, JR. was_Director of the
BILD and its successor agqncy.from June 1973 to May.1975.
bb. Defendants JOHN DO.X, RICHARD ROE.and other unkgown ¢
agents or employees of the United States Government are persons
unknown to Plaintiffs who particfpated with the other Defendants in
the actions alleged in this complaint.
cc. All the foregoing individual défendants are sued in
_their indiv;dual and official or former official capacitigs,

s
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dd. Defeéoanﬁ ﬁESTERN.UNION INTEéﬁA%;JNAL, INC, a
communications common cérrier, does business in the District of
Columbia and provides overseas cable and-telegfaph service.

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

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

provides overseas cable and telegraph service.

£ff. Defendant ITT VORLD COMMUNICATIONS, INC., a communica-
tions common carrier, does business in the District of Columbia and

provides overseas telegraph and cable service.

CLASS ACTION ALLZGATIONS
5 This suit is broughé as a class action pursuant to Rule

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

under Rule 23 (b) (1) (A), 23 () (2) and 23(b)(35.

6. Plaintiffs represent a class of United States citizens and

L T T T T SV I
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domastic organizations who at various times during and after-1967 ~

engaged in activities in pgposition to the war in indochiné 6: in
other lawful political agtivities, as a result ;f which (a) their
international wire, cable or radio communications were intercepﬁed
and divulged without any judicial or statutory authorization by the
National-Secuéity Agency acting at the request of other Uﬁited States
government agencieé, and/oxr (b) their political and other
constituionally protected acti;ities became the subject of intrusive
counterintelligence actions and files, conducted_ahd maintained by

a Special'Operations Group within the Central Intelligence Agency
known as "Operation CHAOS".

7. The class is so numerous as té make joinder of 'all members
impossible. The to;al number and identity of the class members‘is
known only to the NS3 and tﬁe CIn, but plaintiffs estimate, on
information and beliéf, that the class numbers at legst 8,820
individuals, and i,OOO organizations.

8. The common questions of law and féct—affecting all members
of the class predominate over any questions affecting onl? individual

mcabers to such a degree that a class action is the only method
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av%ilable for the f..r and efficient adjuéicaé_gn 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
defandants have acted on similar grounds with\respecé to all members
of the class, common relief is scught, and pléintiffs will fairly and
adeguately protéct the interxests of the class. |

FACTS

e e

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

¥

N, HOOD, ROCCA, OBER, OSBORN,

pad)

ants HELMS, TAYLCR, COLBY, MEYER, ANG‘

SCHLISINGER; - CUSHMAN.,, WALTERS an ereinafter sometimes 'the

NS

"CIA defendants") established and administered a Special Qperations

Group, known as Operation CHAQOS (hereinafter "CHADS"), within the

CIA's counterintelligence staff.

11. On information and belief, the purposé of the CIA defendants
in establishing CHAQS was to collect, coordinate, evaluate, file and
reﬁort inforﬁation on"foreign contacts" of American citizens resident
in the United States who expressed in various forms their political
and moral opposition to the wér in Indochina and other policies of
the national government.

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

'
other units of the CIA keginning in 1967 concluded that domestic
opposition to the Indochina war, of wﬁich the activities of pla%ntiffs¢
and their class were a part;-had no significant foreign connection.

13. On information and belief, CHAOS gatﬁered information from
other units of the CIA and from other agencies, including the ‘FBI,
mach of which related to the constitutionally protected associational
and domestic political activities of the élaiﬁtiff class.

14. On informationxand belief, CHAOS recruited and trained

approximately 40 undercover agents who infiltrated domestic organi-

s )
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zations, and repoxri ‘on their constitutional( ;_...Jtected associa-
’ " )\ - " t

tional and domestic political activities, which reports, or
information derived £rom them, were filed with CHAOS and disseminated
to other units of the CIA and to other agencies.

Y

l4a. On information and bglief, the CIA defendants authorized
and directed their CHAOS agents)and employees to discredit and
disrupt the constitutionally protected associationdl and domestic
political activities of the plaintiffs and £héir class through the
actions of undercover agents who infiltrated the plaintiff organiza-
tions, and throughlother counéerintelligence‘actionsm

15. On infiormaﬁion and belief, between 1967 and 1974 CHACS
cpencd and maintained "201" ox “personality“ fileé on approximately :

7.:200 individual United States citizens engaged in constitutionally

praotected 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

T “-

domestic organiéations, igcluding each of the naﬁed plaintiff Srgani~
Zations. | |

17. On information and belief; the information in the persqnality
and organization files opened and maintained by CHAOS related to
constituﬁionally protected associational and domestic political
activities of the plaintiffs énd members of their class.

18. On information and belief, information_on the plaintiffs
and membeérs of their class which was gathered by CHAOS waé conveyed
by the CIA defendants to the ¥White House, the FBI, and to othex
government agencies. .

19, On information and ﬁelief, sometime after September 1969
CHAOS supplied a "Wétchlist“ of United States éitizens, including

S

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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i'n'fo'::ma(tion derived | o them were supplied tq ‘IQ)S, made a’ p:zrc
of the CHAOS files and used by the CIA defendants.

20. On information and bélief, sometime after September 1969
CHAOS aléo supplied a "watghl;st" to agents and employees of the NSA,
which included the names of all the named plaintiffs.

21. On information and belief, for a peri&d of time not knawn
to plaintiffs, defendants, CARTER, GAYLER,.PHILLIPS, TORDELLA and
ALL.N (hereinafter sometimes "the-NSA defendanté"), have authorized
and directed the monitoring or intercéption, by their agents and
employees, of the international communications of United States
ciﬁizgns, including cable and radio‘éhannels between the Uniéed’
States and foreign couptries, selected telephone channels bétween the
United States and foreign countries, and selected telephone and cable
channels between foreign countries, all'without warrants or any othexr
form of judicial or legislative authorizatién,

22 On information and belief, at various times beginning in .
1967, the NSA defendants, without warrants or any other forms of
judicial or legislative éﬁ%horizati&h, authorized and directed their
égenés 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 CHAOS
"watchlist" provided éo NSA by the CIA, ané on other "watchlists®
provided to NSA by defendants GRAY, KILLZY and other officials of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation ("the FBI defendants”);
defandants ROWLEY, KNIGﬁT and other officials of the United States
Secret Service ("the Secret Service defendants”); defendants
CARROLL, BZNNITT, DI POIX and other officials of the Defepse'
Intelligence Agency (”the.DIA defendants”);- and defendants
ING A RSOLL and BARTZLS and other officials in the Bureau of Narcotics
and Dangerous Drugs ("the BNDD defendants").

23. On inférmation anrd belief, agents and employees of the NSA
defendants procured the agsistancé and cooperation,of’defendants

WEST JRN UNION INTERNATIONAL, INC., RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS INC.; and

~11-
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ITT VORLD COMMUNIC.ZI"\/E\TS, INC. (hereinafter s¢ 'i!xes "the company

" NSA matdriy

and BNDD defendants and placed in files maintained by these

.DIA and BNDD.

and divulging the private mail and wire, cable or radic communications

[ S —
) . , .. L . .
£ - 3 ” .
> * >
; .
.

defendants") in intercepting and aivulginé; without warrants ox any
other forms of judicial or legislative authorization, the wire, cable
or radio communications oﬁ, 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 defendaﬁts, NSA
supplied the CIA, FBI, Secret’Service, DIA,ané BNDD defenéants with
summaries of the inte?cepted cqﬁmunications {(hereinafter "the NSA

materials") 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 .

- . ~
- Ne w e -
e~ - :

v —~—

s was iSed ‘and Shared b&-ﬁﬁéfélé, FBif“Secre£i§é£vice, DIA

T

defendants relating B thewpléintiffs and their élass.

