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FUanIswes ATTORKEY GARDNER WITH 325 NAMES OF SWP/YSA MEMBERS

ALC SYNPATHIZERS FOR PERIOD 1972 - 1973. GARDNER WAS ADUISEEA"“

G .15 TO SEARCH NAMES BUT ESTIMATED

PRCJZCT WOULD TAKE FOUR TO FIVE WEEKS., ATTORNEY GARDNER STATED

OKLY NAMES HE DESIRED SEARCHED A .

vere TrosE oFf NN - SR »rL £ Bowuc—

WP AND YSA,. :

WITH REFERENCE TO RE DETROIT AIRTEL, AUGUST 13, 1973, ’/
GARD NER REQUESTED REVIEW OF= LES
REGARDING REPORTED BREAKINS OF SWP HEADQUARTERS, 3757 WOODVARD,

DETROIT, OCTOEER 3Z, 1971 AND ALLEGED BREAKINS OF THE RESIDENCE

OF CHARLES BCLDUC, FEB. 1, 1972 OR 1973 AND FEB. 22, 1972 CR 1973,
THIS REQUEST VILL EE CCNMPLIED WITH AND RESULTS FORWARDED ‘

FCRTHEWITE,
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (66-8160)
ATTN: INTD, IS-3 SECTION

FROM: ADIC, NEW YORK (66~8170 Sub 2) JYMB ]

SUBJECT: , JUNE
4 SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES..

ReBunitel to NY, 4/23/76, captioned as above.

Enclosed are copies of three separate memoranda
at NY describing material reviewed and copies furnished to
representatives of the US Department of Justice, Civil
Rights Division, during the period April 26 through 4/30/76,

at New York. ‘I)
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OPFTIONAL #ORM NO, 10

: -(-‘/-* T R 41 CrR) 101118 C‘ M W/ // -)
] UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 7 4

Memorandum

TO : ADIC (66-8170 Sub 2) DATE:  5/4/76

ul
”

oM : s *

SUBJECT: JUNE
SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES

ReBunitel, captioned as above, 4/23/76.

This is to compile a log pertaining to materiail
furnished by the writer to USDJ Attorneys WILLIAM L.
GARDNER and STEVEN HORN, of the Civil Rights Division.
Referenced communication set forth instructions relating
to the material to be furnished.

April 26, 1976

Furnished Returned
Material by Writer to Writer
SAC Folder Instructions 3:30PM 6:02PM
SAC Folders 1 through 10 3:30PM . 5:15PM
{inclusive)
SAC Folders 11 through 25 5:20PM 6:02PM
{inclusive)
April 27, 1976
SAC Folder C 9: 45AM 10:25aM

{for copy work)
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OPFTIONAL FORM NO. 10
.. = 1873 RDITION

T Hiemandm ALL @) 7)( @)

ADIC (66-8170 SUB 2) DATE: 5/4/76

JUNE
SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES

On 4/27/76, xerox copies of the below-listed
serials were furnished to USDJ Attorneys WILLIAM L. GARDNER
and STEVEN HORN by the writer:

SAC Folder 25

fe) /8/72, captioned
SM - SDS (EXTREMIST) KEY ACTIVIST";

Memo of 8_3/23/72, captioned
veno ot s 7/ 72, capticned
as above;

ueno of AN s /¢ /72, captioned
mero of s 1 /72, captionea
Memo of SA—12/11/72, captioned
Memo of 3_12/20/72, captioned

"WEATHFUG";

vemo of s»{ NN 2/ 14/ 73, captioned

"WEATHFUG" ;

4/18/73, captioned
aka- FUGITIVE (WEATHFUG), IO#4361,
; ARL-CONSPIRACY, 00:CG" e aos oot TKED

vy TR -
ALt “TIED

as above:

as above;

as above:

as above;
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4-750 (2-7-79)

X

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where
indicated, explain this deletion.

Delte - Z/// ) -
eleted under exemption(s) =/ with no segregable

material available for release to you.

Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.

Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only.

Document(s) originating with the following government agency(ies)
, was/were forwarded to them for direct response to you.

Page(s) referred for consultation to the following government agency(ies);
as the information originated with them. You will
be advised of availability upon retumn of the material to the FBIL.

Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s):

For your information:

The £ollowing number is f used for reference rggardipg these pages:
L2 15108= XIS (e E

XXXXXX XXX XXX XXXXXXK
DELETED PAGE(S) §

NO DUPLICATION FEE §
FOR THIS PAGE X
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“ . OPTIONAL ZORM NO. 10

e df) (9 )E)

TO : ADIC (66-8170 Sub 2) DATE: 5,4/76

SUBJECT: JUNE
SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES

On 4/27/76, the below-listed material was made
available to USDJ Attorneys WILLIAM L. GARDNER and STEVEN
HORN by the writer:

vols 1 -~ 10, Sub A
100-171161 1Bl (1) - 4 (6)
vols 1 - 11

Material furnished on 4/28/76:

NYfiles 100-171161 Sub 1, 2, 3, 4

NYfiles 176-403A (WEATHFUG)
vols 1 through 76

NYfiles 100-16543
subs 2, 3, 4 (furnishe ' UBERT

Material Furnished on 4/29/76:

NY 100-160644 (VVAW) Sub A
NY 100-160644 vols 12 - 61

Buyy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan

MI0-118

e i R e T AR e —— Y " o P T — -y — o+ =

. epaTemical, ‘:‘,
E&ﬁ;"
b2 ~11T7e6— X [T
Iy - — T =°>7



NY 66-8170 Sub 2
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) Materia rnished on .4/3;0/_76_ to J. A
‘ NY 100-165434 Vols 1 - 5 .. -
NY 100-171161 Vols 1 - 8 and 10.
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OFTIOMAL FOMM NO, 18 ‘ ) 4 7ya)
MAY 1941 SOMON
QLA FPME (41 CPR 101108 +
: T\‘ " UNITED STATES GQRNMENT ( Auwec. D, —_

(B N Dap. AD Adm.
r‘ r M d l_ur. J'A . nintz Dep. A'D inv, _
kY emoranaum 1-Mr, T,W, Leavitt Yt e —
| 1-Mr, R.L. Shackelford xt. Attir _
TO : Mr, T. W, Leavitt DATE: 5/27/76 A
ident.
7L 1~ |n-pm-/
FROM F. J. Ca ssidﬁ, JUNE L”.':L'.'...,,_
— Legol Coun. _

Plen. & Evel,
SUBJECT: OSURREPTITIOQE ENTRIES e

Troining
Talephone Rm.
Directer Sec’y .

PURPOSE: : —

To record a review of FBIHQ files '"WeathFug," .
and "Jennifer Ellen Dohrn," on 5§/27/76 by Departmental
Attorneys (Civil Rights Division) William L., Gardner and
Steven Horn,

SYNOPSIS:

/170520‘ |
In a request of 4/21/76, the Civil Rights Division {1
asked to review a number of files concerning the Weather '
Underground and its members, files pertaining to the N
Socialist Workers Party, and certain files relating to Arab z
terrorist matters, Departmental Attorney Gardner indicated
his review of the files requested in the 4/21/76 memorandum a
would take place both at FBIHQ and in the field, On 5/26/76, &

Mr, Gardner asked to re files con- X
cerning "WeathFug," an eview took g
place at FBIHQ on 5/27/76 and Mr. Gardner had made available
to all sections of '"weathFug," and all sections of the g
ile, including the JUNE section, / &
8
RECOMMENDAT ION : “\ y %‘f‘
None, For record purposes,
66-8160 o va-11716l— | X
APPROVED: Ext. Affairs......_. Laboratory.
1 - 176-1637 {— Assoc. Dir.._.._... e Fin, & Pers.......  Legal Coun. L
1 - 100-454261 Dep. AD Adm._.._... Gen. Inv....._._ - PIan.&EvéJ...__'__..
{fu= Dep. AD inﬂ.’i.aZ& dent.ecreeeee. REC. MEMEaeneee.
Asst. Dir.:

Inspec Spec. inv
8 Adm. Serv. Inten L L /3 i/’ 2:1%
: / /
Y AR - e e - -y wy =gy - a A = " T
R W e

y .

T3 l:;."_‘ e e veoe
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(Ri3:00-922 g Spusrm/cad

ROUTE IN ENVILOPE Mﬂ?ﬁf

6 O 101976 Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan W 0., o

: 3 JUN 2 1976
SEE DETAILS PAGE TWO
L




Memorandum to Mr, T, W, Leavitt

Re: "\‘urrnnfi tionse Entries

aAn o W R W Lo

66-8160

DETAILS:

In connection with its continuing inquiry into FBI
matters involving surreptitious entry, the Civil Rights
Division requested on 4/21/76 to review a number of files
at both FBIHO and in the field, Among those files were ones

which related to the Weather Underground.

On 5/26/76 Civil Rights Division Attorney William L,
gardner agked Lo poviewy specifically the "Wea thFug'" and

Y 2 ScS.  Mr, Gardner requested to
review these files at FBINQ on 5/27/76,

w’y’l On 5/27/76 Mr, Gardner and Departmental Attorney
Steven Horn (who has accompanied Mr., Gardner on 8 review

of files at ¢t fice) reviewed the “WeathFug"
d

]
sections of the ile, including the one JUNE section,

were made available,
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, 8ACs, Charlotte (Encs.-8)
| Detroit Gno.@

From: Director, FBI PERSONAL AYTENTION

Bubjeot:

-

b |
IALIST WORKERS PARTY, BT AL, Vi 3
“THE ATTORNRY GENRRAL, BT AL, 1&
(U 'on.co. .-D. m ]
CIVIL ACTION XO, ¥3 CIV 3160 (T00)

I TITIEER ST N T
e s e aww - s ~ .. L . . i -
. . ) . il T - s s -,

Tk t-

ReBuairteis dated 5/4/76 and 8/18/76;Jdiﬁtlon.¢
"Surreptitious Entries,” no copies to Charlotte, which stated
the Civil Rights Division, Department of Justice, requested Q‘
FBIHQ and Detroit Office make available certain documents and
files regarding "surreptitious entries.” A copy of a letter
from J. Btanloy P...ttimr, Assistant A?t Gon.ral. Civil
Rights Division, to the Director dated W s captioned
"Surreptitious Entries"” was furnished to Detroit as an
enclosure to airtel dated 5/4/78.

Enclosed for the Charlotte Office is one copy of
. tter dated 4/21/7625One copy of letter of
dated 3729/71 is also enclosed for both
otte Detroit, _ ..
Yor the 1n!orntlan - 4 Charlotto. Category B~10 of

letter requested information regarding
o was invgatigated as a 8Socialist Vorkers
arty menher, The last sentence in this paragraph

S 82 s B = g = ——

reads, “Btate npocu:lcauy bow the Bureau obta:l.nod posn-uon
of the March 29 letter."

nuroau thln.ﬂ a l.t“r WraiLwi@en

1971 to the Detroit Chapter of w: a

nomber of the SWYP since June, 1963, Oun 3/20/73, a Becurity

of Government Employees (mf nvutigatiol;/v_;’/i;mt:ltntod (./
nin =

SEE NOTE PAGE FIVE
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W:IERE SHOWN OTHERWISE., .
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Adirtel to BAC, Charlotte et al

Re: BSocialist Workers Party, et al. v.
The Attorney Goneral, ot Il.
10018 . .

Burr.ptitious Intriol
66-8160

on her based on intor-ntion she was cqploycﬂ by the
Department of Interior. The SGE investigation was

completed and forwarded to the Civil Service Cbnnilcion

on 4/27/73. Page 24 of Detroit SGE report dated 4/18/73 4, u_
states as follows who was unavailable for
recontact or testimony, on ember 3, 1971, furnished

8 typewritten letter dated Narch 29 191 addr
to 'Dear Comrades' and signed b
A Xerox copy of this letter is here r set forth."

This letter, copy of which is enclosed for Charlotte
and Detroit, was set forth on pages 25 and | 26 of the
SGE report. The original eopy is maintat in
Detroit file 100~308338-1lA~ administrative

page of this fapafs liste &8 an aponymous T
source. The SWP alleged tha! !E! ;yttor was obtained
by a mall intercept or a break-in.

L

(J

On 5/17/76, Departmental Attorney William L. @ardner,
Civil Rights Division, arrived in Detroit where he personall
reviewed files at the Detroit FBI Office considered pértinen

-2-
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Airtel to S8AC, Charlotte et al

Re: Sochlilt Yorkers Party, ot al. v,
The Attorney Gonoral, ot 11.
100-16

lurroptitiouu Entries . - - v .
ss-use )

regarding nllogatlon: surroundidhany surreptitions -
eatr inst the BYP, itz membors, and im particular
t ttor. Bo was uwnable to resolve the
natter fraom file reviews, although no Agent persomiel
possibly involved in this matter was interviewed by him.
Nr, Gardoer has now requested that FRIHQ advise the
Depuﬁit in writing as to how the Bureau obtuuul

th letter. ,

In addition to the interest by the Civil li;hta'
Division, AUSA William Brandt, Southern District of

New York, who is handling the Government's defense
in Naw i Yark (‘itv in connection with tha EWP ecivil

suit, advised that Bureau persoanel who can furmiah
information regarding thﬁ-attor say be
required to testify at the ial schedunled to
begin in New York City om 7/1/78. He alsmo stated

Fe Y . . P R W ey Prgareny Wy 9

Tha snta irom his office would comtact A
B#nn regarding this matter., AUSA
Bra alaso sta t hin office is concerned that

- 8As of the Bureau do not compromise any of their
constitutional rights during conversations with any
representative of his office regarding this matter.

It is his recommendation that Agents be notified that
although cooperation is required between the Department
and the FBI, Agents should be aware of their
constitutional rights. particularly the Fifth Amendmant.
Thus, the employee in the 2ield office ysbhould be
informed that if it is his view an ans'er would tend

to incriminate him and that he desires not to furanish
such intornation. be should .80 stato to the AB!A :

- AUSA Brandt explained that the ¥BI employee in guestion
has every right not to fusttish such information and that
it is far better that the Government learn that fact
now rather than at the time of trial.

. T b i :
R
lJthL -

B ou- ooy
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| Airtel to SAC, Charlotte et al

’ Be: Socialist Workers Party, et al, v,

= The Attorney General, et al.
100-16 . - e

",.

.
)

Surreptitious Bntries .. - . . 7.
66—8160 3. - ) .-_. NS "‘__ , ‘, ‘ ~ “ .r‘?:r -

. — R LN v 5 - P - .
h ] 2 N '..;'_,7 L] ." r""‘".

'

order to respond to the Department’'s request,
sa*:s to be interviewed by the SAC,
Charlo , and 8 personally interviewed by the
SAC, Detroit. To insure Agents do not compromise any of
their constitutional rights, the {nterrogation, Advice of -
Rights form (FD=-395) is to be executed interview.
In addition, insure that S an clearly
understand that no administrative action w taken

against either of them for exercising their constitutional

wd b b .
Ligiuva, ‘ - .

Agent*an should be apprised of the

facts surrounding this matter, a copy of enclosed letter

in question shown to each and an in depth interview’ :
conducted of each to obtain any information either of *
them may be able to furanish as to how the Bureau obtained
possession of this letter, pon completion of interview,
affidavit is to be obtained from each Agent concerning

his knowledge of this matter. SAC review the matter, make .
appropriate recommendations and submit summary of results

by nitel. Subm’t affidavits to FBIHQ by airtel. ’

-4 =
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

L Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where

indicated, explain this deletion.

x Deleted under exemption(s) /é // ) with no segregable

material available for release to you

Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.
Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only.

] Document(s) originating with the following govenment agency(ies)
, was/were forwarded to them for direct response to you.

—  Page(s) referred for consultation to the following government agency(ies);
as the information originated with them. You will
he advised of availability upon return of the material to the FBI.

— . Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s):

1  For your information:

X PETII R R SR /U e

)9.8.0.9.8.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.4.0.0.0.0.

g DELETED PAGE(S) §

NO DUPLICATION FEE §

XXXXXX FOR THIS PAGE X
XXXXXX
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OPIICMAL FORM NO. 18

- MAY 1543 MO " -
. . GA TRkt cral 101=11.8 k } .
UNITED STATES Lré‘ LRNMENT ' - Asses. Dir. __

Dep. AD Adm.

M 1 - Mr, J, A, Nintz Des. AD In..

| ”)(M emomndum -, g A, dames RS
V ) 1 - lr. T. '. I/ﬁ;v1tt :s'. :l‘;iu_
lr. T w 1 DATE: 6 s 76 Ir:... “.ou‘

f Leavit L/ 1 - Mr, R, L. Shackelforg.. —

1 - 'J.' r J. Clssid :‘l:ﬂlﬂ_

g 3, cassioy | R

2] b

sUBJECT: SURREPTITIOUS ENTR]Eﬁ JUNE :“'.T..:t':

Trgining
) T Rm
o actei Sac'y

o M%@/

To record-a 6/2/76 review of certain FB1 Headguarters '
files by Civil Rights Division Attorneys James Dyck and
Carl Feldbaum,

PURPOSE:

/0 > [ j \(

SYNOPSIS: i <
On 6/2/76 Civil Rights Division Attorney William L,

Gardner telephonically advised that a four-person "committee"

of Departmental attorneys had been formed to conduct further ~
inquiries into investigative matters of the FBI involving
surreptitious entries, Besides himself, Departmental Attorneys ;
Steven Horn, Dyck, and Feldbaum will participate., Since the E
latter two have had no of the files in ;
question (Weathfug and + Gardner asked
that they.be allowed to review certain sections of those files |
at FBIHQ on 6/2/76. This was accomplished on 6/2/76, -

RECOMMENDATION: ,(

None, For record purposes, /
APPROVED: —
) Ext. Affaire...__... .

A” ! h_ gﬂnlawe!u nf” M ‘“_ Assoc. Dir... . Fin. & Pers.. tabovatory....., .
r + s “ Dep. AD Adm ] Gen. fnv Pell! :céun...