26. On information.and belief, in November.l974 some of the
NSA materials were returﬁed by the éIA defendants to NSA.

27.- On information and helief, the CIA defendants caused the
NSA mate;ials to be returned to NSA-because they knew the materials
were the products of illegal aﬁd 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{/§§§:>Secret Service,

3

29. On information and belief, the CIA,’ Secret Service,

DIA and BNDD continue to maintain and disseminate files containing

information about the constitutionally protected associational and
political activities .of the plaintiffs and their class, including

information illegally and unconstitutionally obtained by.intercepting

-12-




' of members of the .“\ss o ‘ i A - A |

30. On information and belief, éﬁe”individual'and company - '
defendants have engaged in‘an extended conspiracy unlawfully to‘
conceal the acts complained of in paragraphs 10-29, supra, from the
namcd plaintiffs and memﬁers of their class, from Cpngress, and from
the public.

31. On inforﬁatién and belief, each of the aefendants knew of
and participated in, and/or.concealed the illegal and unconstitutional
activities describéd in paragraphs 10-29, supra..

32. On information and beliéf, each of the‘CIA defendéﬁés‘knew s
that their actions describedtabo%é were taken in violation of the CIA's
charter. |

33. On information and belief, none of-the defenaants who
participated in the actions described in paragraphs 10-29 above had a
good faith belief that his or its actions were lawful.

L ;giﬁéﬁfg%gsm{Q?féé%%éyf%gi'3
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34. The defendants' procurement of igéefception 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 divulgencte,
and their interception and divulgence of the wire, cable or radio
cormunications of plaintiffs and their class violated Title 18,

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

-

Codz, Section 605.

36. The defendants'.proéuiement of interception and divulgence,
and their interceptiog and divuléence of the wire, cable or radié
conmunications of plaintiffs and their class deprived plaintiffs of
theix righfs of free speech and association under thé First Amendment,
their right to security against unreasonable searches and seizures

guaranteed by the Fourth Amendment, and their right of privacy

T . L
.
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guaranteed by the I .st, Fourth, Fifth and Niﬁ L Amendmenﬁs.; .

SICOND CAUSE OF ACTION

37. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each allegation in para-

graphs 1-33, supzxa.

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
frze speech and association under the First Amendment and their right.
to privacy under the First, Fourth, Fiﬁth and Ninth~Amendmentsii

39. Defendants' infiltration of the plaintiff organizations and
members of their class by the use of undegcovgr‘agénts with falsé or
concealed identities who disrupted, discredited and reported on the
plaintiffs' constitutionally protected associational and political
a;tivities deprived plaintiffs of their freedom of speech’énd
associatioﬁ protected b& the Fifét émendment, their right to
security against unreasona?le searches and seizures protected by the
Fourth Amendment and their right to‘privacy proteeted by the First,
Fourth, Fifth and Ninfh Amendments.

40. The activities of the defendants set. forth above continue
to interfere Qith; discourage and deter the plaintiffs in the
exercise of their rights of free speech, assembly and association,
and tﬂéir right to petition thé governmenf 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(6)(3).

VHEREFOR;Z, plaintiffs request that the Court grapt the following
relief:

A. 2 declaratory;judgment that the é@urse of conduct and

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

constitutional;
] Bl
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B. Prelimin? , and permanent injunqﬁioﬂ enjoining the :

defendants from engaging in the activities declared to be illegal and

N ¢

unconstitutional;

C. A mandatory injunctibn or writ of mandamus ordering the
defendants to produce before the Court,:for delivery to the plaintiffs
and members of their cléss for destruction, all files, reports, re-
cords, photographs, data computer tapes and cards, %nd all other
materials derived from defendants' illegal and uncénstitutional act-
ivities relating to plaintiffs and all other persons similafly

situated;

s Bach named plaintiff and membeﬁ of the plaintiff class have

judgment against each defendant in the sum of $lOOLOO pér day of
procurement of intercéption,.divuigenae aﬁﬁ“ugo, and interception,
divatgenceé and use of the plaintiffs' wire, cable or radio
.communications, as liquidatéd damages pursuant to Title 18, United

' States Code Section .2520 and Title 47, United States Code, Section

605. . e :

= Zach named plaintiff and member of the plaintiff class

PAY I

have judgment against each defendant in a sum to be determined by

the Court for violation of plaintififs' First, Fourth,-Fifth and

Minth Amendment rights.

F. Recovery in the amount 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 just

and proper.

Resp%gg ully submitted,

JOHN H.F. SHATTUCK
MELVIN L. WULF
American Civil Liberties Union
Foundation
22 Bast 40th Street
New York, New York 10016
(212) 725-1222
-15-—
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W. C. Sullivan

ALLEGATIONS OF GENERAL ARTHUR S. TRUDEAU
RE INFILTRATION OF FABIAN SOCIALISTS INTO HIGH

POLICY-MAKING AREAS OF THE UNITED STATES ﬂn,bz:é
GOVERNMENT ; 4
INTERNAL SECURITY - C /-

SYNOPSIS:

Reference is made to allegations of General Arthur S. 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 policy-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 Trudeau's feud with Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) set forth.

13
2 /7L ' The Results 3\
/ 5?0 : <

,

T hames 11sted on charts and memoranda left with the Bureau by __K
 ATtF YR - eneral Trudeau. \ -
AT TNEODMATIOR CONLATYED o
{ERII N TS Wl ASRI PTRD S
?;Cfft wiing sHuns 2+ Three names were not identified in Bureau files, making a total \
OTHERKIEE of 119 names which were identified.

3.

Identifiable derogatory information 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 information
was found, 94 have been investigated by the Bureau under classifica-
tions of Atomic Energy Act, Voice of America, Loyalty of Governmeng
. Employees, Security of Government Employees, CIA-Applicant,
Special Inquiry-White House, Security Matter-C, Internal Security-R;:
R and others. Results of investigations have been d1ssemma.ted
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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

5. Proper dissemination has been made of identifiable derogatory
information on the remaining individuals not investigated.

6. Cases are pending on three subjects not now in Government
employment. Cases on other individuals have been closed.

7. 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.

Conclusions

1. FBI files do not contain any specific, concrete, and conclusive
proof that the subjects are Fabian socialists as charged by General
Trudeau.

2. FBI files do not contain any similar conclusive proof that these
~ subjects have been and, in some instances, are influencing Government
‘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 many 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

¢. Issuing slanted reports favoring communism
d. Minimizing the threat of Soviet Russia to peace and democracy

e. Maniféesting thinking which coincides with sociaiist thinking
in different instances . A
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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

: _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 penetrated certain policy-forming
organs of our Government, including State Department, CIA, Operations

. Coordinating 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. -

_Bureau files reflect that Colonel Lerette and a] _ |
| Operations Coordinating Board, associates of General b6

Trudeau, disseminated information regarding Fabian socialist charges b7C
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 result, Colonel Lerette was accused by CIA of releasmg false and derogatory
1nformat1on about that agency. ‘

Fabian Socialism

Fabian socialism had its origin with the Fabian Society in England
in 1884, 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 military tactics of avoiding direct
battles, resorting to deliberate procrastination, and using delaying procedures
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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

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 cha,rges by Al

James Angleton, CIA, conﬁdentlally advised the Bureau on August 1,

‘ General Trudeau advised the Bureau on August 8, 1955, that in his
visits with Ambassador Krekler and Chancellor Adenauer he had discussed

nothing of an intelligence nature not already known. He admitted being at

odds with CIA and stated that he believed CIA was attempting to gain complete

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) ‘

bl
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Memorandum to Mr. Belmont C
. 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

6. Cases are pending on three subjects not now in Government
employment. Cases on other individuals have been closed.

7. 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.