TEE A e, ALY T ‘an,
fﬁir“a!:'“: : ; g( nrar ‘l“zr'- AE::p D?rD L - et ... Ree Mﬂ::l
TR Lw u.sJL',_ e 1o " tnspection . et
ol L0 NS Adm. Serv Inteil - Speciov... ...
Bﬁf tU— O - Ny —— e Training.___ ~

Bfse Etnlcal

 66-8160 W b //7/(17(0"32<

"1 - 176-1637 SEE IETAII.S, PAGE 2

— 54261 d‘ L) T 7)) e
w REQ 39— =) C
, ~= JUN 14 1976

6 | 1 IQTG Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savmgs Plau Feu/o




Memo to Mr, T, W, lLeavitt
Re: Surreptitious Entries

On 6/2/76, Civil Rights Di n Attorney William L.
Gardner telephonically advised Sﬂhat a four-person
"committee” of Departmental attorneys had been formed at the
Department to conduct further inquiries into investigative

matters of the FBI involving surreptitious entries which have

been of specific iliiiiﬂi ii ihe Department; namely, in the
Weatherfug an ttere.

On the "committee" besides himself, Gardner said,
were Departmental Attorneys Steven Horn (who accompanied him
to New York on their recent review of files and documents
there); Jim Dyck, a recently engaged Departmental employee from
the Senate Select Committee (SSC) staff (who is scheduled to
assume a position in the Department's Anti-trust Division; and

Carl Feldbaum, who worked for Henry Ruth in the Watergate Special
Prosecutor's Office (SPO).

Mr. Gardner asked that Messrs, Dyck and Feldbaum be
certain sections of the Weatherfug and
thers on 6/2/76, to familiarize themselves
w € material which they will, it is presumed, ultimately
review in our field offices.

On 6/2/76, Sections 35 through 70 of the Weatherfug
~tile, and Sectiong 1 through 6 (and Section 1 JUNE) of the

mile were made available for review by
essrs, UyCck and Feldbaum at Room 4825, JEH Building,
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6/10/76
NTa
AIRTEL
TO: DIRECTO
(ATT

ROOM 4238 JEH
FROM: KCTING SAC, DETROIT (66-4910)
SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY, ET AL,
V. THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, ET AL
(U.S.D.C., S.D. NEW YORK) CIVIL
ACTION # 73,CIV 3160 (TPG) -
(BUFILE }0Q=di~ - _

Z5SURREPT1T;QUS ENTRIES
(BUF I 55-81CT)
L0/ - 20¢

Re Detroit teletype to the Bureau, 6/9/76 and Butelcall 6/10/76.

In accordance with instructions of referenced Butelcall,

there is enclosed the original and 5 coplies of an LHM

captioned, "Socialist Workers Party, et al, versus the

Attorney General, et al, (United States District Court, Southern
District of New York)} Civil Action # 73,CIV 3160 (TPG) ".

Bureau (Enc.6)

- it
(A~ NI/ He
EUEs 1 S
T W 191 ful 81976 .
il e SR |

6 AUGSYS 1976

e e e e
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1 / ; a/ _ ) 6-14-76
|
Alrtel ¥ ~ f‘“ ~ W_____E- .";:.';Lf‘:' !l:";
| e I oval: LU0~ S
i - ' R . ’m._aA “lre A p ""‘.A’bv"'“'“d - "-Iq;:‘«:?‘ ;--.‘ :A::':'-a._ ""#{": . e
. R N _ T R R (v ELR S
- Soa I L5y e R SN
A Tor Director, FBL - R R e
| €7/' ‘, Attantiont om0 TTIGE L
. .- 4 PRl 4 . f-—-r"- ‘-.' . :'
From:  8AC, Chnrlottn (66-1&88) v 5 ,;;23 -
" E

. Subject: SOCIALIST woxms PARTY, x'r AL, v. T
_ THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, ET AL, I
(U.5.D,C., S.D, NEW YORK) o a e R

CIVIL ACTION NO. 73 cxv nso ('rrc) T I

Bufuu m—t&— , A .

Bufile: 66~ T T

20/~ S0 -/ lo= 3075 - R

Rebuafrtel 6-7-76; cE nitels 679776 and 6/10/76 md
Butelcall 6-10-76. /ao-/@.g/// 3577

In accordance with instructions of referenced
Bureau telephons call 6-10-76, there is enclosed the original
and 5 coplies of a Letterhead Memorandum captioned "80C ST
WORKERS PARTY, ET AL, V. THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ET AL.
(U.8.D.C., §.D. NEW YORK), CIVIL ACTION KO, 75 o néo (n'c)"

e e S
LG
Eﬁl "3’39& .

. .
. . .
- - - . ) e .
* . : < RE » . "
N - R - -yt Y
: - :

@- Bureau cls. 6) ’
2 - Detroit gﬂ 6-4910) (Ena].. 2)
1 - Charlotte (66-148 )

__NOT RECORDED
? 18} auc 8 w76

-——-.-—-—I-"—-

6 AUGS 1078
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':::"P“ 1) CHY I =114 O
) UNITED 'STATES C!:RNMENT

’ , I/p) Assec. Dir.

1 - J. B. Adams D-'Q;;}E
el| W& Memorandum IR N Bassere  anmn
L4 " ,/ l -J3. A. Mintz :‘.".&Li

TO : Mr. T. W. Leavitt paTe: 6/22/76 Fin. b Pas.
“ : dent.
' 1l - D. W. Moore, Jr. :mpm- ‘
FROM : F. J. Cassiﬁra%f 1l - T. W. Leavitt _rnm_k2¥
A 1 - R. L. Shackelfo e
0 1 - 'y CaSSid [ Plen. & Eval. _
SUBJECT: SURREPTITIOUS ENTHIES JUNE 1 / ~1 Rec. gn.

34\ T

Reference letter of the Attorney General (
4/29/76, captioned "Socialist Workers Party, et al.
Attorney General, et al. (S.D.N.Y.) 73 CIV 3160"; m
randum from the Director to the AG, 5/13/76, same
and memorandum of Legal Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adamg,
captioned "Socialist Workers Party, et al., v. The
General, et al. (U.S.D.C., SD New York) Civil Actlon'

Civ 3160," (copies attached).

PURPOSE :

To initiate action in response to Recommen ;dﬁrﬂ)
Number 1 of referenced Legal Counsel memorandum as 1tﬂﬁérta1ns
to Bureau personnel.

SYNOPSIS: o1 Wlolo - /4/,{/

In a memorandum of 4/29/76L{;he AG advised that
the court and plaintiffs in the Socialist Workers Party
(SWP) civil action may have been misled by information
supplled to the Department by the Bureau with respect to
allegations of break-ins made in the complaint filed by
plaintiffs. Director's memorandum of 5/13/76 to the AG :
furnished pertinent information in response to AG's 4/29/76
memorandum. Legal Counsel memorandum of 5/28/76, in connec-
tion with request of the AG recommended, that, Intelligence
Division (INTD) review all Depart s
those by the FBI, concernlng break-ins to 4 termaaa_w
or not statements made in public or executive session needed..
to be retracted and/or clarified. Statements to.;q&&gdf 1976
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Memorandum to T. W. Leavitt
Re: SURREPTITIQUS ENTRIES
66~-8160

public speeches by the Director, AG, and other Departmental

and Bureau officials as well as their testlmony before
conagreseional committees External Affairs Division eagal

COLGILESELOIaL COMLATIECS. LAalLellildad SHil4dll v a2l ...-.-3...

Counsel Division's Office of Congressional Affairs, IS-2

and IS-3 Sections, INTD, are being asked to review appropriate
records in response to recommendation in Legal Counsel
memorandum of 5/28/76. Douglas R. Marvin, Special Assistant
to the AG, advised on 6/21/76 that he will handle the response
to AG's request as it pertains to the Department.

RECOMMENDATIONS :

1. That External Affairs Division review speeches
made by the Director and other FBI personnel for any statements
concerning surreptitious entries performed by the Bureau.
Furnish results of the review to INTD.

2. That the Office of Congressional Affairs,
Legal Counsel Division, review testimony by Bureau
personnel before congressional committees, both public
and executive session, for any statements made concerning
surreptitious entries, with the exception of statements
concerning the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), by Bureau
personnel and furnish results to INTD.

-2 - CONTINUED - OVER



Memorandum to T. W. Leavitt
Re: SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES

66-8160

3. That IS-2 Section, INTD, review testimony l,
of Bureau officials before the various congressiocnal AL
committees with reference to any statements made concernlnglpé;?
surreptitious entrles _against the SWP.

4. That IS-3 Section, INTD, on receipt of pertinent
material from the Department and that requested from other
Divisions and Sections of the Bureau, review same to determine
whether or not, in view of recent discoveries of surreptitious

entry activity, any statements need to be retracted and/or
clarified.

APPROVED: /Ext Affairs..._... Laboratory..
Assoc. Dir. Fin. & Pers..._  Legal Counl LE1:

Dep. AD Adm.___.. .. Gen.Inv....__.. Plan. & Eval. _....k:..

;™ Dep. AD In% ident....ceemee.. . Rec. Mamt. ...
| v Asst. Dirs k lnsoecllnnr' .- Spec. MV =
Adm. Serv...ki.......... Inté‘ﬂT W 9 Training... oo e

~nana

DETAILS:

In a memorandum to the Bureau of 4/29/76, the
AG indicated that as a result of certain information coming
to his attention, it appeared that the plaintiffs and the
court in the SWP's civil action may have been misled by

information supplled to the Dcya;tmcul. by the Bureau. fiis

information concerned our suggestions as to the Department'

response to the suit relating to allegations of break-ins
made in the complaint.

-3 - CONTINUED - OVER




Memorandum to T. W. Leavitt
Re: SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES

IR 66-816
i 66-8160
: The AG advised that although the complaint had
q; been filed three years ago, certain "error" had not been
brought to the attention of the attorneys handling the civil

action, though it appeared records at FBIHQ and in the
New York Office reflected the inaccuracy.

- —A—A_-_J. R l!l - A N Al oo T m am e e e a am Ao
-Ll.l. a memorangum oL 2f DS Ty CIS U:yﬂ]. uu\:ut. wWao
furnished our explanation as to how the discrepancies

occurred, and what steps we were taking to remedy same in
the future.

In his 4/29/76 memorandum the AG also indicated his
wishes that the Bureau furnish information as to whether or
not any public (or executive session) statements made by
Department personnel (including Bureau personnel) concerning

c11rvnﬁ+1+1nne nni»r-rne need +o he raetracted and /ar

[ RS S S~y e W hh e N A R el AN A G LT Rl WA

clarlfled.

In a memorandum of 5/28/76, Legal Counsel Division
recommended that INTD review all Departmental statements
including those by FBI personnel, concerning break-ins, to
determine whether any of such statements referred to by the
AG needed to be retracted and/or clarified. These statements
were to include public speeches by the Director, AG, and
other Departmental and FBI officials as well as their
testimony before congressional committees.

As we are not in a position to know what
testimony has been given by Departmental officials or
what speeches such officials may have made concerning
surreptitious entries, Douglas R. Marvin, Special Assistant to
the AG, was contacted on 6/21/76 by Inspector James C.
Farrington, Legal Counsel Division. Mr. Marvin advised the
FBI should only respond as tc its own personnel in regard to
paragraph three of the AG's letter of 4/29/76, and he would
obtain the information as it pertains to Departmental
personnel. (This should be confirmed in writing when the
communication transmitting the results of ocur survey of
speeches and testimony of Bureau personnel is sent).
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Memorandum to T. W. Leavitt
RE: SURREPTITIOQUS ENTRIES
66-8160

On receipt of the results of the review by the
External Affairs Division concerning references to surrepti-
tious entries in speeches made by any FBI officials and the
review by the Office of Congressional Affairs, Legal Counsel
Division, of testimony by FBI officials, both in public and
executive sessions before congressional committees concerning
surreptitious entries, INTD will review same to determine if
there is need for retraction or clarification.

IS-2 Section of INTD which handles the SWP case
will review all testimony given in connection with that case
to determine if any statements made concerning the SWP need
to be retracted or clarified.
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CIVIL ACTION NO. 73 CIV 3160

PURPOSL - ’

To recommend that the Intelligence D1v1 sion
review all Departmental statements concerning FBI
break-ins and that the Records Management Division
instruct all SACs to insure that all investigative
documents in their offices are indexed into their

central filing system. g—?j r_,:'”-:-;
ol T
SYNOPSIS . AR
~ L PR <o
By memorandum dated 4/29/76, the Attorney IS ¢ ez
General advised that the court in captioned civil A SR
action may have been misled by information supplied -
by the Bureau to the Department suggesting how the 19 e g
Government should respond to allegations of break-ins LoESx
made in the complaint. The Attorney General requested bofrag
that we advise him as to how this occurred and what CF3 T
procedures are being implemented to insure that it "'J\' S
will not recur. The Attorney General also wanted to \o Lo
know whether any statements made by Departmental -

personnel need to be retracted and/or clarified.

By memorandum dated 5/13/76, the Director
furnished pertinent information to the Attorney
General concerning this matter. Concerning the
Attorney General's request to know whether any state-
ments of Departmental personnel need to be retracted
and/or clarified, the Director stated that we are rev:.ew:.ng

mat e ke Ak b vemasT A mdesd mam b o

such statements and we would advise the ﬂttOrnéY General
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Legal Counsel Memorandum e
. to Mr. J. B. Adams
~ Re: Socialist Workers Party, et al., V.
The Attorney General, et al.
Civil Action No. 73 CIV 3160

promptly. ~Thé Note to the Director's memorandum
dated 5/13/76, specified that a separate memorandum
would be prepared making the recommendations set forth

below. ‘ | ,

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the Intelligence Division review
all Departmental statements including those by FBI
personnel concerning FBI break-ins to determine
whether any public (or executive session) statements
need to be retracted and/or clarified and then advise
the Attorney General. This review should include public
speeches by the Director, Attorney General and other
Department and FBI officials as well as their testimony
before Congre551ona1 Committees.

2. That the Records Management Division
instruct all SACs to insure that all investigative
documents in their offices are indexed into their
central filing system.

-
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APPROVED: . Ext. Affairs..___  Laborato
Assoc, Dir_______ _.._% /fm & Pers. Legal Com?t::il.\
Dap. AD Adm._.!.. - "Gen. Inv...eeeeee. Plan, & Eval...
{u Dep. AD lanT;k.;L_jdem Rec. MEM.ve..
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Legal ‘Counscl Me.vrandum ; -
to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Socialist Workers Party, et al., v.
The Attorney General, et al.
Civil Action No. 73 CIV 3160

DETAILS

Plaintiffs, the Socialist Workers Party (SWP),
its youth group the Young Socialist Alliance {(¥SA), and
15 individual plaintiffs filed captioned civil action
during July, 1973, alleging that defendants have denied
them constitutional rights as a political party. They
seek substantial damages as well as broad injunctive
relief. Defendants include the Director and other
Government officers as well as John F. Malone, former
Assistant Director in Charge, New York Office, and
Special Agents George P. Baxtrum, Jr., presently
assigned to the Milwaukee Office and Arthur G.
Greene, Jr., presently assigned to the New York Office.
The trial in this civil action is scheduled to begin
on July 1, 1976, in the Southern District of New York
before the Honordble Thomas P. Griesa.

By memorandum dated April 29, 1976, copy
attached, the Attorney General advised that the court in
captioned civil action may have been misled by
information supplied by the Bureau to the Department
suggesting how the Government should respond to
allegations of break-ins made in the complaint and
that, relying on that advice, the Department filed
what iater appeared to be an erroneous answer to
the complaint. The Attorney General requested that
we advise him promptly on two points: (1) how did
this occur; and, (2} what procedures are being imple-
mented to insure that it will not recur. The Attorney
General also wanted to know whether any statements
made by Departmental personnel (including Bureau
personnel) need to be retracted and/or clarified.

(CONTINUED - OVER)
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Legal Counsel Memorandum -
to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Socialist Workers Party, et al., V.
The Attorney General, et al.
Civil Action No. 73 CIV 3160

By memorandum dated-May 13, 1976, copy
attached, the Director furnished pertinent information
to the Attorney General concerning this matter. 1In
response to the Attorney General's specific questions

the Director stated: i Lo

*In response to your first concern, how did
this occur, our FBI Headquarters personnel did not
direct an inquiry to FBI field offices concerning so-
called general allegations in this complaint. Even
if they had, however, the 'break-in' documents in
our New York Office were not integrated into the
reqular filing system in the office and, if an
inquiry concerning general allegations had been made,
it is entirely possible that New York would have
responded with neBative iaformation. Thus, concerning
the question of what procedures are being implemented
to insure that this type problem will not recur, we
will re-emphasize to all offices our current regulations
that all investigative documents maintained by them,
including all 'break~in' documents in our New York
Office, must be indexed into the central filing system
of the office. This will mean that pertinent infor-
mation in investigative documents maintained in all
FBI field offices will be readily retrievakble, and
this action should prevent any recurrence of this
problein.

"Concerning your request to know whether any
statements of Departmental personnel need to be
retracted and/or clarified, we are reviewing such
statements and will advise you promptly.”

The Note to the Director's memorandum dated
5/13/76, specified that a separate memorandum would

De prepareu mam.ng tne recommenaaions setc IO”
above.
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D b ot o pod b o ot

By nermorandum dated April 23, 1%76, veou advisch
that the fourt in cartioned civil action nay have Lean mis-
led by information sunnlied by the Burcau to the Venartmen
sucgoecting bev ve should resvond to allecations of break-ing
mace in tha ecomolaiat and that, rﬁ1v1nq on that acdvice, the
Denartment filed vhat later anrsared t0o he an erroncous
answver to tle cornlaint. You also indicated vyou vere evon
trouebhled to €ind +hat the attornavys handling this ecivil

C1poTe
Jcticn wore not clficially advianed of tha error for alrost
ghree vears after the gomnlaint vas filed, You than reounested

%hat Ve auvize youwr nreontttly on two vpointa: Low did this
becur and vhat proceduras are being imnlemented to insurae that
bt t-411 ro%t rocur. You also wanted to know whether any

itatenants nade by Devartmental personncl need to ba retracted
and/or clarifind.
. 3

By way of backaround,
in this civil action during July, 1973, The documant contain

ne ific vrorﬂ“oing. i:cludJﬁq

Fgi

tAY 1 41975

vlaintiffa £iled tha corvlaint
T ur P) s
nunorous allegaticns of
burgiary, electronic surveillance, and mail oronings.,  For
exarmple, maraaranis 68 -~ 70 alleg2 toat “{o}n or atout 5-24~73,
unidentified rersens broke into the avartnent of niaintiff
Yorman Cliver in Zrocklyn, kaw York, . . . [and that] foln
inforration and belief, the perseons who . . . particxna*ed in
the buralaries . . . were acgents of the Fod3.Tuy o o » &

The cofilaint alse contains genrral allnaatLOﬁu. Paragranh 33

‘;:::hm_?aﬁuéifieaz"“ﬁ“:iwc or ibout the yoar 1249 and continucusly
'm;;nmn_"tkgrcnftnr, tie :lefendant rutlic Officers « . . acread . . .
bw-owt  rrtoltause agents of the Y. 5. Covarament to cngaga in a

Comp. 5yer. ——  BYSEQIatic carcaign . . . RAarassnent acainst S [and YSA]
_ . <« and shHy upon them by means of warrantless electronic
oo~ survaillanee, unauthorizod oponing and roaitoring of mall,

e burglary, and other illewal rieans.” Au ""!FBDMRF'} pnwi'a'*

Eur, Algies

Wepaction _____

Intall. v . ? =y f ey B ‘:’.‘ :

Leborgtery o _. @rn- .’ ! i ]
. ,,1 .‘ e u-l | Y28 _e&;—‘-,‘

L .
Plan. & F eal.

LT o [MRzw-ta b s_pmn&
ﬁ*ﬂSee NOTE last page)
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The Attorney General

Danaiit M Cutizar .t to the receinot of the cortlzintk, . o——=ro
— our Neadmuarters rcaff nrepared and sont a cormunlcation et
€ - dated Auqust 9, 1973, to ten FRI field offices., It
v oe specified:

L -

'”eciniont officeg rover locaticns whore specific
acts of terroriosn, hurclaries, or harassment against SUP
and Younqg Sccialist Alliance (Y¥87) alleqedly occurred accord-
ing to complzint furnizhed you in referenced cormunicaticen.
‘ After careful revicy of the complaint and of approoriate f£iles,
cach offico furnish ll'radauarters all available pertinont

4w F aded =3
information concerning srecific allegations relating to veour

divisicn. 7his information should be furnished by airtel to

Beadquasters, vwith cory o Vew Yorlk, as scon as mounible,
You should ke neticuicus in your raview in this regard,
bearing in mind that at some future date, affidavits may ke
roquired coacerning those matters

The last paragrach of this cormunication oprcified:

"Concaerning allecat

4 -
\-v‘.-— Da=totges

Ying i
ing wirctag uinq and gensral al
of 1lleaga) acts bv defoendant uulic officors aﬁd thir aqg crt
a scparate corrmunication will he sent at a later dzte to all

offices for inforration with which to answer these allegations.

n2 nade in the cohﬁlaint rpﬂard-

cur Mew York Office recsponded with a cormunication
dated Mugust 119, 1973, "[Tlhe onlv specific act cccurring
in the llow York: division i3 referred to in pmaragronhs 68 = 70
‘concerning tha breaking and entering of the anartment of
Norrpan Oliver . . - . The MNew York Office has no informatinn
regarcding this nmatter.”

Allcoationq con cerninq other spncific bhrcak-ins
were nade in the complaint, hut none of ths £icld offices
furnished any positive information regarding these alleged
brecak-ins. .

FBI personnel did not prepare a subsequent
cormunication to oktain information concerning goencral

allcgations, In 1973, thie ratter was handled in o
.Legal Counsel Division Ly Special hgen*
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on ¥ay 3, 157¢, Special Agentf - rccently assicmed
to our Oriana Office, advised he coes not rocall vhy a sub-
sequent comnunication was not sent to £io2ld offices asking
for information concerning gencral alletations. e stated
however, that hecause the field offices failed to furnish
inforration concernina soecifig allegationn, it was protably
«  assumed that they would ke unable to furnish inforration
concerning ceoncral allecgations. Epecicl Agqen
added that vhaen the TLI r;co"w:nﬂed to thc Napartviont that
the general alleaations in paragranh 33 be Cenied ha haé no
knowlcdge that tie FII had conductad bLreoak~ins against SiP
or Yoh. If he had, Lz certainly would have furnishod thia
ni icn to the Derartrent. 7o the hest of Special Ngent
ynouwledsgae, Snecial Mgant lugh fallet, now
deccazed, tho sunervicory rgont in the Intelligence
Division vho handlaed this civil action during 1273, had no
knowledge the FBI conducted break-ins acainst S5WP or ¥YSA.

Oon April 13, 197%, this mattor was discussed with
Steven J. Glassnan, hsﬁi stant . 8. Attorney, Southern 9ilstrict
of liewr Yoril, who handlc? this civil action for thie CovaInnment
~until Acril 39, 197¢, vhen he reasigned from the U. 8. Attornoeyv's
Office. Msaistant V1. 8. Attornoy Glassman advised that
during January, 1974, when he prepared the Covernment’s
ansver, Lo was unavare of the fact that the LI had conducted
- break-ins acainst nlaintiffs. ¢ the hest of his rcecllection
he was first inforned soretime subseaquvent to January, 1974,
{exactlv whan, he dons not recall) hy TRI Yepadavartcrs
personnel that there probably had heen FRI Lreak-ins against
SI’P Luu that no records o: iqtﬁd concerning such bLroak-~-ins,
llo recquest vas nade by Mr. Glasasman, houhver, to officially
advise the 1. S. Aitorney, Southcorn Dictrict of ow York,
or the Nenartrnent of this information. Thuy, while the
existence of trese bhreak-ins was not officiallv dravm to
Mr. Classman's attontion in writing, this “novleége a8
within his cognizance. !'r. Clacsman added that in his
opinion the Covcrnrent‘s denial of alleogations in the corolnlﬂt
concarning “huraglaries” was wyonoer, for the illecality of this
activity was yct to bLe authoritatively determined.

-~



The Attorney General :
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“ﬁy letter datod liovenher 5, 1975, Thomas J. s
Cahill, U. 8. Attorney, Southern District of New York,
enclcsaed for us a list of tventy-six itens which plaintiffs
requesteé from the FBI in éiscovery in this civil action.
Docunents rcquested inclucded rhoce pertaining to any
"intelligence gathering burqlarics” directed against

plalntiff vote that in accerdance with FBI peolicy ve at
FDI loadcuartcrq baelieved that docuronts concerning break-ins
had becn destroyed in field offices following review by
Purcau Inspectors at cach annual ficld office insncction.
“During late Aucust, 1973, or early fepterher, 1575, lowever,

g personnel in the Research Section c¢f our Intellicence Division
learred as a result of the General Acccunting Office's in-
quiry of our uew Yorl Office thal information cencerning eight
tarcats of break-ins were located in “SAT Folders" in the
New York Office. Personnel in the Research Section handling
requests of the Departnent's Civil Nights Division concerning
FBI Lkreak-ins vere unavware that rcouests had been nade in the

SWP civil action for inforration concerning “intellicence
!jcu..}u_a..u <5 bu:.ulurl'".“ "'*“Scn‘u‘rf‘nt to the LLCCipt of

Mr. Cahill's letter dated loverdwer 5, 1975, personnel in the
Internal Securlty -~ 2 Section of our Intellieence Bivision
assigned to work on the SUP civil action nmade geoneral
“dnguirics at NI Yeadduarters to determine i€ any information
had hecen developed concerning FRI break-ins Our Research
Section advised personnel working on the uJP civil aetion of
the results of inquiriecs at our llew Yorkx Office concerning
-eight especific tarcets of break-ins. Personnel assigned to
vork on the SUP civil action thcorized that aﬂdlt1onal inforra-
tion relating to brezlk-ins might be located in our liew York
Office and felt that this possibility should be explored.

Becauro'of the atove and kecause of plaintiffs®

request for "burglary” documents, LRI Headguarters personncl

/ then, for the first tirne, canvascsed all TPT £ield offices in

an effort to lccate documents relating to any “intelligence
gathering hurqlaries” dirccted acainst plaintiffs., Jlcw York
furnished documents.revealing that hetween January 15, 1960,
and July 1, 1¢¢&, ninety-three break-ins were dirccted aqainst
8Wp anad Y,“ offices in llew Yor)k City. The atiove documents

were not malnta*noﬁ in the ra gular files of the MNew York Office
but rather in "SAC Foldrrs. . '

~



The Attorney General

l
. o Low mirgat L faialshed docanonur concerning a.b*E?b*““'fT<
. iﬂ and nicronohene installation diracted anainst thn residence — -
of ﬁlalntlk—on Poril 39, 1960. liew Haven
.furnished documents cnncarning a phyzical entrv directed

‘against the residence of an SWT organizer on tlarch 19, 1960.

By letter dated “farch 22, 19746, documents furalshed
by Mew Yord, lew Haven, and Los Angeles concerning break-ins
dirccted acainat plaintiffs were made availakle to the U. S.
Attorncy, Southern District cf *i%w Yerk. .

" In rcsoonsoe to your. first concern, how did

this occur, our F3I Veadcuarters nerconnel did not édirect an
incuiry to ¥ field oificns cowcernlnr so=called ¢rreral al-
legations in this cormplaint. ZEven if thevy had, hovever, tie
*hreal-in" docwments in our ilow York Offiece werxe rot integraled
into the recular filing svsten in the office and, if an incuirv
concerning gencral allacations had heen made, it is entirely
possible that Yew Yorl: would have resronded with negative
informaticen. ‘Thus, concerning the quontion of what procedurces
arce Leing irnleomented to insuvre that this type problem will
not recur, ve will ro-emphasize to all offices our current
requlaticns that all investigative documents maintained Ly
tham, including all WJ"bLizezali-in® decurznt=s in our ‘ow York
Office, rust bhe indexad into the central £filing svstem of

the offica. This will rean that pertinent information in
investigative documents maintained in all ¥BI fiecld offices
will be readily retricvable, and this action should prevent

any recurrence of this problen.

Concaerning your recuest to know vhether any
staternonts of Denartrental personnel na2ocd to be retracted
and/or clarified, we are reviewing such statements and will

-+ advise you promptly.”’

1 - The Deputy Attorney Gencral _

-5 = (See NOTE next page)



The Attorney General .
Re: Socialist Wnrkers Party, et al., v.

o The Attorney General, et al. s oo " e
< .f-ﬁ:.&:::_-;.::'"'* i (SID.N.IQ ]z c"u‘il ACCiOﬂ 73 CIV 3160 T .__-'__':‘,“-ﬁ . ;-’ ‘-1;"‘3:""2:‘;
F
NOTE:

Coordinated with Intelligence, Records Management, and
-Inspection Divisions. A separate memorandum is being prepared
recommending that the Intelligence Division review all Depart~
mental statements including those by FBI personnel concerning
FBI break-ins to determine whether any public (or executive
session) statements need to be retracted and/or clarified and
that Records !anagement Division instruct all SACs to insure
that all investigative documents are indexed into their central
filing system.

,"
i-
g
v
Q&
APPROVED: m'-‘%l\ffnirs_.__ Labor:-éor?...a,{F/ %
Assoc. Dir../:i;’.'iif.._ Fin. & POISucmmn  LEED! COUNIg ik
Dep. AD AdM.ceee GETL IRV Plan. &};ﬁtvil..é:.‘:.)
Qu'\Dep. AD IV, ™ Idcnt.._.....-----\-;:‘-) Ree. !\‘._m ol S /)AS.
Acst. Dir.: ! |nsncct':9n__..\l.:§._ SPEC. MV
o;dm- LT oV Inleil’.'l.u.'xh} ..... Tra::img_._,,___._.,?._..
- f 4 well
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

L Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where
indicated, explain this deletion.

] Deleted under exemption{s) with no segregable
material available for release to yon.

{J Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.

3 Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only.

L&

K %oc ment{s) priginaling with the followi vernment agency(ies) M’
é‘ as/were forwarded to them for direct response to you.’

— —— Page(s) referred for consultation to the following government agency(ies);
as the information originated with them. You will
be advised of availability upon return of the material to the FBI.

Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s):

] For your information:

M 29 ollowing number j be uged for reference regarding these pages:
=)= JEX
/ y & -

EXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
X DELETED PAGE®S) |
$ NO DUPLICATION FEE |
X FOR THIS PAGE
XXXXXX 19:6:0.000°0.0°0.0.6.90.070.9.0.9



FEDEGAL Assoc,xl.)’i)r.A;
4 ﬂ ‘ ; s DN -A.D.-Adm_
( / /{ y "\mu:mm O AI::ES;II.)?IM_

Adm. Serv, —

KY 786 CJuN 2 1?)5 B i e

Gon, Inv.

. ' . ~ Ident.
“5F@ 4R Z11 NY CODE TEI_E"FE e ciom
i /} - Intell
- 1 ; Lahorats
.1)(418 PM  NITEL §/29/7 ATL qcemum Loml Cout —
/ e ,..,u etz 15D Plan. & Eval
4T LIRECTOR, FBI (66- E160)qq, 1" crasst s Mt o

s L 5%50“

=B pec. Inv.
FROw: C, hE: e TS TLalNIR oome o
ADI s bW YORK .E::Ic,x 'ﬁlsa' Telophone R
jr bae Saely |
S0k Fag =Tl AL 0 2 —

0% APRIL 27, 1978, AT I YORK, OUE XERGX CCPY FACH OF BELOY
LISTZL LIVCAAWDUGS FURNISHED TO U5 DEIPARTNENT OF JUSTICE ATTORNIYS
93+ ILLIAD L. GAADNZA ARD STEVEW HORY. THESE MENOZANDUNS ARE LGCATEL

30 L. SR FCLIZZ NUicEa 25 AT 5I3 YORK:

- E l. [0 OF SA—nARCH 5, 1972, CAPTICNEE
YO o o, kev acTIvISTR.
p < 2. 520 OF A - :5, 1572, cavc car-

TIOx (CORRN) . ; Q'//7/@@"/W/n
3. NZNO OF —ap IL 7, 1572, SAWE CAPTICN.

4. NENO

§, 1972, SAMS CAPTION.

FEDC ‘5 CAPTION.

B JUL 26 975

et
I e
[




FAGE TwO 1Y L

. WINO OF
CAPTIO,
7. WENO OF 1972, CAP-W/’A
TICNED "WIATAFUG™.

wER0 N o
L Pil v Ui

"
W
-
™

TIONED " WwIATHFUG™.

9. HENC OF S APRIL 15, 1973, CAPTICNED

—KA-FUGITIUE (WEATHFUG) , 10#4361, ARL;
ARL-CONSPIRACY, 00: CHICAGO™.

CnZ XERUX COPY EACH OF THE FOLLOWING MENCRANDUNMS FROM SaAC

o N
[¢h]

FOLLER € WZIRZ ALSO FURNISHED TO DZPARTHENTAL ATTORNIYS GARDNER AND

AOR s

U

e P T

P



AT THE TINE OF THZIR ENTRY 14TO THE SAC FOLDERS AND ALSO AT
THE TIME OF THEIZ BEINC FURHISHED TO THE USDJ ATTOANEYS, THE ABOVE
B (SUCRASDUNS WIAE (10T CLASIIFIED. REVIEW AT NEW YORK HAS RESULTED

i‘? IL MENORANDUNS ONE ThRiCUGH FOURTZEIN DEZING CLASSIFIED AS CESCRIBED

AS OF JULE 22, 15973,
ZNCRANDUNS NUMBZREID OsE THACUGH HIKE ABCOVE LZIRZ CLASSIFIES
AL", CJ.:".'E":"{-I:-J &2 714-]'.5.’ N Loy i::rll IT:

= N »”

’ cEESsITICT = 6\37...’ FeReEvR =y T

MEMQORALDUM 15 ASOVE WAS NCT CLASSIFI:D.

- - ——— - e — — e
A r— e —p—
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PAGI Foua NY

THE BUREAU 15 THEREFORE RZQUESTED TO IMMEDIATELY ROTIFY
LUSDJ ATTORNEYS GARDNER AND HORN OF THE "CONFIDENTIAL™ CLASSI-
FICATIO# OF MENMORANDUNS OWE THROUGH FOURTEEN. THE XEROX COPIES
THEY WZRE FURNISHED, ALONG WITH ANY OR ALL COPIES THEY MAY HAVE
REPRODUCED THEMSELVES, MUST ALSO BE NARKED "CONFIDENTIAL™ IN
THAEZ MANNER SET FCATH ABOVE.

IT IS FURTEZR NOTED THAT DURING THE COURSZ OF THE WEEK
SUBSZZUENT TG THE DEPARTRHEKRTAL IUGUIRY AT NEW YORK, ASSISTANT
DIRZCTOR, In3PZICTION DIVISION, HARCLD No 3ASSETT ALOKG WITH
JCHN E. COTTIO AWD CHARLES E. PRICZ, INSPZCTICH DIVISICH, ALSO

CONCUCTED A REVIZ. GOF CAPTICHLED NMATTZIR AT Nz4 YOxKe THESE PER-

SONHEZL WIRE ALSC FURKNISHED WITH XERGCX COPIES OF THE ABCVE LISTzD

MEMCRANDUMS AND SHOULLD THZREFORIE BE ADVIS=ZD OF THEIR CURRENT
g AL"™ CLAZSIFICATION FOR APPROPRIATz MARKIRG.

s : _ T"‘T]TFT‘.ITEQ
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. e i x ot

Routimq' Slip, _ . T 57
FD-4 (Rev. 3-1-73)
. . Date 7 %

] SAC
[ ASAC
(] Supv.
] Agent
[ SE !
. *.‘_xn.:-‘!" "~y .
GSC RE- f!"r;.ar_g‘: }J_i-., . ‘7‘ 1 ‘n‘l.,v
Ccc KL 1\.- U i
Steno Ay i Y A
— ' <10 gt ad
(] Clerk O " -
ACTION DESIRED 0o
] Acknowledge [—]Open Case
) Assign Reassign [ Prepare lead cords
[ Bring file [ Prepare tickier
™ Call me [ Return assignment card
] Correct [ Retum file
1 Dendline ) Search and retem N
[T} Deadline possed [} See me =0
] Delinquent [1Serial # \
{1 Discontinye T Pest ] RM
(] Expedite [} Send to
T File 1 Submit new charge out
(1 For information [ Submit report by
[ Hondle [ Type
T Initial & retum 6

] Lecds need attention
= Retum with uplunnilon or notation as to aclion taken. ij}:‘-"

/&

Ulpsalfend
278/ am’; .. bubut
‘ IU See reverse s.d. Olfnc- m %
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F81 o 1 -
all M IAAY (8] - : |
. . t
- o/l 1/0C)\&) ... oore :
? Transmit the following in B
;::i e (Type in plaintext or code} ;
‘
AIRTEL 1
] {Precedence} [}

PSRRI N __
: DIRECTOR, FBI (66-8160) -
FROM: ACTING SAC, DETROIT (66-4910)
T ,
UNE - ‘
CQEURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES
—— ] //
Re Detroit teletype to Bureau, 5/18/76 and Detroit

airtel to Bureau, 8/13/73, captioned, #"Socialist wWorkers

Party, Is".