Conclusions

1. FBI files do not contain any specific, concrete, and conclusive
proof that the subjects are Fabian socialists as charged by General
Trudeau. )

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. . 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 II 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 Chambers
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“to the<Birector, Central Intelligence Agency, "Attention: James
?ACTION:,:

’:of all*Sect:Lon Ch:i.efs in the Division and to the Reading Room,

SJP:ban /, Fooa
(11) /é‘z&” .
ALL INFORMATION CONTAYIED"

5, n Hr, Parsons HEREIN I, cmsstIgD
1 - Mr: Belmont DATE /0 /2 3 q BY SPYE LA
1 =~ Reading Room . 7 €% /5=, -,
A - Mr, Branigan £X 10g srse ;’f‘g
L.~ Mr. Baumgardner e g
1 -:Mr."Bland y 4
1 - Mr.-Donahoe
1 - Mr.<Sullivan REC- 85 ,
1 - Liaison " gy

- éz E) § Y 7 T s 54
1 i'Mr. Papich Esj /!?5‘2"/ £

o _ mMAR 5121861

OPTIONAL €QRM NO. 10

Belmont —
Callahan +_

Memorarnam

¥l "% ' /,/ - ﬁ:f::e
TO  : }r. Belmont ﬂ/ pai _ «€bruary 28, 1961 %
o Trotter
t Tote. Room -
FROM : Ro 0. L'Allier L“ A 21:;:? .
% |
sugjecT: JAMES ANGLET ON N e
CHIEF, COUNTERINMIELLIGENCE STAFF et P ¢
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) N :
Due to Angleton s absence because b6
previously directed to him has been sent to b7C

Chief, Counterintelligence Staff."

Angleton has returned to duty and in accordance with a
discussion held with him on February 24, 1961, we can now officially
resume “the transmittal of mail to him. Mail to Angleton is sent

.Angleton,“ and should be sent via Liaison.
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The ahove information is being directed to the attention
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ge;‘mh
Bishop
Memorandum S EE
Conrad
Felt
< Gale
?ﬂ Mr, D. J. Brennan, Jr/?y) DATE: May 19, 1969 // Fosen _
7 L A1
FRoM : S, J, Paplch@ ~ e
= fhndy
suBJEcT: CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) ¢ D 2"/
COUNTER INTELLIGENCE STAFF W"‘ X q,;g@ o
C.D. E W»(«W
: W (X3
! i CATY
4/” |of the Counter Intel | ligence \Vsﬁ)wlé
Staff at CIA Is scheduled to retire July 1319697 On May 16, % :
69, James Angleton, CIA, advised the Liaison Agent that it
has been officially designated to succeed o

=

%S/JP c b1 ’}\‘/ /

QG JUNEQ1969

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG, NO. 27

5010-106 '

Tolson

The appointment of a successor to[ __ |resulted in b6
considerable controversy within CIA., Some people hoped that b7C
a top-flight intelligence officer from the field would succeed

5 Although[::::%]is not popular within the Agency, he is
a seasoned officer and merited congideration because of  sen-
iority. He has also worked very closely with Angleton for a
number of years, From the Bureau's standpoint,[f::::]cannot
be considered an ideal type. He sometimes has an irritating
personality and certainly does not have all of the necessary
qualities for maintaining a harmonious relationship., He is
bright, dedicated, and well grounded in the intelligence busi-
ness. Despite his personality defeets, there should not be any
real problem in doing business with him,

ACTION:

The above information is being directed to the
attention of the Section Chiefs of the Domestic Intelligence
Division,

'\' ’..
N oS
1 - D, E. Moore & é//?/ ? az <. : &@
1 - Wo Ao Branigan QG o [
1 - C. D, Brennan A
1 = R, D. Cotter ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 10 MAY 129 1969
- 1 HEREIN IS UNCLA°SIFIED
1 - A. W. Gray DATE/O 2 «ou/ﬂ
1 - G. C, Moore ?g,lsa4
1 - Wo Ro Hannall ﬂ
1 - Liaison é /
1—S.J.Pqnd1
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, 1 - Mc., T. J. Jenkins N
Memorandum 1 - e, D. W, Meore v
, « - (Attn: H. A. Boynton)  goeerm
To < Mre, W. R. Wannall\\‘%@{ ' paTE: 7/31 ‘,25 Files & Com.
-~ - TR Gen. Inv.
,‘ 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall .
. V. V. Kolombatoéé 1 -Me, V. V. Kolombatovic W"ﬁ
: ‘ E s L v 1 - I_——4 b6 Lezor.utory
o Plan. & Eval.

SUBJECT:

|its responsibilities in this field.

%
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG. NO, 27

UNI'PEDF STATES GQRNf\/IENT -

5010-106

"’Adams

Spec. Inv.

JAMES Jé;LNGLETON biC

REQUEST FOR PUBLIC SOURCE .
MATERIAL AL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED K
DATE MBY&’ P i Y/ :
7 oy ST CwNpatevie
This recommends that public source material relating
to the Bureau's assessment of the hostile foreign 1nte111gence

threat and the importancé of counterintelligence be supplied
to Angleton. . L

Training

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. *_
Director Sec'y —

ief, Counterintelligence o
Staff, Central Intelligence Agenc (CIANwho for mdny years
cooperated with the Bureau in connection with some of our most
sensitive counterintelligence investigations. He recently
resigned from CIA as a result of the current publicity concerning
CIA activities,

Angleton is the former C

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 fulfilling

Angleton is continuing
to do research concerning the importance of co lige
and indicated he will do everything heﬂa]:ﬁ ?} i }f
support of the Bureau in fulfilling its counterlntelllgence
mission. He stated that it would be most helpful to him, 3_{? iy
he could be furnished copies of any public source mater:l.al By
that is readily available such as press releases, radFoep = .

IV transcripts, public testimony by Bureau off1c1als, ete.,

which address this topic.
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TAX CHECK WAIVER (INDIVIDUAL)

I hereby authorize the Internal Revenue Service (pursuant to
Internal Revenue Code g 6103(0) 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 1lst, then the three years referred to are: the year for
which a return is required 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 1lst, 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 suksequent 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 1C 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 o
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. o

In oxrder for the Internal Revenue Service toxlocate my tax records,
I am volunteering the following information: .

-

Name (Type or Print): JAmes AwGic ton Soc. Sec. No.: 227-¢o0-2;72
Soc. Sec. No. of Husband (if married woman filing jointly):

Current Address: £Zr¢ . 32%%Rosp AR Line 7o VA 22207
Name(s) and address(es) under which returns were filed:

1977: €, Lr

1976: ) o

1975: ., o h
DATE: 256 STl (9L . TAXPAYER'S SIGNATURE: .724-.444«-1/%

FORM AAG-17
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Standard ¥orm 86
AUGUST 1964
U.S. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
(F.P.M. CHAPTER 736)

86106

CASE SERIAL NO.

SECURITY INVESTIGATION DATA
FOR SENSITIVE POSITION

(CSC use only)

INSTRUCTIONS.—Prepare in triplicate, using a typewriter. Fill in all items.
is needed for any item, continue under item 28.

If the answer is “No” or “None,” so state.

If more space

%Harvard Law School, Cambridge, MASS. 1941

Early 1943 (Drafted)

1. FULL NAME (LAST NAME) (FIRST NAME) (MIDDLE NAME) 2. DATE OF BIRTH.

b(I't‘l;’;iaIs and ANGLETON JAMES (NMN) e WO . . DECs 1917

anri ements o.

futII nam: %rle ?THE;'\‘ NAMBIIUSEI_). (hllaiden name, names by {cgmar"marriagos. fgrxzwr n;mes cha;é%& 3, PLACE.OF BIRTH

no. {of e. I T f £ A T Wl =

o :ocgﬁ';dlo ogally or otherwise, aliases, nicknames, etc. pecify which, and show dates use BOlse , Idaho

name, show R c

“(NMN)Y’; if . "4 KIMALE [JFEMALE

initials only, Ay

show ‘“(no given 5. HEIGHT | WEIGHT | COLOR | COLOR
or middle name)’’ EYES HAIR

¥ 6'1" 160 |BR |[GR.
6. L1 SINGLE 7. IF MARRIED, WIDOWED, OR DIVORCED. GIVE FULL NAME AND DATE AND PLACE OF BIRTH OF SPOUSE OR FORMER SPOUSE. INCLUDE
WIFE'S MAIDEN NAME. ' GIVE DATE AND PLACE OF MARRIAGE OR DIVORCE.

}(XMARRIED (Give same information regarding all previous marriages and divor ) 1505

] wipow(ER) ;
.. 1 DIVORCED
8. DATES AND PLACES OF RESIDENCE. éI{ actual places of residetlee differ from the mailing addresses, furnish and identify both Begin with present

and go back to January 1. 1937, ontinue under item 28 on other side if necessary.)

FROM TO i LT NUMBER AND STREET cITY STATE
Jan. k937 Sept. 1938 ' Milan Ttaly,
Sept. 1938 July 1941 Yale University ™~ New Haven, <Lonn....
Sept. 1941 Early 1943 Harvard Law School “~Cambridge, Mass.

‘ . '". (60 Brattle St. Cambridge, Mass.) ¥
1943 1947 U.S. Army - U.Szégaglan/Italy/E;cha
1941 1946 (?) Parent's residence San Carlos Hotel, NYC, NY.
1947 1948 212 Prince Street, O Alexandria VA.S
1948 1950 601 South Lee Street vAlexandria, .VA.

1950 (?) Present ~xX- f03t3...33vd Bd. Arlington, VA,
| Foe
9. AXsY BIRTH [J NATURALIZED ALIEN REGISTRATION NO. DATE, PLACE, AND COURT
Elus. cimizen CERT. NO. PETITION NO.
[0 DERIVED-PARENTS CERT. NO(S).
CJALIEN REGISTRATION NO. NATIVE COUNTRY DATE AND PORT OF ENTRY
10. EDUCATION. (AJI schools above elementary.)
NAME OF SCHOOL ADDRESS N FROM (Year) T0 (Year) DEBREES
Malvern College,,yalvern Worcs. England 1933 1936
(W1 sx Stdeol — EPReP SCHacL - _—
X Y¥ale University New Haveny Conn. 1938 19 A,

11. THIS SPACE FOR FBI USE. (See also item 29.) 12. SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER  227—-60—-2172

“ ~

13. MILITARY SERVICE (Past or present)

SERIAL NO, -
(If none, givegrade or rating
at separation)

.

BRANCH OF SERVICE
(Army, Navy, Air Force, elb,z

FROM (})&

T0 (¥Yr.)

..0886353 NV Army

T1943

1947

[







3. HAVE YOU EVER HAD A NERVOUS BREAKDOWN OR HAVE YOU EVER HAD MEDICAL TREZMENT F7R A MEIZ'AzONDITION? Oves lj(NO.

(If your answer is ‘‘Yes,’”’ give details in item 28.)
( — S¢ %

20. FOREIGN COUNTRIES VISITED (SINCE 1930). (Exclusive of military service.)

COUNTRY DATE LEFT US.A. N DATE RETURNED U.S.A. PURPOSE
England, Italy, Germany, Holland) 1933 — 1938 Education
Hungry, Czechoslovakia, France )

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? []YES E] 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? [ YES XINO.

23. lF YOUR ANSWER TO QUBTION 21 OR 22 ABOVE IS ““YES.” STATE THE NAMES OF ALL SUCH ORGANIZATIONS ASSOCIATIONS MOVEMENTS GROUPS, OR COM-

NATIONS OF PERSONS AND DATES O MBERSHIP. "IN ITEM2 ATE SHEET TO BE ATTACHED TO 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 T0 OFFICE HELD

24. MEMBERSHIP IN OTHER ORGANIZATIONS. (List all organizations in which you are now a member or have been a momber, except those which show
religious or political affiliations.) (If none, so state.)

NAME IN FULL ADDRESS TYPE FROM T0 OFFICE HELD
Boy Scouts » - “NONE
Accuracy in Media Wash., D.C. 1977 Present NONE

Security and Intelligence Fund 499 South Capitol St. 1977%=-.Present Chrmn.
Washington, D.C.
Veterans of 0SS 110 East 59th St. 2 Present NONE
Suite 10008 NYC., N.Y. 10022

25 RELATIVES. (Paronts, spouse, divorced spouse, children, brothers, and sisters, living or dead. Name of spouse should include maiden name and
any other names by previous marriage. If person is dead, state ‘‘dead’’ after relationship and furnish information for 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.1888 31 Crescent Rim USA USA
Drive, Boxsie,ID. 83706

Mothéfq?%UCarmen Mercedes Angleton 9 May 1898 SAME AS ABOVE Mexico USAig
C




e

. e

14. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN DISCHARGED FROM THE ARMED FORCES UNDER OTHER THAN HONORABLE CONDITIONS? [JYES [3}NO.
(If answer is ‘“Yes,” give details in item 28.)

15. EMPLOYMENT. (List ALL employment dates starting with your present emnployment. Give both month and year for all dates. Show ALL dates
and addrosses when unemployed. Give name under which employed if different from name now used.)

NAME OF EMPLOYER (Firm or agency) ADDRESS
FROM To AND SUPERVISOR (Full name, if known) (Where employed) TYPE OF WORK REASON FOR LEAVING

\/\
1943 - Dec. 19 (0ss, SSU, Washington: 'DiC. : Intelligence Retirement

CIG, CIn) after an
Office of Strategic Services . offer for
Strategic Services :Unit . L other assig%—
Central Intelligence Group ment

Central Intelligence Agency

16. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN DISCHARGED (FIRED) FROM EMPLOYMENT FOR ANY REASON? [JYEs XIWNo.

17. HAVE YOU EVER RESIGNED (QUIT) AFTER BEING INFORMED THAT YOUR EMPLOYER INTENDED TO DISCHARGE (FIRE) YOU FOR ANY REASON? []YES [JNo.
(If your answer to 16 or 17 above is ‘‘Yes’’ give details in item 28. Show the name and address of employer, approximate date, and reasons in
each case. This information should agree with the statements made in item 15—EMPLOYMENT.)

SEE ITEM 28

18. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN ARRESTED, TAKEN INTO CUSTODY, HELD FOR INVESTIGATION OR QUESTIONING, OR CHARGED BY ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY?
(You may omit: (I) Traffic violations for which you paid a fine of $30 or less; and (2) anything that happened before your 16th birthday. All other
incidents must be included, even though they were dismissed or you merely forfeited collateral.) E YES NO.

IF YOUR ANSWER IS “YES," GIVE FULL DETAILS BELOW:

LAW ENFORCEMENT
DATE CHARGE PLACE AUTHORITY

ACTION TAKEN

07/09/76 Reckless Driying Arlington, Virginia Traffic Court, Arl,VA.
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To: SAC, SL

From: DIRECTOR, FBI (77-)

Subject: JAMES (NMN) QNGLETON Md/ / 3

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION

(NCPI)

{1 Fingerprint Photo
[ Astists Conception

Special handling instructions:

fEBUTEL, 7/e0)ge,

%

A Transmit attached by Facsimile - UNCLAS

] Fingerprint Record 1 Map

FEDtRAL BUnE&

ERAL U 0F mvmte@mN 7

0 i, B
falily \”V%T!th S{Z{J] O ! ROUTIN
€

Precedence

s
Time: Transmitted - | 2409 o

Initials - P C’—S

[ Newspaper clipping {] Photograph

(%] other SF—~86 and FD-406

b6
<« b7cC
. ALL INTFORMATION CONTAINED

57 JUL 911980

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
e DATl E.,’QZ_ZZ_‘{. BY_S/=Tmac O -

e T —r k 213/89 24 95,1720
Aﬁfl "‘c‘ﬁ—?c—[m spaccn?M (7%2%/?¢5 Foubos

CAH PP~/5 &







P R

-

.