Enclosed for the Bureau are eight copies of an LHM,
ated and captioned as above. '

Enclosed LHM prepared in response tc request by

Departmental Attorney WILLIAM L. GARDNER as set out in re-
ferenced teletype.

contact wit
ayne State University, Detroit, Michigan, in

. g§ an ertort to verify and expand information previously furnish-
E; ed regarding a B&E of the residence of CHARLES EQLDUC, 4225

, Detroit, on or about 2/22/73, was negative.
dvised he searched his records for this informa-
on as set out in LHM and was unable to locate any information

whatsoever pertainiqﬂ\h this B&E.
e n LU"'

2)- Bureau (Enc.-B) (RM)

w1 662K 1

Ifﬁrﬂz:;;:‘q '“":J
P PO S UL S N

[liigntd  [{SPRmiay

Approved ( s l Il Sent

Specwf Waent in Charge

oo RAmnrian A R e e e




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to . R
File N, Detroit, Michigan

a0/ (IMUAY) e e
i (L)l TR

Re: Surreptitious Entries

Reference is made to mémorandum, dated April 21,
1976, from J. Stanley Pottinger, Assistant Attorney GCeneral,
Civil Rights Division, captioned "Surreptitious Entries".

William L. Gardner, Departmental Attorney., United
States Department of Justice, regue on May 17, 1976, the
residences and offices o%harles
Bolduc, Deborah Deegan, The Socialis orkers Party (SWP)
(See Appendix), and the Young Socialist Alliance (YSA) (See
Appendix}, be searched through the reccrds of the Detroit,
Michigan Police Department for any information regarding
possible "Breaking and Enterings" (B € Es) for the period
1970 - 1973, inclusive.

Specifically Gardner requested a review of Detroit
Police Department files regarding a "B & E" of SWP Headquarters,
3737 Woodward, Detroit, Michigan, October 30, 1971; an alleged
"B & E" of the residence of Charles Bolduc, 4225 Commonwealth,
Detroit, on or about February 1, 1972, February 22, 1972,
February 1, 1873, and February 22, 1973.

On June 7, 197 Detroit
Police Department (DPD) provided the results of their record

search regarding "B & Es" of the SWP/YSA s Edward Bolduc,
Deborah Deega or the period
of 1970 - 1973, inclusive.

The results of t

14? Thim @Grov-ned gavioling »==ithoe
/ /] mees me s E can gmman paas)endang of

S rnt-
e -1 - A - gy b o
féf‘!~ 4;3f?5,. tha TUI, TL S5 4T roe—emteroef
) K n : - . - 3 CCPTERY ry Rl
- . < {'“!,‘55‘. 2o the FT7 oavd 17 )0 T T DTNnNYy
s '1":_'}‘\ PP .' - J~‘\:' g B T i Tk et b ha
; 47 . “ & o fr o m et i, wemetgs pemae mam
~ < J Gictrituted culinod ¥HAury -« .
- T
\(Q\g -
Q.
‘\ ') \-
~§

rm v e e i e o ——————— = | e - el LT 7 = i S T o Trr— = T———— . = =



AL Gy

Re: Surreptitious Entires

The details of this re

e R T P e
Wtﬁayr}e State University, Detroit,

provided the results of his record search regarding Charles
Bolduc, 4225 Commonwealth, Detroit, for February 1, 1972

y 72, February 1, 1973, February 22, 1973_
Mstated he could not find any report of a B&L

at the 4225 commonwealth address on those dates.

C e — e et mw— ———— - m i t o ——— [P ———— ————
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APPENDIX

Socialist Workers Partv (SWP

The SWP is a revolutionary, Trotskyist-communist
organization, which is headquartered in New York City. Its
purpose, as stated in its Declaration of Principles, is the
overthrow of the U.S. Government and the institution of a dic-
tatorship of the working class and the eventual achievement of
a communist society. It was founded in 1938 and maintains close
association with international Trotskyist organizations as a
“sympathizing" group, but it denies formal membership in any
foreign group to escape application of the Voorhis Act, which
regulates certain types of organizations subject to foreign
control. While the SWP does not openly advocate the use of
violence at the present time to overthrow the U.S. Government,
it believes that evertual violent revolution in the U.S is
inevitable. Its objection to the current use of violence is
based on the ground that it believes violence is premature at
this time. The SWP seeks to precipitate.a revolution when
conditions are ripe and to seize control of the revolution and
to direct it when it occurs.

APPENDIX




Young Socialist Alliance (YSA)

The YSA is the youth gfoup of the Sociaiist Worke
Party (SWP), It was formed in October, 1957, and is curren
headquartered in New York City. It propagzndizes the belie

of the SWP among the youth and is the main source of recrui
b belaa CWD Tha SWD is a rann"n#inqary' Tratcloul ot

e b 4 b
HITIIL 4Jivid LIIT wiil e AbiT s Srvdawealll 2aULSAYASC=

communist organization which has as 1lts purpose the overthr
of the U.S. Government and the institution of a dictatorshi
of the working class and the eventual achievement of a comm

society.

b m m m et T ———t— e = e e o ——
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LGS .o

l - Mr, Walsh
1 - Nr, Mintz (Att

(Route thru

o Assistant Attorney General
>3 Civil Rights Division

A Jlolo—0 1 - Mr. Bassett
7" pisector, w1 (217 A, 1TE h
REC 88— 50 - Nr. Cassidy (Attn{ NN
1l - Nr, Shackelford
SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES I koL
'9‘350 1“

\ﬁ P T Reference is made to your memorandum dated
\->"apr11 21, 1976, captioned "Surreptitious Entries,” which
requested that certain material and files be made available
for review and which requested certain other information be

obtained.
Category B of this memorandum concerns the N
Socialist Workers Party (SWP), its members, candidates mg s
officials, Question 9, Catsgory B, requested that files =3 —
the Detroit, Michigan, Police Department be reviewed for '’ i3 2
pélice reports dealing with alleged burglaries or break-ins ™ ‘11
at any SWP Office ir Michigan and at any residence of BWP €7 o5
menbers or sympathizers in Michigan during the period ez BA
1970~1973, inclusive. CUay
I
As you are aware, Mr, William L, Gardner of the Wl
Civil Rights Division arrived in Detroit on May 17, 1976, Ci ooy
He personally reviewed files at the Detroit ¥FBI Office = SRS
concerning allegations surrounding surreptitious entries B
against the SWP and its members., While in Detroit, g &
Mr. Gardner more specifically stated which files of the [~ R
@f Detroit Police Department he desired to be reviewed 2 K
regarding allegations of surreptitious entries. Attached '3 -
are two-coples of an LHM prepared at Detroit dated _
y June 30, 1976, in response to his request. Q(
N\ I? you wish mdditiomal investigation to be
I\ conducted concerning this matter, please advise the
. nature and scope of l}fgnsg?ﬂion you desire.
ssoe. Dir. . - ’ " o '
‘u--.:m--lncloauru i _-I
Oep. AD ing. ",-, cll /
Asst, Dir) H
Admin. m m pAG. “o e ‘:_ ) ,ir_ L':"..i
Comp. Syst. . it St T
- s Ext, Affgirs ___ .Jf
’ :n..:c.«-._ ! ':_15.
an, fnv, i i SN
e epry 1 A
t‘::::mw B . y:_-:-.‘_'t.i AL
Plon.&nivcl._ ! '1.":-5--*_.;.—:'-7“1 e T
.sr::;‘:;'_"— “\‘\ —_ R'Ot P T .o R ".:j. ( i::&_‘
egal Coun. ____ . -
#ohphm Rm. _ "\\ T T—

" ectar ;.6._ JW?QT% TELETYPE UNIT () GPO s34

T T e .- . . -
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.. . "\‘ i 4 . //__7/( ) (:\)
Assistant Attorney Geperal
Civil Rights Division

)  NOTR; . o
By -emorandu- dated 4/21/76 captionod ‘ '

"Surreptitious Entries"” (copy attached), J. Stanley. Pottin;p('

Assistant Attorney General, Civil Rights Hivision, requested .

cortain filag he mada availahla whirh eonsarnad allacsationa

T e Ay Y e - T g, = m—

of surreptitious entries. Category B of this -anorandu- ) N
concerns the SWP, its members, candidates and officials.

Question 8, Category B, requested the Bureau to conduct a

broad review of records of the Detroit,NMichigan,Police
Department for reported burglaries or break-ins at BWP

Offices in Nichigan and any residence of any members or
sympathizers of SWP in Michigan for the period 1970-1973,

By airtel dated 5/4/73, the Detroit Office was
instructed to ascertain requostod information.

On 5/17/76, Departnental Attorney William L. Gapfijer
personally reviewed files at Detrolt Office concerning
above matter and in particular, facts surroundin
roit Office obtained a letter written b
“datod 3/29/71 (See R, L, Sha€kelford memorandum to
Mr. T. W, Leavitt, dated 7/2/76, captioned "Surreptitious

Entties”), While in Detroit, Mr, Gardner Iimitéd t<d thg.
numhar of filaa of the Netroit Police Ihmrt-gnt to ha

reviewed to include the SWP, its youth group, the Young
Socialist Alliance, and several known members oftthese
organizations, File reviews of the Detroit Police Department
as well as Wayne State University, were checked with
negative results. Detroit LHM dated 6/30/76, setting

forth results of check, being furnished in reaponse to
request. In addition, Department being advised that if

any additional investigation desired to advise nature

and scope of such request,

Affairs____.  Laborator¥

Assoc. Dlr hhhhh Fin. & Pers.____  Legal Coun.
Dep. AD Adm...._... Gen. 17V¥ero.  Plan. & Eval.
Dep. AD In (

Asst. Dir.
Adm. Berv




kA . e b e ot - T

o AI‘OM ~O D Wie-104 . ,
. . u-—L-u:t“u: 1emon ) O
Gla GIN. IEG. NO. 17 - Assec. Dir. .
A UNITED STATES Gg;& ERNMENT Dep. AD £

M d l -« Mr, Ad::;s AD...DAM:r
1 - ur. wa ast. Dir:
j emoranaum 1 - Mr. Mintz (AttnP‘:;
(Route thru for review Exr. Affui
« W, Leavitt DATE: 7/2/76 3?&“
U)tw JUNE 1 - Mr. Bassett
— 1l « Mr, Leavitt ""'“.2
FROM : R, L, Shackelford 1,, 1 - Mr, Cassidy (Att !
al 1 = Mr. Shackelford Loael Con
1= McMahon Plen.d Ev
sumjecT: SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES 1 Eaniey
’ Talaphene R

Directer Sac

PURPOSE:
To furnish to the AssiStant Attorney Genmeral, Civil
Rights Division, attached letter along with its enclosures

which ts of inquiries concerning letter written
b in 1971 to the Socialist Workers Party
(SWP), which appears in Detroit Security of Government Employees

(SGE) report dated 4/18/73. SWP alleged letter was obtained
from either mail intercept or "black bag" job.

SYNOPSIS:

STA08 RECS9, e
22 1976

- © et e o oy Bk Rl AR N R —— o m e e e e - e e e e e e -
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Memorandum to Mr. T, W, Leavitt
Re: Syrreptitious Entries

RECOMMENDATIONS

DETAILS: Adm. Serv......_ . Inteli’}\}

1) 1If approved, that attached letter and its
enclosures be sent to Assistant Attorney Genmeral, T i
Rights Division.

w

2) Since Assistant United States Attorney {AUSA)

Brandt, Southern District of New York, who is handling the
SWP civil suit has also made inquiry concerning theh) h»&"‘

T A d
letter, copies of LHMs will be furnished to him under

......... N ]
separate cover, ‘ ’ ‘
APPROVED: ﬂC Ext. Affairs......_ Laboratory.....
Assoc. Dir._.h_/_)_:-__ Fin. & Pers........ . lLegal Coun, .. L
Dep. AD Ad g | Gen. Inv. . Plan. & Eval.'.. .
¢ .~ Dep. AD tnv. . % dant. Rec. Mgmt.
Asst. Dir: M Inspectio Worore

& Spec. INV.eeeee
LAl LT Training. .
Reference memorandum R, L, Shackélford to

Mr. T. W, Leavitt, 5/13‘76| wiich staiid copy of letter
written on 3/29/71 by SWP member, Detroit,
appears in SGE report dated 4/18/73, concerning her employment
with Departmen rior. SGE report states letter was
obtained from ho was unavailable for recontact or
testimony,”" Administrative pages ot report indicate

Detrgit file raveals letter wasg

source was anonymous
placed in file by SMSWP ancD 1 ccec
letter was obtained from either ma ntercept or "blacklag"

job. &

On 5/17/76, Departmental Attorney William L. Gardner,
Civil Rights Division, reviewed files at Detroit regarding possible
surreptitious entries against SWP and its members., He reviewed

-2 - Continued - Over
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Memorandum to Mr. T, W. Leavitt
Re: Surreptitious Entries

EE

pertinent files at Detroit regardin ituation,
including her main 100 file and 140 file. his review
revealed that original co o etter is maintained '
in Detroit file 199-308335219.-—‘ trei“file)

and it was placed there by S Mr, Gardner

reviewed th ile concernin
file contains no reference regar

In response to request by Civil Rights Division
that the Bureau now advise the Department in writin
the above letter was obtained, SAs#and
after being advised of their rights, decline o execute
Waiver of Rights form and declined to make any comment

regarding this matter. LHMsS setting forth results of
interviews being furnished as enclosures to letter to

Assistant eral, Civil Ri jvision.
On 6/23/76 as shown th
Agent personnel of the Detroit Office dvised G;j

that he had no recollection of the lette¥F and has "no idea”
who may have furnished it.

AUSA William Brandt, Southern District of New York,
who is handling the SWP ¢ivil suit, has sglso made inguiry
concerning th etter. On 6/23/76, in response to
request from AUSA Brandt and in order to maintain source's
confidentiality, source telephonically contacted AUSA Brandt
in New York from Detroit, Agent personnel we <)
with source at the time of telephonic contact
advised AUSA Brandt of the fact that he has no recollection
of the letter and had "no idea'" who may have furnished it.

Copies oi LHMs regarding interviews of SA
and{ il being furnished to AUSA Brandt under separate
cover.,




3 . N\ A
4 / SrnonaL w \no 1) ' .
iy, ter 1P :
O5A »al 16) CPR) 1BT=10.8 < : : ( / y b

UNITED STATES G.  «NMENT l1-J. . .dams Assec. Dir.
/! ’/ﬂ / 1 - H. N. Bassett oD b
YNy nan "]‘ ¥y 1l -J. A. Mintz Pep. "\-v:’

b" ly‘ IIL ’u,‘uu /‘ 1 - T. W. Leavitt Aswr. Qhl.:

{ \iL' 1] - R. L. Shackelford :ﬂ&m;

. . . in. B Pars

- "? ! Mr. T. W. Leavi DATE: 7/13/76 &;;“_
- 1 - F- J. CaSSid ln-u-:iin

Labaretory

Lage! Caws

‘ N . Plan. & Ev

SUB__!EC'I':OSURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES JUNE TIA/ Rec. Mgnt.

— —— v: At N v Spec. lnv._
- Trelning
/ ’, Q:,, Telaphons R

ibf Reference memorandum F. J. Cassidy to Mr. T, W, Pirmewse
D%av1tt, 6/22/76, captioned "Surreptitious Entries," (copy
attached).

PURPOSE;

To advise of results of a survey by Intelligence
Division (INTD), External Affairs Division, and Office of
Congressional Affairs, Legal Counsel Division, for any state-
ments made by the Director or other FBI personnel concerning
surreptitious entries which may at this time require retraction
and/or clarification; for approval to send attached letter
to the Department.

SYNOPSIS: ’7/%"575/'/ /

In a memorandum of 4/29/76, the A orney General
(AG) advised that the court and plaintiffs in the Socialist
Workers Party (SWP) suit may have been misled by information

qn'nn11nﬂ hv the Bureair with regrpect to al 1nn:l~1nnn of break-

T - =3 i RaAaaCykLaiie W

1ns. In addltlon, AG's memorandum indicated the Bureau

should review material relating to any statements concernlng_)r-
=="entr1es by Departmental and Bureau personnel which may now
z-requ1re clarification and/or retraction. Legal Counsel
‘G‘D1v1szon memorandum of 5/28/76 recommended that INTD determine
~~qwhether or not such statements needed to be clarified or
Sﬁgretracted. On 6/21/76, Douglas Marvin, Special, Assistant
Z#mto the AG, advised he would handle the response to the AG's
o request. Results of a review of material avaflable to the

—JOffice of Congressional Affairs, Legal Lounsel Divis on,
‘* and IS-2 Section, INTD, indicates no neeR
or clarification of statements hefore congres

about entries in general, o ‘iﬁbﬂt the SWP matter. Rev1ew

of material furnished Departtent's Civil Rights Divieden s

by IS-3 Section, INTD, shows no material which had not been-*
romptly clarified or corrected, where necessary, by®Suliis [ d:
emoranda. External Affairs Division furnished documents
relating to public speeches or nevs conferences of bhez!n!ﬂ!!bﬂ!
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144/i5 News conference contains comments of UJ.I.E(.I’.UI \
to effect that he knew of no entries in the domestic area
subsequent to 1966.
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Memorandum to Mr. Leavitt
Re: Q|1rrnni~1 +*ions Entries

66-8160

e | Analysxs of material concernlng entries, which were known
| at the time of the Director's comments, fails to show any
need for retraction or clarification at the present time
in view of recent statements to the press and to the Department.
* Entry information located in mid-March, 1976, not furnished
to Senate and House Select Committees inasmuch as (1) the
House Committee's inquiry had ended and, (2) the Senate
Committee's report on surreptitious entries was in preparation,
and a Departmental investigation of entries which occurred
within the Statute of Limitations had been initiated.

Enclosed letter to the Department outlines results
of this survey, and confirms Mr. Marvin's conversation on
6/21/76 relative to his handling of Department's response.
RECOMMENDATION:

That attached letter be furnished to the AG.