3

| 14 HASE YOU EER BEEN DISCHARGED FR@l THE ARMED FORCES UNDER OTHER THAN HONORAZRE conpiTions: [Jyes jno. e
v (If anasrror ia’'Yos,” givo dotails in 28.) F . ’ oTher s T T o ISR el Dot TemAN WIS

T
15. EMPLOYMENT. (List ALL omployment dates starting with your prosent employmeont. Give both month and year for all dates. Show ALL datos
and addrosscs when unemployed. Give name undor which employed if differont from name now used.)

« NAME OF EMPLOYER (Firm or agonc ADDRESS
FROM TO AND SUPERVISOR (Full numo,.iloknng,)vn) (Whore employod)

j

-

GoVERNMENT

16. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN DISCHARGED (FIRED) FROM EMPLOYMENT FOR ANY REASON? []YEs XJo.

17. HAVE YOU EVER RESIGNED (QUIT) AFTER BEING INFORMED THAT YOUR EMPLOYER INTENDED TO DISCHARGE (FIRE) YOU FOR ANY REASON? [JYes [JNo.
(If your answer to 16 or 17 above ia *‘Yos" give details in item 28. Show the nameo and address of employer, approximate date, and reasons in
This information should agree with tho statements made in itomn 15—EMPLOYMENT.)

. ' SEE ITEM 28

oach caso.

18. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN ARRESTED, TAKEN INTO CUSTODY, HELD FOR INVESTIGATION OR OUES”ONIN-G, OR CHARGED BY ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY?2
(You may omit: (I) Traffic violations for which you paid a fino of $30 or loas; and (2) anything that happenod bofore your 16th birthday. All other
incidonts muast bo included, oron though thoy wore dismissed or you moeroly forfeited collatoral.) m ves’ CINo. .

IF YOUR ANSWER IS “YES,” GIVE FULL DETAILS BELOW: s
LAW ENFORCEMENT
DATE CHARGE . PLACE ) . AUTHORITY - ACTION TAKEN .

-

07/09/76 Reckless Driving Arlington, Virginia Traffic Court, Arl,VA.

s

.
]
1

lé_4§ — Dec. 1974 ug + Washington, ‘DiC. éﬁ@é’.’ﬂ’fé/\f//
2~ 4




2 A

l9' HAVE DY EVER HAD A NERVOUS%KDOWN OR HAVE YOU EVER HAD MEDICAL TREATM‘OR A MENTAL CONDITION? [JYES @No.

v/ your ‘ansawer ie 'Ye. dive s in item 28.)

«
-

20, FOREIGN COUNTRIES VISITED (SINCE 1930). (Excluaive of military service.)

COUNTRY DATE LEFT US.A. DATE RETURNED USA. PURPOSE
England, Italy, Germany, Holland) 1933 - 1938 , Pducation
Hungry, Czechoslovakia, France ) - b
[ <oir n e ex? PR =to ey . »
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? [JYES KJ N¢

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 TREIR RIGHTS UNDER THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES, OR WHICH SEE

TO ALTER THE FORM OF GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES BY UNCONSTITUTIONAL MEANS? [J YES ZINO.

23. 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 ATTACHED TO AND MADE A PART OF THIS FORM, GIVECC
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 all organisations inwhich you are now a member or have been a member, excopt those which shc
religious or political affiliations.) (If none, so state.)

NAME IN FULL ADDRESS TYPE FROM T0 OFFICE HELD
Boy Scouts : NONE
Accuracy in Media Wash., D.C. 1977 Present NONE

Security and Intelligence Fund 499 South Capitol St. 1977- Present Chrm
Washington, D.C.

Veterans of 0SS 110 East 59th St. =% Present NONE

Suite 10008 NYC., N.Y. 10022 .-

25. RELATIVES. (Parents, spouse, divorced spouse, children, brothers, and sisters, living or dead. Name of spouse should include maiden name a.
any other names by previous marriage. If person ia dead. atate ‘‘dead’’ after rolationahip and furnish information for other columns as of tic

of death.)
YEAR OF .- COUNTRY OF PRESENT
RELATION NAME IN FULL _BIRTH ADDRESS BIRTH CITIZENSH

Father (Dead) James Hugh Angleton 5 Dec.1888 31 Crescent Rim USA usa
A Drive, Boisfe,ID. 83706
Mother - Carmen Mercedes Angleton 9 May 1898 SAME AS ABOVE Mexico USA

b6
- . b7c

















































CLASSIFIED INFORMATION RE:
GRANTED FOR FULL-FIELD BAC
ANGLETON- A FORMER,L OFFICIA
IN THE CASE OF THE "U.S. V

ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED MATER

"INVESTIGATION REQUESTED AS

PENDING COMPLETION OF IMVE

. ADVISED TELEPHONICALLY.

-

NOTE: PER DOJ LET TO FBI DATED 7/3/80. "CLEARANCE FOR ACCESS TO

JAMES {NMN} ANGLETON." AUTHORITY

KGROUND INVESTIGATION TO COMMENCE ON - .
L OF CIA“AND A WITNESS FOR THE DEFENSE

S. FELT AND MILLER-" WHO WILL.REQUIRE .
TAL. EXPEDITE FULL-FIELD RACKGROUMND.
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NOTE :”

FORMER CIA 0FFICIAL1
CLASSIFIED INFORMATION AND DOJ SECURITY CLEARANCE AS DEFENSE

ANGLETON REQUIFES ACCESS TO
WITNESS IN CASE "U-.S. VS. FELT AND MILLER.™ FULL-FIELD
BACKGROUND INVESTIGATION AUTHORIZED BY DOJ. ANGLETOM LISTS
RELATIVES IN ITALY. LLEGAT1 ROME REQUESTED TO HAVE 'APPROPRIATE

ANQUIRIES CONDUCTED THROUGH. AVATLARLE SOURCE\‘J@ @
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FD-263 (Rev. 7-15-75)

EDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

| REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD
| LOS ANGELES BUREAU 7/17/80 7/10 - 7/17/80
TITLE OF CASE REPORT MADE BY TYRED BY | o
-] 3 . b7C
o - ~—’ GRJ gY j
LV JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON

CHARACTER OF CASE

T ——
L
)ﬁk‘
oo

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION

-

REFERENCES: Bureau teletype to Alexandria, et al, 7/1/80.
Los Angeles teletype to Bureau, 7/17/80.
- RUC =~
,j 10> /n. 8q
GP‘tL tl T(‘T’l nTT{\:\ SOL}E";E;
& ¥ I‘Q UN\ 3 ﬂ__ﬁ
' - A% - gmﬂ 7/ y '5677/
COVER PAGE 5t
spr I e a‘%" w’j
ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED ] NONE
convic.| BREHESRiFUS. FINES

ACQUIT-JcasE HAs BEEN:
SAVINGS RECOVERIES TALS

PENDING OVER ONE YEAR [_Jr&s [ JNo
PENDING PROSECUTION

OVER SIX MONTHS Cvyes [Ino
.
5 SPECIAL AGENT
APPROVED ,k'/ IN CHARGE

COPRIES MADE b

DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW

o~

i Lo ﬁ.e‘\ ey ;?F
g _ /k]b /h v ]‘. / 7 i L x w{P
@— Bureau (AIR MAIL) / [ oot { e,

1 - Los Angeles (77-23042)(2)

3 JUL 24 1980
— yensmipyiees  dXeNTRegyay

BENGE. &ng?;@ KEGMT, STHC.

Notations

Dissemination Record of Attached Report

Agency

Request Recd,
Date Fwd.

How Fwd.
By

T i

59 NO\}g{ 10871 GOVER PAGE

043—16—83489~1 Gapo










FD—263 (Rev. 7-15-75)

FEDERAL 3UREAU OF INVE% INGATION

REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVESTIE ATIVE FERIOD
DETROIT BUREAU 7/17/80 7/10 - 14/80

TITLE OF CASE {_/ REPORT MADE BY TYPED BY
JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON SA vp

g#?
[ ]

CHARACTER OF CASE

NC%I

|

3

REFERENCE: Bureau teletype to Detroit, dated 7/10/80.
RSl £
- RuC -

ADMINISTRATIVE : L

: Where appropriate, Privacy Act (e) (3) data was
furnished to persons interviewed. Express promises of
confidentiality, both limited and unlimited, have been

noted where granted. Spﬁ - / Ll ?M/ 7Y - QA #??JV/”«/OD,L@

ot T o {‘ON’?X{EZ i
A0 LT}J 3 ~- \s.Q{{'\E

o 7”'{7 w SP- TVl o /L
| [8g CAOSY- 18251/

ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED

convic.|§

l:] NONE ACQUIT-fcasE HAS BEEN:

RERson|Fue. FINES recovERieEs | TALS

SAVINGS

PENDING OVER ONE YEAR [_JY&s [JnNo
PENDING PROSECUTION
OVER SIX MON THS [Jyes [Ino

APPROVED

" SPECIAL AGENT
IN CHARGE

,@[Z/ Y DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW
{

COPRPIES MAD

\
E ﬁ/ ,///; vy}*y g; ‘f%; "&‘.'is"ﬂ() #
1 ( T it

- Bureau

NOT RECORDEL:

) 1..0_
1 - Detroit (77-10729) (c-7) 15 JUL 21 1360

e ReogDiEE | RIS

e OC T I SE

“l Notations“ ~

Agcncy AL WA 1EaLilr oA n{"
Request Recd, i 1{ AL:’: .[:{;;Y{.:‘ G: :r_%:#'?y: ;,i’. N _
; R - g i PRI NN QBIN’I‘G & .‘.';i_[\ SlilC-
Date Fwd. st BEGEIAED LBI
VAT E

How Fwd. 3’ v *z

. ; g
m@%N@VQKﬂ)ﬁ . |

TR IS A% =

¢43—18—83480~1 GrPo
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5 ~*: _ AT BOISE, IDAHO . - . .- oL

. on July. 16, 1980, | Clerk, IdahoA{». 0o pIC
Department ‘of Health and wWelfare, Bureau of Vital" Statlstlcs,‘; :
“advised they have on file Idaho Certlflcate of Birth’
“#55988, whih shows JAMES JESUS ANGLETON was born at St.. ]
Alphonsus ‘Hospital, Ada COunty, Boise, Idaho, on Decemberi9h‘, §
1917, the son of J. H.. ANGLETON, then age 28, and CARMEN , ‘ -4
. MOVENO, . then age 19, with JOSEPH R. NUMBERS as attending ‘
~'w - 'Physician. This certificate. of - birth was flled with Ada

u

s
- County Reglstrar'on December 24. 19l7 N;" T A
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) The following investigatiqn'was ‘conducted by . b6
' SA| } . e - e ey A T BbC

AT BOISE, IDAHO L - .

L . > A, -ARREST - . ) e ’

o I B : : : "B - e " b6

T on July 16, 1980,| |C1erk, .Y pIc
Idaho Department of Law Enforcement, ‘Criminal Identlflcation~ s ET s i

rBnxean4_ad¥1§£d_&h£;£_£éls§ contained no information for = K

- : — , . s b6
o On July 16, 1980 | |Records Sectxon, ’ - b7C
Boise City- Ada County. Law Enforcement Complex, advised they

~have no information in.their. flles for| |
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OFFICE..OF' ORIGIN DATE K !NVESTIGATIVE PERI?D
. ST. LOUIS ° BUREAU - 7/237/80 . 7/15 - 22/80
. TITLE OF"C'ASE f L& REPORT MADE BY S ’ ‘rffeso b6
Fenm .- - SC * p:mg b7C
( r JAMES (NO MIDDLE NAME) ANGLETON -CHARACTER OF CASE 5 o
ﬁ?§ ~ \ NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL
(/ - =% . | - INVESTIGATION. (NCPI)
> 'REFERENCE': N | " S, - ' V

.

. _Bureau teletyoe to Alexandrla,
) St Louls teletype to Bureau,

YL aaml‘ma
l—mmm.jﬁ VA%Q%WQQén S
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771078b
7/23/80,
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/?,
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‘ ?“‘FEIR 1 "“3"
DATE
s

All persons contacted were apprlsed of" the prov1s1ons

" of the Prlvacy Act. and, -those. requestlng confldentlallty have
ibeen “so ‘noted when confldentlallty was granted.

"f.

- When limited:-

confldentlallty was granted,

¢ the limit of the grant has.also I
. been noted. & 3 . Y el v R LR » ff” w -
5 * X o x ¥
- . 2 g .
o . A j ,
.\ T T - o g T Y. o % f{"“ JM ‘f ‘:”'«
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L N : . L , PENDING PROSECUTION '
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) _- Agency" - N ) ' & . 2. - - ﬂ L miert SEC: .
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- Request R;ec | - o : 3}_\_ =S % ? 4
_ Date Fwd. i 2n ié;f'il ” : ?
-+ How Fwd. | /f‘l i -
QY‘ uha . ..; - ' = - -
P T : % p7 e % = S . - -.
@\j m UVéﬁ Jgg@ . A g ugh - 9?0.1915 0 - 566 119.
P e i & . GOVER PAGE . - CL




'/'v' - o = - R - -
e s ‘ ’ A
. " FD-204 (Rev, 3-3-59) » } ; ‘ ’ ‘
RERYIRWY IR . o

Pre x %
) ) Ul‘iq 1ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JU&“E
) FEDERAL BUREAU ‘OF lNVESTlGATlON

Cop; to: .
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Report of: . SC . fonce: ST. LOUIS - i
Date: . ' July 23, 1980 '
Field Office File #: ~ SL 77-M S . Bureau File #:
Title: ’ ‘ JAMES XNO MIDDLE 7 NAME) ANGLETI‘O}:TLL Tf!?' QRMA 'ﬂofsgggfll';;NE?

‘ ’ EREIN I§ PYCL

g:i; —?ZZKBY 517 e firn

s . nuﬁa/'”vthg Cﬁéﬁ?/iﬁ%&

Character: - - ‘NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION _904 %f
‘ A : ' | : ¢ ﬁﬁ?dﬁ%

Synopsis: - o Angleton served in U.S. Army as enllsted man :
. ,and as. officer. Received honorable release from active

T duty.

—RUC-

. DETAILS: AT ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI

On July 22, 1980, a réview of partial records
" " (remainder of Army service records damaged by £fire) on

- . 'file at the Federal- Recoirds Center (Military 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 offlcer on
the same date at Army Post Office 887, European Theater
of. Operations: He was honorably relieved from active
duty on December 29, 1947, as a Major at Fort Myer,

- ~Virginia, by .reason of demobilization, and he was
transferred to inactive status in the Offlcers " Reserve
Corps. The date and .discharge from the Reserve was not
shown.: - : :

The records Indlcated that Angleton had prior
‘service 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 enllsted service was
destroyed by fire.

‘He 'had foreign serVICe in the European Theater
- of Operatlons, egd he was awarded the European African .
‘ 1

This document contsins 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




Mlddle Eastern Theater»Medal, the Leglon of ‘Merit, c. o «i %
the World War " “II Victory Medal, the Italian War LT S ’

‘Cross of Merit, the- ItallantZﬁnmander, Crown of jgfl S e e
Italy, and the Order of Mal T " ¥

His mllltary occupations Were shown as ' e
Intelligence: NCO, Counterlntelllgence Offlcer, |
Commandlng Officer and as ‘Counterintelligence. Branch - ts s .
Chief. His character “and eff1c1ency ratings ranged . Sy o
efrom‘"Excellent“ to’ “Superlor and .there was no. —"‘-’:~71:’;1x”

- record. of Court—Martlal or absence without- offlclal < m .
léaye. .~\;Q:*' ~g*;Q‘j S R S T T } 'f;g‘i Coa T T
Hls,date and place of "birth i were shown as. T

December 9, 1917, at 301se,,Idaho. D s A .
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JAMES "KNGLET ON, NCPI. BUDED: JULY 30, 1988, WITHOUT FAIL.
' RE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, JULY 10, 1986,
AL I IVIDUALS CONTACTED WERE APPRISED OF THE PROVISIONS .