AT S
KW& ﬂodif c‘7 /7

’T’qﬂhyg Trehens ;1§

In a memorandum of 4/29/76, the AG indicated that 5*%
as a result of certain information coming to his attent1on,

it appeared that the plaintiffs and the court in the SWP s
civil action may have been misled u_y information =upp1..l.eu

the Department by the Bureau. This information concerned

our suggestions as to the Department's response to the sunit
relating to allegations by the SWP of break-ins performed

by the Bureau.

In a memorandum of 5/28/76, Legal Counsel Division
recommended that INTD review all Departmental statements,
including those by Bureau officials, concerning break-ins
to determine whether any such statements referred to in
the AG's memorandum needed to be retracted and/or clarified.

On 6/21/76, Douglas Marvin, Special Assistant
to the AG, advised he would handle the Departmental response
to the AG's request.

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. Leavitt
Re: Surreptitious Entries

A ® T e e ey wm i mefad e o e

66-8160

Attached is material received from Office of Con-
gressional Affairs, Legal Counsel Division, External Affairs
Division, and 1S-2 Section, INTD, relating to the subject
of the AG's 4/29/76 request. A review of this material
indicates no need for retraction or clarification of state-
ments before congressional committees about entries in general,
or about the SWP matter.

Review of material furnished the Department’s
Civil Rights Division by 15-3 Section, INTD, shows no material
which had not been promptly clarified or corrected, where
necessary, by subsequent memoranda to that Division.

With respect to the Director's comments in a 7/14/75
news conference, that there were no entries against domestic
targets subsequent to 1966, an analysis of material available
to INTD shows that at the time of the Director's responses
INTD was not in possession of information suggesting entries
did occur after 1966. The Director's comments were based
on then current information - information based on recol-

lections of INTD personnel-and the July, 1966, Sullivan

\to DeLoach memorandum regarding black bag jobs. Subseguent
to the Director's conference statements, our inquiries of
field offices surfaced information indicating entries did
occur after Mr. Hoover's instructions. The Civil Rights
Division has been kept fully apprised, and it is believed
there is no need to retract or clarify statements at this
time.

L ]
In view of recent statements to the press clarifying
certain information furnished to them earlier, it is believed
there is no need at this time to further clarify remarks
made by Bureau officials.

Entry information located by us in mid-March,
1976, was not furnished to Senate and House Select Committees
inasmuch as (1) the House Committee's inquiry had ended,
and (2) the Senate Committee's report on entries was in
preparation. Further, since certain of the newly discovered
entries were within the Statute of Limitations, the Department
initiated an investigation and it did not appear appropriate
to disseminate such information at that time to the Senate
Committee.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Dep. AD
Memorandum =
Mr. Loari RENFORARTION CoTamgp =
Legal Counsel ' HERBH ‘3 umlﬁ-ssu: Im _ E:El_:
o UATBeesa By oyms i

SURREPTITIOUS ENTIRES (JUNE) o ‘——_-‘::;:_‘
Telaphone

PURPOSE:

The purpose of this memorandum is to advise of review
of testimony made by Bureau officials concerning surreptitious ent&
by Agents of the FBI.

SYNOPSIS:

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Intelligence Division should insure that documents =
Csse 2 ety
furnished to the Senate Select Committee/regarding surreptitious entises

are not in conflict with recently developed information on the number

F 2
of surreptitious entires conducted by field Agents.
Enclosures
1 - Mr. Adams (enclosures) 1 - Mr. Leavitt (enclosures)
1 - Mr. Bassett (enclosures) 1 - Mr. Shackelford (enclosures)
1 - Mr. Mintz (enclosures) 1 - Mr, Cassidy (enclosures)
1 - Mr. Moore (enclosures) 1 - Mr. Porter (enclosares)

2 - Mr/ iDaly (enclosures)

Doc- 1.- Mr. Coulson (enclosures)
a2) / 7 / [ d)
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DETAILS:
SA Danny O. Coulson of the Office of Congressional
Affairs, has completed a review of pertinent testimony before Senate

and House Committee by Bureau officials concerning surreptitious

entiume conducted by Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigations.

Statemments made by Bureau officials concerning surreptitious entires
directed against the Socialist Workers Party (SWP) are not included
in this memorandum.

On Tuesday, November 18, 1975, Assistant to the
Director, James B. Adams, former Assistant Director W. Raymond
Wannall, Section Chief R. L. Shackelford, Special Agents David Ryan
and Hugh Mallett, testified before“;LSelect Committee on Intelligence,

, Firs# Session -
U.S. House of Representatives, 94th Congress, This testimony dealt
with "FBI domestic intelligence programs. "

Congressman James V. Stanton(Ohio) posed this question
to former Assistant Director Wannall, "Mr. Wannall, has the FBI ever
participated in burglaries in order to obtain information for their
purposes of investigations ?"" Mr. Wannall responded, "I think
Mr. Kelley,at a news conference in July, acknowledged that the FBI
had p‘articipated in surreptitious entires to obtain information, "

Mr. Wannall was asked by Congressman Stanton, '"Could you tell me,

from 1945 until the present, how many instances there were ?"

Mr. Wannall responded, '"We have made:very thorough study and have




mdiw‘dmb’
interviewed numerous/who might have been knowledgeable in that area.
m }"J "5
e figuref that ] recalledl that we have come up withjabout a dozen and

a half targets, &owever, there had been numerous ent%against
some of those targets. I think we have accounted forl‘spmethi-ng in the
neighborhood of 240 entires, none of which have taken place sincre‘-
April of 1968."

The text of this testimony can be found in "U.S. Intelligence
Agencies and Activities; Domestic Intelligence frograms, Hearingé
Before fhe Select Committee on Intelligence,/U.S. Homse of Representatives
94th Congress, First Session, Part 3, pages1028-1030.

On TaasdYseptenber 25, 1975, Charles Brennan, former
Asgistant Director, testified before the Senite Select& Comniittee on
Intelligence Activities. During this testimony, Mr. Brennan was
queiied concerning the number of‘ ‘black bg.g”jobs, to which Mr. Brennan
responded, 'T would have to say--I would put it in a frame, possibly, of may
30,40." This testimony can be found in "Intelligence Activities, Hearings
before the Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with
Respect to Intelligence Activities of the U, S. Senate, 94th Congress,

Volume 2, Houston Plan. On pages 112-118 of this report, Chairman .. .

| - SRR
Frank Church (Idaho) s’gted regarding black bag’ jobs, "Now let me

just give these figures, These are figures that have bheen supplied to

us by the Federal Bureau of Investigation;. .. .at least 14 domestic

subversive targets were the subject of at least 238 entires from 1942 -

to April 1968. 1() 3 ()
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In addition, at least three domestic subversive targets were the subject
of numerous entires from October 1952 to June 1966. "

This same document on page 278 reproduces a LHM
entitled, "United States Senate Select Committee:to Study Governmental

Operations with ReSpect to Intelhgence Actwit:es by Senate Selett
(55C) t1hy erm dap o

Committee" raised surreptitious entires in domestic targets.-ﬂns a.
Sets Sorr®

Isiiivt tol8s in-pert-with procedures outlining a request on the part of a-

SAC of a field office to the appropriate Assistant Director at FBIHQ.

This LHM indicates that the SAC maintained a record of approval as
[ o]
a control} device in his office and that the next yearly field office
heet
¥

inspection, files were destroyed.

o
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detarminatin. hag Lrontly belng conducled by the FBI where
determination has been made within the FBI that that individual
s threst to the internal security, a current threat at the

R
15

present time,

Itisa 'veg small list, relatively small. It involves approximately 1,250
H

¢ names nt the present time.

Mr. McCrory. What is the longest time that a name has been on
that list? Do you have names that have been on there for 30 or 40

years?

Mr. Avaus. No, sir. The administrative index did not come into .
play until 1971, Prior to that time, we had the security index, which

was a listin
Mr. M

just automatically put you on the index #
Mr. Apawms. No, l!li!', it does not.

which had a different purpose.

Loy, Does membership in the Socialist Workers Party

Mr, McCuory. About how many members of that party would you

have on the list!

Mr. Apaus. I can give you that figure.

detailed description of targets and in
session.

stafl 1

Mr. Apams. I do not know that; we have had a
Mr. McCrony. If not, would you furnish that!
the number. I don’t haveto know the ntmes,

uest.

I would prefer that any
ividuals be dons in executive

Mr. McCroay. Have you already furnished that information to the

would like to have-

Mr. Apamas. Yes, sir, I have no objection to furnishing it to them.
[The Bureau’s ?J:ly is included in its November 28, 1975. memoran-

dum, and is printed on pages 1123-1127 of the appendizes.]

Mr. McCronry. You mentioned in Your statement t)

1t you are not

only interested in subversive activity which implied violence but glso
“undermimns." What is the difference between the violent overthrow

of the United States and undermnining the
got two groups that you are interested in ¢

United States? Iave yon

Mr. Apaus. No, sir, they are both working toward the same end.

It is all inherent in the same idea of Activity with the intent or design
to overthirow the Government of the United States or any subdivision

by force and violence.

Mr. McCrory, My time is up, Thank you very much.
Chairman Pixe. M. Stanton.

Mr. Srantox. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Wannall, has the FB] ever participated in burglaries in order

to obtain information for their
Mi. Wasyann. I

to obtain information.
~ Mr. Staxton. Were they illegal activitiest
Mr. WasnNaws. I'm not in s position to render an opinion. The whole

thing. as a matter of fact, is under study by the Department of Justice
at this time.

Mr. Sraxrox, Could yc;u tell me, from 1945 until the present, how
* many instances there were!

. Mr. WaxnaLL, We have made & very thorough study and have
Inferviewed numerous individuals who might have been knowledge-

o
A

purposes of investigationf -
, think Mr, RKelley, at & news conference in _July,
acknowledged that the FBI had participated in surroptitious entries
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1s bt ﬂ,: ‘i' :?e:th;;?:en;)f“thqm ‘t;:trgetnﬁmﬁrfﬁ,\\'uTnaVe- l:‘.m.lm“l'dl h:.:
-'-uln-'*,"l:{!.m the neighborhood ‘of 247 entries, none of which ha
hnlllu'('lll\{, A of 1“68{. 1908' .
3 ¢, Since April o »

~ \fr. StANTON. Since ilof 18081 . o

::: ‘gﬁ.%]:' };‘oo;;u ‘imow what illegal entry 18 unr.ll‘qr the law?
Ar o e hink X understand what an illegal entey is; ses,

M. ; definition? .
x. Do any of these At that defini i
h &: %Vi?:a\u.uml’ think in the definition, intent to commit a erime

* within the premises would be incinded. The entries that were made—

Mr. StaxTox. Do you know what bresking and entering is under the
State Inw of Maryland or Ohio? .
;?r g:\f\fr;;?goe?:::inwe to have the intent to commit a crime to
s ter? ' o
breﬁl: e\rr\lf(}\;lx:r::r. I would soﬁf you probably do not have to have an in
' i ime on the premises. - .
antI:'o g?:;ﬁ;flﬁtgxﬂei: not ul\) impo;'ltsn:.) e:n;ufnel:;ll:l r:tﬁn:‘ Er:‘:;ls‘, ':fl
-on had the noblest intent in the world, but if you
gty ionof e SN S e,
":}: “,A\iig::‘-ll\:(ﬁ:lh; li‘I‘:eetg) have 'yonr definition. I would like to

T know what a prominent person in the FBI thinks of breaking and
" entering.

Afr. WaNyars I ean assure you there are no such circumstances

tm{na'. Sraxtox. That is not the question. The question is, do you under-
str:nd.whnt bncnkigg and entering is!
\d CN A Yes. . )
;‘\H- ‘g‘r::f;::‘: Has the FBI illegally entered premises to seck

information?

Mr. WaxxarL. The FBI has entered premises without the knowl-

edge of the ovwners of the premises for the purpose of seeking informa-
Tioni yes sir.. ilty of breaking and enter-
M S . In other words, they nre guilty of break
infrf ;\m‘zgﬁz‘ngh&?ﬁ l:w oirt‘.il?é States of‘thls g;:n:: ;o ];i:\ l;;:a m%‘i:::ti :
Again, I am not going to render an ;
in l\t[l:.e }:;;Tlg‘;ﬁhegf)e Jartment of Justice at this time.

.+ Mr. Staxton. Why did they get involved in brenking and entering?

Mr. Wax~arL, I think basically itI had to do with the passage of the
tornal Security Act of 1950, title IL R
Inz?sls::gles';:glil;e{texl the Justice Department to place melft in ta m:.
tion. in the event of 8 national (fmergpncy, tOp:.ﬂklE off the streets
icluals who might be placed in detention cam
\ ";11":.1 ‘i-a“ll\lg-:-:]'ighlw thl:ere anything in that act that allows the FBI to
Pivak and entera grwell-ing?
Mr. Wassanrn, No, sin L. . . -
.\i : \l‘\::;:::' Then thut is not justification for those illegal entries;
it

-
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, T STANTON, So the fact of the matter is that the FBI cannot use
that as a basis fo
dwelling,. S
: .\llr. WaxNaLL T know of no law which would permit. the FBI to
do that. : '

Mr, Sranvox. Then the FRRI hag been involved in illegnl activitivst?

My, WannNars. The FBI hus been involved in breaking und enteviug.

Mr. SraxTox. Did theyever scek the Attorney Genernl's permission,
prior to 172, for breaking and entering !

Mr. Wax~aLL Not to my knowledge, _

Mr. Sraxtox. Who was the person responsible, prior to 1972, for
approving s breaking and entering? ‘ _

Mue: Wanxnais. Thess were nrpm\'od at the highest. level of the Bu-
reanu, normally the Divector of the FIILL h

Mr. Svaxtox. Then Mr. Hoover directed the activities. He did. not
seek npproval from the Atorney General ?

o Mr Wanxase To my knowledge, he did not,

Mr. SranTon. In other wonlds, Mr. Hoover folt that he had the power
to violnio the taw of a Ntate or of this conntry ¥ i

My, WaNNaws. Are you asking me what Mr, Hoover's opinion was?

Mr. STaxnToN. Yes; Tam usking you if he approved illegal activities.

Mr. WaxnNats. He upproved the breaking and entering; yos, sir.

Mr, Szax7ox, Do you think, in terms of the U.S. Government, that
for the purposes of the Burcan and of this Government the activities
of the Bureau are going to be improved by virtue of the fact that we
have had expsure of some of tl:c illegal attivities of the Bureaut

In other words, do you feel that the examination of these publicly
is going to be therapeutic for the Burean ?

© Mr. Wanwarn. I'think they will be ; yes, sir.

Mr, Staxton, Thank vou.

Chairman Pigr. Mr, Murphy.

Mvr. Mureny. Thank you, Mr. Chairmnn.

Mr. Adams, one of the problems we have, I think, with the FBI is in
regard to wiretapping. It is a practice that the FBT has not admitted
to but abont which we have some informntion that leads us to believe
it went on in the past and I am wondering if it has boen stopped. I
am also interested in the question of relinble informunts.

We nnderstand that the FBI will go into s town, sa y Chieago, where
I am from, and they will get a local policeman or some local police
force to do wiretapping for them. They pass this information on to
8 strike forco made up of an FBI agent, Justice represehtative, IRS
agent. Then, when they go to court and they are asked whero the avi-
dc:t-e (-.u:ncl from, they can properly say they did not have anything
todo with the wiretap., -

Do yon get any information that way that you clussify from re-
Tinble informants?

Mr. Apays, Not that particular situntion. If the Chicago Police
Department were engaged in illegal wiretaps and it cane to our atten-
tion. we would open an investigation under the interception-of-com-
munication statute,

Hlegally breaking and entering an inhabitedl

o Y o g
NEURR/ TSN S

“being conunitted, he has a duty to report it to the pro

never reported in the last 3 or 4 years any illegal ?i_‘iiiit.uﬁ tﬁu‘s foEn:(}
except to the customer whoss line they found it on. They said they had
nor dluty to report it to the Fedoral authoritics. . .

[ am wondering what your interpretation of their position would

be?
A\fr Answea Yon ara talking ahosst tha telanhona comnanv?

by ARLFAADEDY & WU AL VARAMLLIJ, VWSSO SEU TRRw R et RASRS

M o
Mr. Mureny. I am talking about the Illinois Beil ‘fe]ephom Co.,
the only subsidiary of AT, & T. which <loes not report wiretapsa to
“ecleral authorities or any authorities. The rest of the system all does,
I am of the opinion that if a citizen sees a crime or knows of a crime
, r authorities.
Mr. Ansms. I am a little hesitant to comment on their testimony,

“pot having read it or being familiar with the exact wording of the

stuteiment. But o agrree with you that when information comes to the
artention of a citizen—we urge this of anyone—this should be reported
(o proper law enforcement authorities.

fr. Musteny. Lot we ask you a question, Mr. Adams, .

There was an inordinate number of ex-FBI agents working for
AT & T, and ity subsicinries ihroughont the country. Is there any
purposeful connection there?

Mr. Apays. No. 1 think you witl find in any major segment of
imlustry that former FBI officers are often (‘lll]:‘ﬂ'\‘l'll RS security
efficers. I think they have domonstrated their qualifications over the
yenrs. They do gravitate to gond positions in private indnstry.

But there is no concerted oﬂl:wt to penctrate or to control or dominate
or do anything of this sort on the part of FBI agents collectively
or individually.

Mr. Morrry. When you are stmmoned before a congressional com-
mittee and queries are presented to you as to how many wiretaps exist
today in the TTnited Stat>~, was it & practice before the Director came
down to festify. to send oiit a notification, “Take the wiretaps off for a
week or 2 so when T po to the committee T can testify that as of this
day there are only 10 or only 4 domestic wiretaps existing”?

Mr, Apays. Absolutely not. T believe the information we furnished
to this committee. and to tYie Senate committee sta ff, would clearly show
by checking aginst appropristions testimony, information of that
tvpe. There was no such activitv. Me.Iloover frankly imposed re-
straints on wiretapping in the FRT—considernble restinints on wire-
tupping. Tn fact, some of the materrinl we made availnble shows that
ue was ane of tie loudest voices uvging some type of authority and
approval in the Attorney General. not'only of ours but other agencies.
“Mre. Mureary. All right., Tonly have 5 minutes. .

Did the FBT ever get information that the IRS was conducting

schools on wiretapping?
i Mr. Apases, I don’t reenM whether wo had any such specific informa-
1n,

Mr. Muirny. We had a former U.S. attorney tell us that he nc-
knowledued the TRS was conducting informal schools on wiretan,
Fhev hought the eanipment and the Director of the IRS came in and
L1 the agrents, “Tf you get canght, you are on your own; bunt, if vou
© 1 in el information, we will make n strong case out of it.”
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scessus asAREN. LAOMESLIC espionags or inlernational
Mr. Brennaw, I'm speaking of counterespionage.
Senator Barex. You're speaking of counterespionage jn

of & spy of & forei
ing to counter

o

*  Mr. Brexxan, Yes sir.

h%:n‘;‘t):: }hxn. And that’s the only case you kmew “black bag” jote

('Sl-p.[_".' )

A ; "“‘ [
n country operating in this country, and y ,"
im? Is that the counterespionage y:m'm },-;:-‘,.r,,:

Mr. BrEnwax. Subaequentl{:;fter I got to Bureau headquarters, -

I learned there were some “black bag” jobs which were direc
what I would have to term domestic selbvenivo groups, nndu:tlu;:
domestic extremist organikations, but theJ wers quite limited.
_Senator Baxzx. How many “black bag” jobs were done in the course
of your tenure at the FBI{ :
Mr. Brenrwan. I would have no idea, sir.

?emb'or Baxxa. Well, you've got to have some ides. Was it 1, or was

it 1,000

Mr. Beewxan. I do not think I would be capabls of commenting. I
do not have that range; I did not work in that field where it was ggu;n-
erally employed as a technique, Senator.

. E:»:mtor BAE!I;_ How many do you have knowledge oft Something
ik inS Tenge o1 whet, 1, 10, 100, 1,0001
Mr.sfnminmu. I don’t think T'm in & position to be able to answer
+ alor, )

Senator Baxex. Do you have any know) on that subj

Mr. Brennan. Yes ;yi(r’x & geners rm‘:;e.Odga snbl)th

Senator Baxex. Then I would like to have that geners] ra:

The Cramkmax, Senator Baker, we have figures, %nld you like to
have them! We have documentary figures,

Senator Baxex. I would like
im‘fhmon too, Mr. Chairman,

e CHAmMAN, Very well. What was your impression?
Mr. Brennan. Can we get a given time frame!
?dena]tgor Baxn.Tlgo. Thatlfgu have knowledge of.
r. BRENNAN. The overall impression on my 26 years i
%na%)r ANaN. IY“. | p y 26 years in the FBI{
I. BRenNaN. 1 would have to say—I would put it in & fram
possibly, of maybe 30, 40. y P ' >
Senator Baxrr. Did the FBI ever got caughtt
Mr. Brenwan. I don’t think we did, Senator.
Senator Baxea. As & matter of fact, you didn't.
Mr. Brennan. I never heard of anybody getting caught, sir.
Senator Baxrr. And the techniques involved—were they with the
cooperation of the local police? How many men did it take! What
techniques did you employ to keep from getting caught?
Mr, BrennaN. I never engaged in one, Senator, so again, I would
havs to speculate on that, or speak from hearsay. .
Senator Baxzx. Mr, Chairman, do You have some figures!
The Cuamman. Yes. I was just going to congratulate you, Senator,
because you have man to get your rebuttal and s good speech and
e rator Buxen, T think Tom beres bolitaly told to sh
nator Baxxz, i in told to shut up,
[Genaral laughter.] : § politaly

TFArILL

that and T wanld libe tha welic_adt
=es,, Ri 2 AT WO WiLdoho -

;;;;

b

et 2w been supplied to us by the Federal Burean of Investiga-
"Ly hase, at our request, been declassified. And I would like to
o e v o the record. ) )
vt loaet 11 ddomestic subversive targets were the subject of at least
. - entris from 1942 to April 1968. In addition, ai least three Gomes-
1.« sibserive tnrgets wore the subject of numerous entries from Octo-
ter 1952 1o June 1068, Since there axists no precise record of entries,
e are unable to retrieve an accurnte accounting of their number, but
that is the best figure we have, )
senator Baxen. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This final question, Mr.
Hrennan, sincs my time apparently bas expired. Was your division
the one involvcdﬂ in any survei!lnnet: of political figures at the Demo-
binmal Manvan $1nn in 1040

bl W

Mr. BrexnaN. Yes, sir. We developed all of the intelligence infor-
mation relative to the activities of the dissidents who went out to
Chicago to disrupt the convention. However, I don’t recall any time
that any instructions were given to include surveillances of, as you
say, political figures, Senator.

Senator Barer. Yes. I'm talking sbout the allegations snd the
charges that the FBI kept surveillance on Robert Kennedy and
Senator Edward Kennedy and Martin Luther King, and & number of
other political figures, and that, in fect, there was & communications
link—I believe & telephone—from FBI headquarters in that city
to the White House—even to the Oval Office.

Mr. Brexnax. I am not familiar with such surveillances. But
basic——

Senator Baxer. You're familiar with those allegations and charges!

Mr. Brennan, No, As a matter of fact, I'm not. _

Senator Bagzr. You've never heard them beforet

Mr. BrEnNAN. No. Not those ef)eciﬁc ones. .

Senator Baxer. Well, generally, maybe I'm not describing it with
exact accuracy. ) .

Mr. Brennan. T recall that there wes an Earth Day affair, which I
bolieve Scnator Muskie made a speech, or something, and I believe an
FBI report dealt somehow with the Senator’s appearance on that
occasion. But any information of that type was purely coincidental
to the investigative efforts of the FBI which were basically directed

wava inwaluvad in thaos tvnaec af mavemants And
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anything related to political figures was nctunﬁly coincidental. _
nator Baxes. I'm told 1 was wrong. It was not at the 1968 con-
vention ; it was the 1964 convention that I was referring to. Does that
alter your answer at all§ '
Mr. Brexnwan. I had little knowledge of the 1964 convention, That

wag not coordinated out of the Domestic Intelligence Division. It is

my recollection that that was basically coordinated by Mr. DeLoach.
Senator Baxzr. Are you aware, generally, of the situation that X
described in reference to the 1984 Democratic Nationa! Conventiont
Mr. Brenvan. I'm aware in general, because the FBI personnel that
wern there at that time were phoning in reports concerning the activi-
Y:ew of individuals and groups over which Domestic Intelligence Divi-
v had an intorest,
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CAITLE STATLE REPARTMIANT 0F JL4 0K
FRUERAL BURKAW ©F IKVESTIAATION
AMMINETON, B B ’

Saptember 23, 1975

ITRD STATES SENATE SKLECT COMMITTER
mro BTUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (88C)

RE: SUAREPTITIOUS ENTRIES - DOMESTIC TARGETS

nafersnce is made to S5C lstter dated September 12,

31973, from Wr. Jobs T. El1liff, Director, Domestic Intslligence

RPPPETLY vV URER TR Y,

Yask Porce, to Mr. Michasl E. Bhaheen, Jr., SpocJ.:l E?E:ﬂ..
for intalligence Coordination, Offics of ths Depuly Attoonsy

ith
1, wharein Mxr, E11iff made the following request w
g::;::t‘tc domestic targets of surreptitious sntries con-

ducted by the FiI: .
1. Statisties on the volume of such surreptitiou

ntries in inclusive catagories such an '-nbvouiv:.' :
:uh:lt: hate,” organised crime,." or "miscellansous.” Thess

wtatistics should be cleared for public digclosura.

2. Compittss access at FBI Headquarters to a
gcomplete list of aspacific targets, represented by the
statietios in Item 1, above.

3. Delivery toc the ChaitXman and Vice Chairsan
of ths list of specific targets requasted for acoess in
Item 1, abovs.

th respsct to this nruoat. from 1942 to April,
1968, lur::ptltioup:cmtry was utilised by the P3I on a highly
selective basis in the conduct of certain investiqations.
Available records and recollsction of Spacial Agents at FBI
Neadquartera (FBINQ), who have kn?uhdgc of such :ctivffhu
jdentify tha targets of surveptiticus entriss as domestlic
::;::::': v:n:nd ul?l?.tu hate groups. Surrsptitious antry was
ussd to obtain secret and closely guarded crganizational and
financial information, and membership lists and monthly

roports of target organisations,

Re ¢ b

PP

whan a Spacial t in Chargs (SAC) of a fisld
+tt1;0 considered surreptitious entry mecessary to the
ntict of an investigation. he would make his request to
1-# appropriate Assistant Divector at PBIHG, justifying
tw nuod £0T an entry and assuring it could be accom-
pirahed safoly with full security. In accordance with
testructions of Divector J, Edgar Hoover, s memorandum
eutlining the facts of the requast was ‘prapared for
spproval of Mr. Hoover, or Mr. Tolson, the Associate
pirector. Subssquently, the mamorandum wae filed in
the Assistant Diractosr's office under a “Do Not File"
procedure, and thersafter destroyed. 1In the fiqld
office, the SAC maintained a record of acproval as a
control device in his office safe. At the next Ysarcly
tisld office inspection, a review of these records would
bs mads by the Inspector to insure that the SAC was not
acting without prior ¥YBINQ approval in conducting
surreptitious entriss. Upon completion of this reviaw,

these ragords wars destroyed.

Theare is no central index, file, or docusent
listing surreptitious entriss conducted against domestie
targets. To recorstruct thess activities, 1t is necessary
to rely upon recollactions of Special Agante who have
knowiodge of such activities, and review of those files
identified by recollection as being targsta of sutreptitious
entries. Since policies and procadures followed in Teporting
of information resulting from a surreptitious entry were
designad to conceal the activity from Persons not having a
nead to know, information contn{nld in FBI files relating
to entrics is in most instances incomplate and difficult
to identity. '

Reconstruction of {nstances of surreptitious antry
through raview of files and recollections of Spacial Agent
parsonnel at PBIRQ who have knowledge of such activities,
show the following categories of targets and the approximate
aumber of entries conducted against each:

1. At lsast fourtesn domestic subversive targets
ware the subject of at lsast 238 entries from 1947 to April,
1968, In addition, at least thres Gomestic subversive targets
wirs the subject of numerous entries from October, 1952, to
Juna, 1966. Since there axists no precise record of entries,
ve are unabla to retrisve an accurate accounting of theirx
aumber . .
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QUESTION:

. been pretty busy with a number of other things.

NEWS CONFERENCE OF CLARENCE M. KELLEY -
DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
JULY 14, 1975

Good morning. I haye very few statements to make as

an opening. I just want té‘éay that this is a further

attempt on my partlto e a little more availapie.

Frankly

>

it

Jds

s something which I h

and I have not in the past been premeditatively evasive

nor reluctant to appear before you. But, frankly, I've

-

I want to

let you know that we're continuing our efforts to try to
improve the rapport between us. We will continue to do
some things and hopefully, in the future we can get togethe.
more frequently on the basis of some of our past meetings "~
which I think have been very fruitful. So now I'11l throw
for qu

-
.
it open ions and these lights are a little bit

strong buﬁ i'll try to be able to identify you. Do you
have any questions? .

Do you have any evidence,'sir, or any information leading
you to suspect any CIA Agents héve been planted in any man-
ner or form in any executive agencies for the purpose of
transmitting evidence back to the CIA about that agency?

I have no evidence whatsoeyer brought to my attention

and I certainly know of none. .

Sir, do you have ongoing programs trying to check ouﬁ

that sort of thing? Do you lock for it?




-

We have no onéoing programs ﬁhatgoever and have had no

* reports that it has occurred and this is something new

to us.

from Congressmen ahd Cenators on the Hill who are charged
with invéstigéting the FBI and its ﬁoméstic surveillance
in past years that they are not getting the information
that they need. We héard from Senator Church maybhe yeste:
- day. Can you' respond to that? | - -

The allegation has been made to the effect that the FBI

. mmm sme mm e am p- |

to the requests of the Church committee for information
T = el st

i

g

relative to past abuses by the FBI in the intelligence fit
A = o ——— i e s LT

and it's even been said from time to timq_pgat_;hisf;eipc-

-

tance is reflective of an effort to pfeser!g‘the image—of

Mr. Hoover. First, I want you to know that in giving

instructions in this matter, it has been consistently
my policy to say that we should be completely candid

and forthright. And we should respond in whatever manner

we can consistent, of course, with some restrictions--thos
being a matter of confidentiality and right to privacy.
Insofar as dragging our feet, the letter which was sent tc
us was dated May 14, 1975. We immediately embarked on a

program to try‘to respond., In May, 1975, I remembef it we

LN -~ S S Gl e L .
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QUESTION:.

MR.

KELLEY:

the last half of M;y, we devoted 323 man days to t;y to
spond and to date have added an&khet over 400 hours and :
a total dedication of personnel--of i02 of our people.
We have 102 peéple who afe.gespondiné to this request.
The reason why it has taken this much fime and this great
amount of manpower is that we must go through all of

this material very caiefully to preserve, of course,

the privacy of those who ﬁay be mentioned and also to
disclosed. We are trying at best we can to resolve

in favor of making them available. I think this number

102 is very significant inasmuch as in the work of the

Freedom of Information, there are also over 102, about -

105 people, dedicated to fulfilling our obligations there,
So,‘we have almost 210 people engaged in these two

enterprises and this has a great impact upon our capabili-

ties. Does that answer your question?

LT S ]

. 2t walaer mnmdoma VLo
an you tell us why Senator Churc
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Why he what?

Why he would be complaining?

No sir, I don't knowf Some of these things, of course,
may be thought,to be too slow and it's thought perhaps

that all you have to do is to remove the material from

g \
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) S the file and.send it on up.' We have already suhmiéfed
a éreat deal of it and intend within the next 10 days to
complete the éntire matter. |
QUESTION: Is-in any of that qaterial‘;ow in the Justice Department
| awaiting approval 6f +he Attorney General?
MR, KELLEY: Yes, some of it is~in the hands of Ehe'nepartment ready
to be transmitted. That's our first step--after we make
our survey, to ship it over to them, they review it and th
N " send it on through.
QUESTION: Wel)l, has it been there for a while?
MR. KELLEY: I can't tell you exactly what length of time but I can say
that within about 10 days, we'll have ours completed and

you can gage thereafter wﬁat‘type of delay is experienced

through the Departmént.

QUESTION: Mr. Kelley, Senator Church says that_you won't_allow.him
. R —
' - //;nd his staff to 1ntervigw FBI Agents and that's one.of

e

ﬁu{

-

g%
)}t ¢ [the complaints he makes about the lack of cooperation.

Is that true that you w111 not allow the Senate staff to
interview FBI Agents?

)

MR. KELLEY: . We have gone through a procedure whereby ex-FBI Agents
may have available to them our people in order to consult

with them as to any matter which might be thought to

violative of some of the confidentiality provisions; and

T R T—— Gy A T e wr v
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) we have not, to my knowledge, denied the right of anyone

A Y

wiy
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* . presently employed to be interviewed with, of course agair

wr

the requirements that if they want to consult with us

J.L-;- P [ Sy
O Ehey may do.so. .~
_______,.___-—-—-‘:—"

QUESTION: Well, in other wdrds, you're saying that FBI Adents can

- -
Y e memeemT _

be intervieweé by the Senate staff. Is that correct?

MR, KELLEY: Let me just check that. Mr, Mintz, is that correct? Have

i

we denig? any?"

. We have not denied any. We've not indicated to anyone
we would not let them be interviewed.
What was that Mr. Kelley, about ex--I didn't understand,
about ex-FBI Agents?

- e e T R T T ] ——e 8 mmm ¥ oimn = Fenf e 3 g 2 e B ni B
EX=rDlL genvs, neln calleG, ainiu w A€ auvidbtu, 4aic JlilL.vile

that one of our people can be present outside the inter-

view room for consultation by that interviewee with our

people to determine whether or not a certain question is

beyond the purview of his capability, and we do not say to

him that he cannot answer but we do say here are the rules,

AR

the regulations, the law and you can be guided in accordanc
with your own dictates. But we make available to him a cor

sultant, so to speak.

QUESTION: . Is that a requirement or..?

MR. KELLEY: That's an agreement between us. .

QUESTION: In other words, when an ex-Agent goes.up, he has to\have
| somebody? . ‘ .
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MR; KELLEY:
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QUESTION:

-l .
III MR. KELLEY:

- not object to FBI Congressional oversight.

No sir, he does not have'to.have,but we inform him that
he may have if he so desires.

During your confirmatlon hearings two years ago.

A

by
Q
£
1
C
£
et

more Congressional oversight of the FBI. You think now

that there's too much, just about right, or not enough
oversight? i _

It is true that I said.during my confirmation that I do
One Las been
established énd I have met with them on several occasions
to set an oversight committee. There is also a House
so-called oversight committee--it's the House Judiciary

P ey S W IR

may DY virtue of their

Committee--there are others who
jurisdiction feei that they, too, haveroversight. We do
no oppose House oversight. Prankly, I would like to have
a joint committee of oversight so that we can know
precisely to whom we should report and they, .n turn, know
precisely to whom any ove;sight problems can be referred.
Basically, in other words, I do not object to oversight--
I do think that it would be much better if we could have

it well—structured so that it will be clearly understood

by all parties’ concerned as to what they are going to do

. \

\

and how they are to do it.
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QUESTION: . Mr, Relley, do you feel the oversight being conducted now

. p ) S between the Senate and House is prbbing too deeply into t
PBI-~-do you feel that any of the operations of the FBI h:

bmmem rzend s Al I kit t tmm mad e s emmea?
PEEN LUItT DY TNe LAVESTIgatTiOons going On niOWs

MR. KELLEY: do not construe the uctivities of the oversiéht groups

L .

as having delved tao'deeply into the work of the FBI. We
on occasion feel that perhaps some matters need protectio

- particularly those involving national security, but I hav

+

no objection in the exchange in oversight'groups of any
matter in which we are engaged. I think, as a matter of
fact, that this is a proper balance insofar as keeping us

in line and I also welcome it inasmuch as it gives us an

e A PO R B S ok oM Lo oon A AL -
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do not object to the exchange, in other.words.
QUESTION: Mr. Kelley, you said that you're not attempting to preserx
the image of J. Edgar Hodver and, apparently, you know

what will be in the information that is to g8 out of your

- office in 10 days. Can you tell us, when that information
gets up to the Hill and aésuming it's made public, are the
going to be some more bomb shells about the FBI that we
haven't heard about or is this all information which has

“““ en made public? : ‘ \
MR. KELLEY: I don't know of any bomb shells, so to speak. In the news
media, there have been many things discussed, many reports

made, and in those matters I think that just about every-

thing that we know about has been already, at least to




QUESTION: -

some extent, discussed and, to some extent, publicized.