OF THE PRIVACY ACT, AND THOSE REQUESTI NG CONFIDENTIALITY HAVE

BEEN SO NOTED,

’

PART IAL FIRE DAMAGED MILITARY SERVICE RECORDS ON FILE AT
FEDERAL RECORDS CENTER, MILITARY BRANCH, 9780 PAGE BOULEVARD ,
ST, LOUIS, DISCLOSED ANGLETON, UNDER SERVICE NUMBERS 31‘ 338 179
AN 9 836 353, SERVED IN U.S. ARMY FROM MARCH 18, 1943, TO
DECEMBER 29, 1947, HONORABLY. RELIEVED FROM ACTIVE DUTY AS
MAJOR BY REASON OF DEMOBILIZATION.

NO UNFAVORABLE INFORMATION NOTED v AVATLABLE RECORDS , f
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REPORTING OFFICE

{ oFFICE ‘OF‘OBI'GINA,

INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD

. NEW YORK- - - . [BUREAU
,T?TLE OF CASE Q T
ANGLETON. " "'

17/11-23780
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‘ JAMES ( (NMN) I ‘emsg P7C
3 i - - [CHARACTER QF CASE .
" L ,'NON—CONTRACT PRRSONNEL : ;
- £8, INVESTIGATION (NCPI) ‘
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5 Butel to Ax and others, dated 7/10/80

', " /NYtel to Bu, ‘ated 7/11/80-
’ NYtel to Bu, dated 7/23/80.
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All persons rnterv1ewed were adv1sed of the prov131ons ’J.?;’

y

‘;l"Of the Prlvacy Act °f 1974: ‘none, of whom requested confldentlallty. A
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8 advised that the appli- f5 7"
“. —Cant Das:been a.close personal rriend for’ ‘the. past 30 years. . 1 .
vE::::::]stated that the appllcant is .a very respons1ble," S

s - dependable, honest,»and slncere 1nd1v1dual of the h;ghest’ . '
’ﬁ lntegrlty. e A L I L L L M : oo ow P ‘B*L
R AP R [ : . ‘j‘ - ) , . . \( : x- : VFH AR f‘ % .‘ . L - u:: . ‘:; . : - Lo

. Bt |further stated that he had no- reason»to i ;'“u'ﬁff;’;
doubt the appllcant's character, assoc1ates, reputatlon, or ‘ o

onalty. . \ . # . o '
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e b :-On. July 22, l980, Credlt » e ‘«b7c
Informataon .Corporation. of New York, New York, New York, adv1sed R
gSpec1al Clerk] that. a* review of thelr flles .
‘indl ates that the appllcant has no credlt record ~15( B o owr 1,

- B Mpair B, il e e g
i On July 22, 1980 Spe01al Clerk| DT t@TC
caused the records of - the New. York C [ice Depaftmet (NYCPD) -
Identlflcatlon S
Sectlon, and 1t‘was determined that no- record could. be located
L;ldentlflable*wlth the appllcant N el _k»;tycj}u",,‘ o ,:
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T Pollce : S . : ; : ;
. - s . bé
- on July lGr 1980, “sc determlned that - gy IO
“no arrest record was contained in the Metropolitan Pollce , R
Department flles concernlng the appllcant or hls spouse.w -

- It is to be noted that at all times an 1ndef1n1te -
 number’ of unldentlfled records are out of flle and not avall— o s %
able for review. . - 5 - -

- e t

: % - b6

2 -

-

Oon July 16 1980, SC determlned g i L bTE
that no. record was. contained in the Department of Transportatlon7
Department of Motor Vehlcles, Government of  the Dlstrlot of -

Columbla flles concernlng the appllcant .or his’ spouse. bE

. On July 16, 1980, SC searched T AT
-*the flles of the U,S. Park. .Police a and no identifiable Adult’ S
Criminal: or Traffic Records could be 1ocated regardlng the T : ..

.

3 appllcant or hlS spouse. - BT - . .
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REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD
ALEXANDRIA BUREAU 7/29/80 7/14/80 - 7/23/80
é TITLE OF CASE D REPORT MADE BY TYPED BY .o
' JAMES (NMN)~ANGLETON SA vva = °
%ﬁ -

CHARATTER OF CASE

NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION

. REFER’EN'CE: Bureau teletype to Alexandria, 7/10/80 g? % 47 . /7)@
' /’\{ oM

-RUC-
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ENCLOSURE : DATE
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W ¢/ o1 % 7¥
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Encloesed for the Bureau are two FD-US8u'g #"PP /5

ADMINISTRATIVE:

All individuals contacted were apprised of the provisions

of the Privacy Act and those requesting confidentiality have
been so noted.

v
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CAX 77-8911 oo - . e T e
; stated that the appllcant was rated as an
‘Voutstandlng employee. .

K [::::;:]furthsr adv1sed that the appllcant's supervlsor o

has since re 1red

SECURITY FILE REVIEW

g [ji:ji::]The followxng lnvestlgatlon was conducted by SA
) ~ On July'Zl 1980 a representatlve of ‘the Central ‘
Intelllgence Agency - (CIA) Langley, Virginia, made- avallable

. _gEop review ‘a security” flle identifiable with. the appllcant
) m;date of blrth December 9, 1917 - , .

.}

The appllcant was granted a. Top Secret clearance on,i

October 21, 1943, following a favorable background 1nvest1gatlon d

conducted 1n October, 1943 . o g ) e

\ | The Federal: Bureau of Investlgatlon (FBI) conducted

‘& background investigation for:the CIA in 1949, which resdlted
< +in a Top Secret clearance belng 1ssued to. the appllcant on
‘fq,February 6 1950 . .

I An up date background 1nvest1gatlon Was conducted
- on January 28, 1968 - ,

. The appllcant was granted a Top Secret Contract o
"~clearance on February 265 1975 :

,x

.

o The appllcant's securlty flle revealed that he ,
"recelved ‘his Bachelor of ‘Arts, Degree from Yale Un1vers1ty
in June, 941, - - . :f,la L ;

The follow1ng “traffic v1olatlons were noted for the
appllcant at Arllngton County : .

. = . DATE (2 OFFENSE - DISPOSITION

S Septe@berﬁlj;»l962~ffﬁﬁ Speedlng 50/35 '. Flned $15 and Costs
' January 301‘1953 oL Speedlng 45/25 - . Fined- $1o and cOsts
o , ‘There . was no derogatory 1nformatlon contalped 1n
'the flle -
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. On Fuylv 4. 1980,
| | advised SA| [That he has
- known the appllcant for over thlrty years on a profe831onal
and social,basis, -He stated that he worked-with him on a -
~liaison ba81s when he was employed by the.FBI and the applicant ,
-was_at CIA, He described.the applicant as a loyal, stable, o
indiyidual with outstandlng character, 1ntegr1ty, reputatlon

and associates. He highly, recommended him to a position of

trust ‘and confldence wlth,the U.S. Government,
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ARREST-GHECK - .. °

.. . 5 ¥ N ST “ By R A x 3 N . b6
« ‘ SC{ |caﬁsed'é search. to be made of I _ brC
© .the files of the Arlington, Virginia), Police Department and .
was advised on July 18, 1980, that the following’ record was -
‘located .conceprning the appllcant James  (NMN) Angleton., It.is .
t+6. be hoted: that at all times an indefinite number of unldent;fled
records are out, offile and not ayallable for revelw . .