'I am convinced that in these matters where there might be

some criticism, there is an underlying intent to do that

which is good for the Natibn. I have not come across any
activities which I~would construe as being illecal, being
directed éow&rd persbnal gain or to enhance the reputation
of anyone. I see nothing untoward in these activities, in
other words, ashthey will be reviewed by the various groups
Now, Mr. Kelle&, Mr. Sullivan said about a week ago,'that
he assumed there had been som~ national security break-ins
over the years and I'm just wondering if there have been
national security break-ins, say in the last five years,
roughly what number are we talking about and why aren't
they illegal? What's the legal authori‘.t‘:y?

There have been statements made'about surreptitious
entries and the latest was that statement made |

by Mr. Sullivan who just fetired as the Assistant
Director in Charge of the Loé Angeles Office; and there
have been, of course, reports in the medig that the
Department of Justice has been inquiring into allegations .
that our people have engaged in sufreptitious entries or,
as they are so&etimes termed, burglaries. Yes, the FBI
has conducted surreptitiohs entries in éecuring informatio

relative to the security of the Nation. However, ié\1966,




QUESTION:
A—

" all such acti&ity was ggrminated'dith the exception of

a small amount of actighs which were conducted in connect
with foreign counterintelligence investigations which we
felt had a gravé impéct'uponjthe securitylof the Nation.
And again, as I juﬁi said, I feel that the FBI.personnel
participating 'in or_approving such activities acted in

good faith with the bélief that national security interest

were paramount and their aﬁtions were reasonable, I'm
'_always mIndfuL of a story I heard many yeérs ago ~bout two
neighbors who started some arguments which, obviously,
were coing to terminate into difficulties. One of thé
neighbors started a campaign to build himself up with
shadowboxing, punching the bag and so forth, and it appeart
very likely that he was goingito be in pretty good shape
in order to beat up his neighbor and so éhe neighbor,
thereafter, concerned as to what would happen to hiﬁ,
started to defend himselft' You don't wait until the
climax which could be the putsch--you start preparing

yourself and so I think that the FBI and its officials

construed this as paramount again in the protection of

the country.
TYou said that im 1966, there were a small amount of

burglaries., I'm just wondering how small is small and

) TN




QUESTION:

MR. KELLEY:

QUESTION:
ﬂ

QUESTION:
/

who gave the 6K. Did this cdme'from President Johnson
or.Président Nixon or was this a decision made by Attorney
General.... |

This matter will be_discusséa in subsequent hearings

and in reports, and fu.ther than what I have stated, I

L}
-

cannot comment.

Mr. Keliey, were these directed against Americans or

' foreign persons?
I would pfefef not at this point to make ahy comments
further and particﬁlarly not in particulérity as to who
| may have been the ones against whom they were dlrected.

Well, were they all conducted in this country or were

some conducted overseas?

-I know of none overseas. .

Sir, going back to prior to 1966, why was the procedure
changed in 196672 ' |

By virtue of the feeling -of Mr. Hoover that, under the
then-~prevailing philosophy and the feeling that possibly
in the context of the times; this was not a viable
procedure--they were stopped. It was Mr. Hoover's
deciqion.

Sir, can we in}er that there were quite a number, a
large number, of burglariés prior to 1966, but fewer

since then? - \




KELLEY:, y You cannot infer anything because ‘I have not told you
| of any number. I can only say that they were stopped

in 1966. As to the number, I cannot actually £e11 you how

many nor can I say that it*s quite a number or very few.

-11 - , '
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£§ QUE§TION: {¥hy can’t you tell us the number?,

?f :  ANSWER: . Because we're going to make reports to our Congres-
AL ' sional groups and to the Department of Justice and,
o frankly, I can't tell you the number myself. We
ﬁ ' . don't have any.... -

QUESTION: They did not entirely stoé in 19667 There were
' 'aome that did get. you say, a small number after
19662

L
-

" ANSWER: There may have been some after 1966 which were,
of course, in the field of foreign counterintelli-
gence, and such that it would make a grave impact
on our.... :

l ‘QUESTION: 3efore that, they were not with the field of foreign

counterintelligence?
ANSWER: {Oh, yes, there were some in that field also.

QUESTION: There were others that were not in the field of
: foreign counterintelligence before 19662

You recall that I said in the context of the E-‘Ll‘iﬂ'
’ it may well have been that prior to that time national
security or counterintelligence or whatever terminologqy
you might want to use could have included other areas,
But, then you began to compartmentize various types
of activities and then it became evident that the
area of foreign counterintelligence national security
' certainly should be differentiated from domestic
security.

-

the time that you have heen Director? 1Is this type
of activity, has it been permitted? 1Is it policy
now to conduct this kind of activity?

l'But, Mr. Relley, what policy have you followed in

activity since I have been made Director. If ever
anything of this type comes up, and I can't foresee
this need, but,’if it ever 4did come up and it became
a matter of grave concern, & matter which is to be
solved only through such activity, I would present

it to the Attorney General and would be guided by
his opinion as to such activity. Frankly, I have \

‘not had any such request since I have come aboard.

! I have not had a single request to conduct such

h)
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QUESTION:

ANSWER:
QUESTION:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

QUESJ'ION:

SETT LT B A . A P 5o Comoms e e S DA Wil ool TR

AAMILEG CU W€ LOISLgn 1ri€id WaEn yYuu oay such

‘activity?

Is that in the foreign field, Mr. .Kelley.

Tdordbend b bobe Lo d owen

Ed VA snboion sssmsa mwmar

Yes, sir, Pbreign intelligence, counterintelli-
gence, national security, whgtever terminology ;
you want to use, .

,Back prior to 1966, were any of those in say
organized crime investigations? :

,I know of none.
were in, please. What areas the pre-1966 burglaries

took place? Characterize the kinds of investiga-
tions they concern?

leuld you characterize, Mr.°Ke11ey, what areas they

I can not at this point characterize them because 1

l 2ecms S ta % . ..

JUST GQOn © Know how nney were to be characterized.
But, it could be that, I would guess, that the

great majority of them are what we now term counter-
foreign, counterintelligence, or national security.

I would say that in all probability the geat majority
of them were in that area. That's where the grave
concern is. . .

Have you reviewed them from a legal poin£ of view

' LU uer.erma.né wneuner dIlY OI tnem ﬂl.'. BJ.L were con-~
ducted without proper legal authority?

We have discussed them witﬁ the Department, and will
pPlace them in their hands and they will make such
a review.

I wanted to ask you if this goes back to World War
II, the RKorean War, the Vietnam War, the COId war

o - oy, g 1

o all of them?

‘They will go back to World War II, I'm coﬁfident.

! Is it possible tp get court authorization by warrant .
or whatever means for surreptitious entry as dis-
tinguished from an ordinary search warrang?

’Inherent in the request for a microphone installation

l:nere is a matter of surreptitious entry. So, therein
you have a natural concomitant. You do have that

-13 -~




QUESTION:

) l permission. There is some dictum.to indicate, at

present, that this may be brought up later. But, I
‘know of no authorization which can be obtained per se
for a surreptitious entry. And, at this point, of
course, the feeling is that these confined as they
are to foreign counterintelligence it flows from
presidential authority as it applies aiso to the
warrantless wiretaps.

l Weren't the civil rights groups, Mr. Kelley, among

I some of the organizations who were burglarized?
I'm not going to say anything about where they were,
or against which organizations they were directed,
only to say that they were, Mr. Nelson, and I hope
that will satisfy you, and I hope that if there is
any revelation to be made later that they can be &3
complete as possible because, again, we feel that
the intent was a very good one and there was no
illegality concerned. And the impact of it was to

protect the country.

Sir, how can you say that there was no illegality

iconcerned if the Constitution says that you have to

have a search warrant to make an entry and without,

as I understand it, even checking this with the
Attorney General, these Agents burglarized private
premises?

The resolution of the problem which you now present
is up to the Department and the courts, and I, of
course, will not engage in anything except to say
that in the defense of the men who authorized .and
‘participated, that they had this intent and within
every criminal violation there is a necessity that
there be the ingredient of intent and there was none
here as far as I can determine.

Mr. Kelley, would you say, 8sir, that most of these
requests for surreptitious entry flowed from presi-
dential authority? 1Is that what you said, sir?

No, I did not say that. I 4id not give a complete
outline as to what the authorization was. And, this
again will be a matter which will be discussed in

the reviews of the Department and the various Congres-

sional committees. \
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QUESTION:

”,

ANSWER:
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QUESTION: '

ANSWER:

. QUESTION: .

' ANSWER:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

e e b ety e ey ¢ e x|
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Iit being a matter of the executive privilege of the

Sir, would you say that the Cubang who burglarized

Nanial Plohara?’a neavehiasbteriotle AFfina ahanld mak
VEAlIdT e L4o0uTLy O POyVIIAALLIAGR @ ULLALALE DiiUUAU GV

“have been convicted then since they thought that
they were on a national security mission? They
didn't intend to violate any laws. That was their
testimony. .-

‘ -\
I have no judgment insofar as that because nmy .
province 1s in presenting the facts and for the
review and determination by the courts and if such

e e Eemam e Mem  f A vemoan dmbmnmdnd hes ma
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to give them any sanctuary. I'm trying to keep in
the area of our facts and that particular thing as
to whether or not they had any intent or whether or
not it is a viable defense is up to the courts.

Mr. Kelley, did you twice mention that you-expect
some resolution to this question in the courts?
How is it going to get into the courts?

I don't know. It possibly will be some sort of a
defense, rather some sort of a presentation to the
courts by the Attorney General. He has indicated
that perhaps this being a Constitutional question--
presidential power--that it might well be necessary
to have such a review to determine.

Were all of these break-ins conducted with the
permission of either the Attorney General or the
President at the time? Or, were there any that were
conducted without such approval?

I cannot, at this point, éive you any particufars
about the program. I just say, as I did before,
md thisuoot )

Because you don‘'t know or because you're withholding
comment?

I'm withholding comment.

Mr. Kelley, I'm still unclear about distinction
between break~ins before 1966 and afterward. Is the
reduction in number the only change that was made or
was there change in the limitations on the targets
that were used? .

There was a change insofar as the targets just being
in the aubsequent area confined to those matters which

s P B o PRy SR Sy wge, 1 Jp—

% were concerned in Lorexgn counterintelligence.
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' QUESTION:
‘ 3

'w:j‘ ANSHWER:

E -QUESTION:

ANS“ER

ANSWER:

QUESTION:
L

You imply then that the others concern domestic
security or did it go beyond that?

This implication is yours, Mr. Rogers, but....
' I'm trying to recall what you said initially,.

I said that..., the ques£ion was asked me whether
I included domestic inteliigence, and I said I
was confident that the great majority was in tn2
area of foreign intelligence or foreign counter-
intelligence, whatever you want to call it. And
there may have been. I don’t know.

Mr. Kelley, you said that you have not received a
request--for any type of activities such as this
since you have been in office. When 4id the last
one take place?

I do not know. I'do not kncéw,

J will the material you
fu

Committee include
break-ina?

It will be a matter which will be completely
presented to the Attorney General, and, insofar as
full disclosure ky him, that's a question which
only he can answer. We will report those about

which we know.

u tu
11 detail

i
Mr. Kelley, you said it was also for the good of
the country that Agents send letters to school
boards and principals and others to damage the
reputation of people working who have had connec-
“tions with groups the FBI had infiltrated. Was

that also for the good of the country?
Your statement, was that also fbr the qoéd of the

country to do that, to damage the reputation, was
not the issue. As you pose your question, you
answered substantially my response that would be
made. Yes, I .think that the purpose here was to
do something that would ultimately end to the
benefit -of the Nation. 1In other words, I think
in the so-called@ COINTEL Program, which you men-
tioned, that the intent there was one which had

\
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adequate basis. As to the programs, now, indi-
vidually activities within those programs may be
suspect. I have said and repeated that some of

those activities I would not feel are proper today. I
wasn't there during the time that all of these programs
were developed, nor certainly the approval of the
various activities within those programs, Were I to
have been there, there is some that perhaps I might
have sald, "No I don't think this is proper.” I have
the benefit of hindsighkt. I have the benefit of exper-
ience in local law enforcement which, I think, prepares
me to better understand perhaps the impact of some of
these types of things. They are not at all unknown in
the field of law enforcerment. In some degree or another
almost all thé law enforcement has engaged in sone

gimilar types of activities. Not perhaps to the sophisti-

cation as the COINTEL Program, but the context of the
time is felt necessary in the present day. We realize
that different standards should be applied and they are
and@ we do not engage in those activities now. Since
April, 1971, we cut them off,

(NOTE TO CORRESPONDENTS AND EDITORS: The preced-
ing comment by Mr. Xelley concerning local police
use of efforts similar to COINTELPRO may -be open
to miginterpretation. At his direction the FBI
later issued his clarifying statement: "I had in
mind that law enforcement agencies have used )
methods designed to create disunity among the
criminal element, particularly in organized crime
and hoodlum gangs, Probably most common waAs
labeling a crime figure as a police informant

to discredit and destroy his criminal influence.
These activities to pit one crime figure against
another have achieved success in neutralizing

the criminal element.")

You said that you disagreed with some of the activities,
that they were not proper programs. Alright, does that
mean that there are variations of COINTEL Programs
still going on? : :

In the first place, we deliniate certain programs,
That's the overall structure of the full system.
Within each of these programs there were some activi\
ities, individual activities, I feel that the setup
of the programs certainly was directed properly, that
is, with the intent to preserve the Nation. Insofar
as some individual activities, yes, I feel that some

-17 - ' .




Jwere, in today's context particularly, imprudent and
that they were not, again in the present context, the
type of thing that certainly I would approve. Be that
as it may, we stopped them in 1971 and we have no
intention to continue thepm.‘.

QUESTION: Mr. Kelley?
ANSWER: Yes, sir, Joe? . | .
* ) "
. '
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. ANSWER:

QUESTION:

QUESTION:

-

ANSWER:

. QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

When you were an Agent did you engage in any

break-ins or were you aware of any break-ins?

V

QUESTION:

Insofar as the matter which you are now discus-
sing, I think that we can give substantially the
same answer to this. This is a matter which is
being investigated by the Department and is being
investigated by the various committees, particu-
larly the Select Committee of Congress and, I'm-
not saying that Clarence Kelley engaged in such
activites, or did not engage in these activities,
I'm merely saying that these have been presented
for review and they will, thereafter, be discussed
at some length and any publicity that might be
given them will be that which will be given by
those more knowledgeable than I.

Mr. Kelley, to your knowledge have any members of

the FBI been involved in the planning or execution
of assassinations?

No, sir. I know of nbne.

Mr, Kelley, how about the break-in of embassies

here in Washington. Have any members of the FBI
gained surreptitious entry into any embassied in
Vashington?

Without naming or designating victims or insti-

tutions, I can only say that there were a few

concerned with counterintelligence--foreign in
nature--subsequent to 1966. Further then that

I cannot say. .

A few is 10, 20, 100? When you say few, I'm sure
that I'm lost as to how few is a few.

! Not many.

Was a lot of this done in Washington as bpposed
to other cities in the country?

There were not a lot, I'm confident of that. And,
frankly, .I don't think that all of the few were
confined to Washington, D. C., but I can't tell
you abgolutely that that is true.

- 18 -




QUESTION:

ANSWER:

ANSWER:
QUESTION:

ANSWER:

'
QUESTION:

Mr. Kelley, were any of these done in conjunction

.with the CIA? With their khowledge?

I know of none. Now, subsequently, perhaps there
—ea K _ coa | Y R U =L W — PR T Ny
may nave oveen inivimation whicil diua gu vw vacm

. but, not insofar as the origin of the information,

I'm confident of that. Wé were not in partner-
ship with CIA, . ’
How about the NSA? .Were there any of these break-
ins done to help benefif the NSA in its code-
breaking programs?

Mt dJau o mobbhoe sihdatea 20d 4971 hn AnssatlTarmad amd w419
4l 43 8B MALLEL WIilLWI]l Wilild W ucvca.uycu Gilvi Wi i b
be presented and, it's better for them to comment

_then I, .

Mr. Kelley, the Rockefeller Commission report
said that, in discussing the CIA's mail cover
operations, said the FBI only learned about this
about five years after it was in the works. 1In
1958, I believe. Mr. Colby's report to the

President said the FBI knew about it from its
conception. Which is correct?

It {8 my understanding it was 1968.

-

19582

1968,

Wait a minute, 1958, 1958, That's right,
1958. '

. Mr. Kelley, in the last 50 years, as I understand

it from FBI officials, there has never been an

FBRI Agent prosecuted for any kind of corruption

or crime in connection with his official duties.
Is there any agreement with the Justice Department
either in writing or any other kind of agreement
not to prosecute people who may stray from or
commit crimes but, rather to handle it with
internal discipline?

Mr. Kelly, spelled K-E-L-L-Y, there is no such
agreement. I would not abide by such an agreement.
I vehemently oppose any such arrangement and would
not operate under such arrangement. No, there is
none., Yes, anyone that, within the FBI, will be
prosecuted if there is evidence leading to that

-19 - ' -




QUESTION:

ANSWER:

conclusion. I can assure you absolutely that
this is my policy, is the policy of the Bureau,
and that we will pursue them as vigorously as

we possibly can. There's nothing worse in my
estimation than the betrayal of trust and that's
what we have when one of your own people defects
and gives sanctuary and assistance to the
crminal world.

How do you account than for the fact that there

lldB Deen no one WﬂO HES SIIEIYEQ aCrCcss ‘I.'.Il. 11Ne
in all these years? It's almost unhuman.

Well, I appreciate your compliment, Mr. Kelly,
which I agree with, there has been ncne. There
have been, of course, some allegations made

from time to time, all of which have been pursued

"and found to be groundless. 1 think that it's

inherent in an organization which is closely

mrswssede 3 o € man A St smssvmin st wmded smen riled mien Rmm a  emde s
Dl LillleTl, il ViyallliiZdlLiWil WIILLIL 1D a dLlivily

. inspection system but, more than anything else,

is the choice of people who are not susceptible
to this type of thing. Unquestionably, in such
a screening process some might get through.