DATE o OFFENSE ?: - DISPOSITION

“January{30, 1953 . - “’/Speeqing‘HS/ZS“."tf February 10, 1953
T T, .. Fined 810 and | Court
L L oaa. U e . - ‘ Cost e T ,,,*'

September 10, 1962 . -« ~'Speeding 50/35. . September 27, 1962
Y g T :.i; I ~ ~ Fined $15% and. Court
N Sy .o o - Cost ,
- " March 21:1958»'1 SR /Bxplred Virginia' ';ff’March 15 1963 '“‘»m
I A B Inspectlon , .. ».  Fined. $10 and Court
o L T ’:, s <L SR R T Cost
7 May 26, 1976 - . . /NoabrivensmLiéénée' June 29 1976 et ey
Lo e IR " :.Fined" $10 and Court T e
B . o ;B e o L ) = COSt -

) May ?§3~1976¢»,:qn }Jﬁo ‘Valid’ Arllngton o Dlsmlséed(“
o BT I T o o County Stlcker r.ji SR b -
e July9) 1978 /Dr1v1ng Whlle .~ Febpuary 23, 1997,
T e twnr ® Ts e lntOchated " % Pined $50.- and Court o
, A o Cost for chkless Driving.
- July 8, 1978 . JSpeedlng 52/35 August 7. 19785 - -
T " ., (Radar) . e Flned$34 Cost prepald

e
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1

ARREST CHECK

"

. , Icaused a search to be made '
/of the f11es of the Fairfax County, “Virginia, Pollce Depart-~

ment, and was advised omn July 15, 1980, that no record was.

located regarding
is to be noted that in applicant matters onLy cIass 3 am
misdemeanors are available. .- ™ :

v

concernlng the appllcant.

, caused‘e search to be made
.. of the. files of the ‘Alexandria, Virginia, Police Départment,
and ‘was advised on July 15, 1980 that’ no record was located

It

4

.

42;{.
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b7C
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“ 4 . ARREST CHECK- - ﬂ ~

o On July 14, 1980, a computerlzed check of the - -

- Céntral ‘Criminal Records Exchange (CCRE), Virginia State Police

. . (VSR), Richmond, Virginia, failed to reﬁlect any information

1dent1f1able w1th the applicant, appllcant‘s spouse, or )

_ daughter. L o 4 . .
) i sl ’ ’ 4 X
. & ;)
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CREDIT CHECK " - g
. i b6
caused. - ’ BIE

on July 15, 1980, SC

a search to be made of the files of the Credit Bureau of Prince

William County,. Incorporated Post Office Box 232, Manassas,
" Virginia, which covers the Washlngton Metropolltan Area. and
was advised the files, contalned no derogatory record" regardlng

appllcant.
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" ED-263 (Rév 7.15-75) q * g

FEDEF. |L. BUREAU QF INV| ESTIGATION -

REPORTING OFFJCE 3 OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE - ’ INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD
NEW BAVEN BUREAU 7/30/80 7/24/80 - 7/29/80
TITLE OF CASE ) ‘ REPORT MADE BY . TYPED b6
' SA | pen b7C
‘ //JAIES (RMN) ANGLETON CHARACTER OF CASE
L/f77 A ' NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION
. _ ‘ (NCPT)

REFERENCE: Bureau teletype to Alexandria, dated 7/10/80.
2

Ind1v1duals contacted were advised of the prov151ons of the . B _ b
c-A op
Privacy Act 'and did not request confidentiality W/

Ao 1 LAGR1I P

’ADMINISTR'AT IVE:

ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED [] NONE ACQUIT-

CASE HAS BEEN: i
convic.|BREY S|Fue. FINES SAVINGS RECOVERIES TALS ;
PENDING OVER ONE YEAR [JYes [JNo
PENDING PROSECUTION i
‘ OVER SIX MONTHS Cdyes [Tino fy
& Fal [\ N - o
APPROVED / [ 0 C) [ 71) (/,Q/] N CHARSE DO NOT @TE& SPACES BELOW
‘ComiEs MADE:L/V v k ) /9 6\ ” 3
3 :; OI / ! 7
v [ m’sw..zg i
7 ‘ ST
37/Bureau _ . o et = :
NOT R w.n.C..ORDf:;B x =i
1-New Haven (77-8139 Mo b
( ) 17 AUG 4 1988- S8
T
2
Dissemination Recofgd flﬁuch M Re pq'ng 28U Notations " /‘
Agency } g, SE {5
: ' T e [
Request Recd. - O VALV EITE . \:;2) [
. . ’('_""" LY N *‘ N ‘\-.‘QU.\- S E
Date Fwd. , sLoaHIt Ll ¥ gb CE ;a?;.“» i,
How Fwd. }\/ljf/y s i
I !
By & MO S e §ome
7YY G D r‘ @&_}} A¥* 7/7___ . c43—16-83480-1 1 gy

o = ' L GOVER PAGE

L
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‘ o oy ‘

Copy to:

Report of: g Al |
Date:  JULY 30, 1980

Field Office File #

Office:

NH 77-8139
Title: JAMES (NMN) ANGLETON

Synopsis: Education verified.

-RUC-
o1 DETAILS: HERE
- DATE

z
< » l () " : 4
5 . f by s o 5
" ’ L/ngl‘ ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JU: /4CE
) FEDERAL BJREAU OF INVESTIGATION

NEW HAVEN

Bureau File #:

Character: \(ONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION (NCPI)

bé
bic

C A WYP s

FIED :

ke - on July 24, 1980, ]

o Angleton was in academic’ attendance,
: September, 1938 through July, 1941,
recéived his Bachelor of Arts degree on

advised
Unlversity from
advised Angleton

ovember 8, 1941.

Angleton majored in English and records reflect at the time

University

advises records are necessarily sparse

1A£ of his gradutfffnj he was making application to Harvard ~

due to the lengt ' time since Angleton graduated. She
also advised no professors currently at Yale University
would have taught Angleton during 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. ’

oo ¥ U.S.GP0:1975-0~575-841

‘ g
Credit and arre{s;)c ncef%%jlve ¢7ﬁ¢ 24 ﬁ,/f)@

,{ ,ﬁéﬁ,{{’?{ § GONTA
e

b6
i [:::::::]'Yale Unlver51ty, New Haven, Connecticut,

bicC







«:_‘ L ,:ajj ’ 4 “
UI‘ITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF .TUS T[CE R 5
) FEDERAI.BUREAU OFINVESTIGATIONé’ .
L - Washington, D. C. 20535 )
In Reply, Please Refer to.’ .- Augus’t 5 1980 # ,
. PeNe77ol0s799n o S r o
T ; PR P T . EED R A
.k‘ﬁnﬁ ) ‘ ] & , ‘:1 ‘ K ‘ . : ERAL Gonﬂva - ER
o (VTR AT P T @, : B
C T T JAMES ANGLETON
[/ ‘;;W" | NONCONTRACT PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION -
1“-\,}‘ 3 } . " g
. L : . Cn Revmew-of Offlce of ' - : .
: _ - . Personnel Management (OPM) Flles .
S T T . Spec1al Clerk (SC) caused a . ,;
ST ksearch to be made. of - the files of. the OPM and was adv1sed el "
.. oon July 285 1980, that no record was found concernlng SR o
’; the appllcant. 4 . : e PR I

# "F - Thls document contalns nelther rec0mmenda— B T

2 i “  tions nor. conclus;ons of the FBI. .It.is, T .
... the: property of -the FBI: and “is loaned o k a N

22 Hra, o - your agency; it-and:its contents are not :

E . 7 b to be dlstrlbuted out51de your agency. s : 5
e L 5,07 et "/m« %‘S’/W 5”4 # ’%D / ”%
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