But, than, within the FBI is a built-in systenm
which further prevents this possibility and that
is a tremendous pride in this very matter. That
is, that there has been no corruption. and, I

- *h
am confident that A Agents wux.ka.ug with one anoth

although, will, of course, on occasion be sym-
pathetic to an Agent who possibly may be drinking
too much or may possibly, -for other reasons in
the area the morals might digress to some extent,
they absolutely will not countenance corruptien

o~ -
1G4 p

" or defection to the criminal element or otherwise

contaminate that splendid reputation of the Bureau.
It's a unique situation, 1It's difficult for some
to understand., But, it's a built-in barrier to

an extension of this type of activity and, some-
thing of which we will have tremendous pride and I
personally would not hesitate one second to pursue
any allegations such as this, feeling that although
it may get wide publicity, although it may, to some
extent, harm the credibility of the FBI, it must
be done. And, I assure you, will be done. Unusual
perhaps, but nonetheless, it is present and we will
persist with this type of activity. We don't ask
our Agents to squeel on one another, wé point out
the splendid reputation that is inherent within

our tradition and is one of the finest traditions
you can possibly build.
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QUESTION: { Mr. Kelley, earlier you spoke of the advantages and limitations

"
€

\.»"‘

of hindsight. After having examined the records of the break-ins

and you observed that you thought it

was well intentioned, I believ'e, in most cases. Did you also

observe that thcre was any gross misuse of authority in the

process of that?

LLEY: I do not note in these activities any gross misuse of authori
I see a consistent thread of well-intentioned activities. Perhaps
now in the present society, and in the context of now and in those

times. I do not feel that it was a corruption of the trust that

ha Tnnmad fea sugm- A e vy wrn hneen Adnd
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that perhaps could be wrong, but in those days there was no

intention to engage in activities which were prohibited, illegal,

. or otherwise wrong.

"
)
i~ b - 2 R

QUESTION: Mr. Kelley, why wouldn't an act like the bugging oi Martin Luther

- . ’ King's hotel room have been a betrayal of trust? These Agents
took an oath under the Constitution and that was prohibited by
Federal law at that time,

There have been a number of articles written about this situation.
In reviewing this situation, I feel that the a_uthority.stemmed from
the p-roper source. It wa-s a matter which was construed in thse

times as of considerable concern to the country, and the FBI acted

in accordance with the request which was made that it be installed.

"21-‘ . *
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You say that it was a matter which was then a violation of the

TS AT

’ - - law. Within the warrantless wiretaps under ordinary circum-
. stances they could conceivably bg construed as a violation, but
under the umbrella of the pro'te;:Elon of the country they have
been authorized, so I tion‘t subscribe to the feeling that they
knowingly, in such an inst4ilation, vilated the law with the
intent to violate the law. . a
QUESTION: Mr. Kell::y, do'you still--does the FBI still--compile personal
information on fhe personal behavior of Members of Congress,
members of the press, ﬁnd other people?

MR, KELLEY: The FBI receives a great deal of information from time to time.

We are charged when we have a complaint to write l.:lp that
complaint. We feel that not only ﬁre we following the archival
. rales that such must be recorfied, but also we feel in dischérge
' of Vour dutties we should record it because such information might
well dovetail with some I.nvest.igation that we are conducting,
People come to us to tell about these things for reasons--not
just to spill out gos;sii) and rumor and to possibly put someone

on the spot. We 'inform them, for example, ét the time they -

submit this information a record will he made of t

is but if it is
outside the jurisdiction of the FBI we 8o state. They know be\fore
they leave, for example, that nothing will be done about it other

than to record it. N

O‘.‘ ' ’ ' '_22- - .



| QUESTION:
+..| MR, KELLEY:

3 QUESTION:

MR. KELLEY:

-

QUESTION:

MR. KELLEY:

s

§ QUESTION:
MR. KELLEY:
QUESTION:

{ MR, KELLEY:

But it 1s put in the files?

"Yes, it is put in the files., Yes sir.

Whether it has to do with éex actlyﬁitles, or drinking too much,
or what have you? ¢ )

The allegations within t!xe complaint are put into the complaint
and are put into-the file no matter what they might be. Yes.
Government officials, Members: of Congress'a.nd the press,
and what have you ? |

Yes gir. The Departrﬁent of Justice and the Buréau are now

engaged in a mutual venture to set up guidelines as to our

activity in this regard.” We will abide by those guidelines.

We do want it known, howéver, that éome of this information
might very well be hélpful to us in iater lnvestig'atmt;s. The
abuse is the publication of this'information, and I know of no

abuse, Jack, which we can point to.

-

Has it been used at times to try to get a person's job?

I know of none.
You know of none ?

Now you say to trg to get a person's job? Now I don't know of

alf of the activities that we're involved in--and Lsay to you, Jack,

2 T wm— e o m

that yes there have been some accounts as to this effect. 1 feKl

that actually were there any such activity it was on the basis of a_

-23-"
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feeling that these things were true and that they were of such

g

iinﬁdrtance that they should be passed on. Some of these, of
course, are in the COINTEL Program. I was not privy to some
of these allegations. "I assui'e §ou that thig will not continue to
the present time. I llave_ been asked what about your own feeling
about such information. Since I have arrived I have not had a bit
of gossip or a bit of rumor sént to me and 'this is over two years.
I have not reviewed files to find out about repbrters, Congress-
men or other public £ igures. Ido not subscriﬁe to that type of
thing. Ihave a file on me. It is a quite lengthy file. It includes
the investigation conducted about me at the time I was being
considered. I unc'lersta'nd it is quit.e voluminous. I assure you
that I have not read that file. I do not know who made
complimentary statements ab'out me. I don't know who made
‘ dérogatory statements. Perfxaps, maybe, some of you may
have made such statements. [ don't want to be colored in my
opinion about you by some ‘statements which you may have made
in good faith, and I think this substantially is what it is all about.
The caonfidentlali,_ty and -the privacy of individua..ls. If you, Joe
I.;astellc, want to make a statement about me, .you should. 1
think you should be given that right, and I think that the prop\e;
forum is in one of confidentiality. I have not read those so-—cailed

gossip, rumor, or other objectionable types of materials. Iam

' ) . -24" .




QUESTION:

QUESTION:

. -
QUESTION:

-

MR. KELLEY:

MR. KELLEY:

MR. KELLEY:

not going to read them, and I certainly do not sponsor any move

to revive anything such as may have once existed.

Those files will remain? Rumors, gossips--gossip, whatever

is in it?

Yes sir. .

You said that you don't question the motives of people who come in

-

to give you information. Do you ever check out the information

"~ that was given to you about the people?

mount into a violation, yes, we check them out. But a mere

allegation that so and so is a sex deviate or that he is going

around conducting himself other than in a gentlemanly manner

and so forth, no, we do not just on the bare éossip stage check

that out.

But, nevertheless, that remains in file.

]

You don't check that

out, that remains in the person's file unevaluated and raw.

Is that correct?

That's right. Now the implication is that you should possibly

clear’the man. In so doing you would, of course, be violating
your charter which is that you do not investigate matters of this

type. You might also by virture of this give-it some degree of

-25-
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QUESTION:
MR. KELLEY:
QUESTION:

QUESTION:

MR. KELLEY:

QUESTION:

MR. KELLEY:

statute by investigating it. But more than anything else if we

- have no business in it we shouldn't be checking it out and we

do not.

If you have no business in it, Why are you in it at all?

We did not. enter. into it.

P .
Is this a file that is a part of the FBI records?

Yes sir. -,

-

. You won't always be the FBI Director?
‘That's right. I am confident of that. Iam with you a thousand

| percent.

Mr. Kelley, can you tell us when you first learned of the files that |
Mr. Hoover kept that were called hié confidential or OC files and
whether or not anyone within the Bﬁreau knew about those files

and failed to tell you about the'm?

Jack, that's a long answer, but I will try to brief it. I first learned

of the possibility that these files existed in January, 1974, I then

was presented a list of sonie of fhe files and called in one of the

Assistant Directors and said what is this all about. Should they

be integrated int(: the géneral file system, and I mean by that. that

we have a general file system.l We have a section of our files which

are kept in a separate room because we don't want everyone te

have the capability of going into them._ The man who was charge_d
o \




with the responsibility of looking into this then within a few

S . L . months retired. The next stimulation of this situation arose

after a statemen‘t,appeared‘m the paper mentioning these files
and we immediately talked about this. Still I did not look at the
files. 1then instructed that our Inspection Division go over them a
make a Iiétiné.pf them‘, categorizing them. Some of them, of
course, were purely administ'rative, some included information
~as outlined by Mr. Levi. Such a listing was made and v)as turned
. over to the Department. Thereafter Mr. Silberman looked them
over and thereafter Mr Levi looked them over and I made a
rather cursory check of' them myself. Why did I not look these )
files over in the first place? I‘ did xiét construe them as being with-
in the realm of the so-called dossiers that had been mentioned
before and during, certainly, my confirmation. I said I did not
subscribe to the preparation t_);'_retention of dossiers on Congress-
" men nor members of the Senate. I still persist in that and we have
not. My references were_about those which were declared
improper during Mr. Gray's administration and they were at that
time st.opped. These were dossiers that were ﬁrepared on candidates
- for Members of C!ongress and those who failed in théir venture
were destroyed. Those which were successful were put into t({e

general files, We no longer do that and frankly, in my opinion, .

this is what was referred to. I feel that these files should be

-27 -
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about my own file. Idon't think it will benefit me to go over

-

them. Under archival rules they must be preserved. In the

guidelines which are to be established, I wﬂl elcome any

e which says we either do or do not preserve

them. I am anxjous for us to do our work the way it should be

~ done. More than that, I cannot say.

‘Mr. Kelley, there have been suggestions that your absences

from Washington for family reasons have prevented you from
getting the kind of control of the Bureau that you would have if

you were here all the time. I am wondering how you respond

to that kind of suggestion? ' -

My response is that I feel that T have been able to maintain

cohtrol. I am certainly in constant touch. I have telephone

" calls that are relayed to me when I have made such trips, ITam -

confident that the executive staff of this Bureau is solidly behind
me. I say this inasmuch as I have somewhat a feeling such as
may be implied in your ‘question. I must as a result of
conditions that yéu know abou_t‘ make these trips. If 1 feel that in _
so doing it will endanger my administrative control and my \
capability of doing that which I think should be done, 1 will leave.

..\ .
-28 -
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There is no queétion whatsoever becau'se that which I say applies
. to others should also apply to me. Bué, I do feel that I have
control of the organlzatioh. I have known of no disruptive tactics tha
might have been launched to uhsé;t me and again were tpere any
evidence of that and found, in my opinion, ‘to be one which is well
grounded; .I W(')l.l_ld imm;dtately leave.
QﬁESTIbN: Mr. Kelley, if I can return for the moment to the subject of
- 7 break-ins. You.said that conditions of national security and
| foreign intelligen;:e~-there may have been other areas. I wonder
if you can be a little clearer on whether there were any break-ins
that were not related to foreign intelligence or national security?

B MR. KELLEY: |Iknow of none,

Thank you Mr. Kelley,

L L
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Ww. R&ymuud Wannall, Assistant Director, FBI Anteuigence

Commissioner, Investigations; and

AT T Ohaalealfaed Qanaime (RIaf. Thaedtd Do Qenmdod
Ah N AAALL ) e dere et bRl Wl k) i bt wdbaed ) e S vk A tmaay e s b
- Agent; Hugh Mallet, Special Agent._ - - e eeeceeccaee .
Arthur Murtagh, retired FBI Special Agento oo oo __ -
. Robert Hardy, former FBI informant.c - .o oo .
Lori Paton, student, University of Virginia. o .. ccooeo o .
Peter Camejo, representative of the Socialist Workers Party_ _______
Kathy Sledge-Lovgren, member of the Socialist Workers Party._._..
Robert George Silverman, president, Peer Enterprises, Ltd. ... __
Marcus G. Raskin, Codirector, the Tastitute for Policy Studies..___.
Additional testimony of .
W. Raymond Wannall, Assistant Director, FBI Intelligence Division.
December 10, 1975:
Louis H. Pollak, denn, School of Law, University of Pennsylvania___.
Wiitliam K. Lambie, associnie execuiive director, Americans for
Effective Law Enforcement, Ine__ . o cnee oo _ demcm e
Michael E. Tigar, Williams, Connolly & Califano, Washington, D.C.;
adjunect professor of law, Georgetown University Law Center__.__
Additional statements submitted for ‘the record h;{r—
Field, A. Scarle: FBI memo of August 29, 1972, relating to Bureay's
trash cover of IPS (excerpt) o co oo cciceicceeecncoooaa -
Jenson, Jerry N.: Information relating to number of DEA employees
subject to disciplinary action because of allegations of corruption.
: Kaiser, Martin L.: Prepared statement___ .o oo ocmooeoo. -
. Moore, Mark H.: Prepared statement......ceeeeeceencmceaan e

.
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Appendixes
ppendix I.—Btaffl analysis: former FBI personnel empioyed by A.T.& T,
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Mr. Jonnsoxn. I suppose there is an Assistant Attorney General
involved? ‘ ’

Mr. Waxxarr, There is an Assistant Attormey General in charge of
the Criminal Division. :

Mr. Jonxson. 1sthat an appointed oftice? Is that one of those offices
where people serve for a while and then they go out and another person
is appointed and he goes out ? It looks to me a3 though this is probably
what happened—that they started the investigation 30 years ago and
nobady ever challenged it or stopped it. .

Mr. WannNazs. Itis an appomnted office, but I'm sure the reports are
not personally reviewed by Hnm. They are probably reviewed by some-
one under him, whe would certainly have some degree of continuity in
his position. . :

Mr. Jouxsox. What kind of oversight in the Congress do we have
to check these things?

Mr. Waxwsarr. Qversight by Congress? :

Mr. JouxsoN. Yes. Has anybody in the Congress ever said, “Why
are you doing this and why have yon continued for 30 years when you
have not found there is any danger?” : '

Mr. Waxxarn, I don't know whether it wonld be termed oversight
as such, but I think during the entire period of time the Director of
the FBI testified in connection with the appropriations of the FBI.

Mr. Jouxsox. We have had testimony about what that kind of
testimony involved. If that is what it was, it is understandable how it
went on so long. .

Chairman Pixe. Mr. Dellums.

Mr. Dericms. Before getting into questions, I would like to say
I appreciate yonr going into statistics with respect to minorities emn-
nloved hy the FRT Rut in sphronriste torme vonr emnlaymeant of
blacks is 1.2 pereent, and in a Nation where 51.2 percent of the popula-
tion is women, you have 0.4 percent women agents. .

Now, with respect to your statement abont the Fourth International,
as T understand it, the Socialist Workers Party was affiliated with
the Fourth International back in the late 1930°s. That was not illegal.
As a result of the possage of the Voorhis Act. the Socinlist Workers
Party discontinued any afliliation from that day to the Fourth Inter-
national which in my opinion flies in the face of your justification for
30 years of intimidation, burglarizing, warrantless wiretaps, and
other programs you have used to justify.ander the absurd nomenclature
of counterintelligence program. With respect to the Socialist Workers
Party specifically, as I understand it this morning. you testified that
tli;)e FBI has not engaged in surreptitions entry or Lurglary since

63. ’

In the fall of 1971, the office of the Michigan Socialist Party was

burglarized, and file materials were taken. In April 1973, the Civil -

Service Commission confronted a former SWP member with a copy
of a letter of resignation from SWP. The letter had been in the
burglarized file.

My questions are twofold. ITas the FBI burglarized SWP offices
n general, and specifieally have you burglarized Michiman offices of-
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{An efidavit signed by Norma Jean Lodico attesting to the burglary
referred to by Mr. Dellums and to other matters is printed on pages
1195-1196 of the appendixes.} :

Mr. WaxxavL, Congressman Dellums, this merning the date I men-
tioned was 19G8 as opposed to 1965, I have no knowledge that the
¥BI has burglarized the Socialist Workers Party in that or other
instances you are talking about since then.

Mr. Deztoys. You say you have no knowledge. Lot mo put it this
vay: I would like to suggest that you check the files, and if there is
any material leading to any facts that you burglarized the SWP or
its Michigan office. would you sup&‘:y that in writing to this committee

M. Waxxawn The files have been checked, and I assure you there
is nothing in the files to indicate that in 1971 the Michigan office was
burglarized. ) ‘

Mr. Derrvws. Thank you. .

FBI manual section 122, entitled “Extremist Matters and Civil
Unrest,” says in part:

Jo addition to the three principal stetutes ontlined above, the following statute
would pertaln to {uvestizations of Klan and other white hate groups.

{4) Civil Rights Act of 1968 (T18, USC, Sec. 241)

In sununary, this statute makes Jt unlawful for two or more persons to con-
#pire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate any citizen In the free exercise
or enjoyment of any right or privilere secured to him by the Constitution or
laws of the United States. Additlonally, jt prohibits two or more persons golng
in disguise on the highway or on the premises of another with intent to prevent
or hinder his free exercise or enjoyment of any rights secured by the Constitu-
tion or the laws of the United States. .

Doesn’t this in fact describe the major part of the FBT’s intalliganas
activities against so-called dissent groups in this country ?
 Mr. Waxxarr. The entire matter relating to the so-calied Cointelpro
has been reviewed and is under considerrtion in the Civil Rights Divi-
sion of the Department of Justice. We took our entire file on the
Cointelpro and made it available to the Assistant Attorney General
and iwo of his deputies to review the matter. While it was not possible
for him to look at every serin), he did look at most of the serinls, and
in fact Mr. Ryan, who is at the table with me, tried to direct his atten-
tion to specific items that might be troublesome. -

Following the review, he said based on his review there was no indi-
cation of a violation of the statute. He did say that if any information
1s called to his attention in the future, he certainly would consider it.

Mr. Deruods. You indicated in testimony this morning that you
no longer have a security index file. You have an ADEX file. Docs the
FBI still maintain at some location cards which have names of 13,000
persons who were on this security index$ '

My point is: Yon say you don’t have it, but don’t you in fact still
have those names, and yon can eall them forward at any time?

Mr. WaNxxarr. We have cards on 13,000. T will accept that figure, I
think it is probably in that neighborhood. When the security index
was discontinued hy legislation of this Congress in September of 1971,
wo had & program of regularly destroying cards. They were main-
tamed for a certain period of time and then destroyed. However, Sena-
tor Mansficld issued instructions in January of this year that no ree-
ords should be destroyed pending the outcome of the investizations b
the Senate comuiittee. We have made no destruetion of any recordz
sinco that time,
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Chairman Pike The timo of

Mr. Milford. _
~ Mr. Miroro. Thank you, Mr, Chairman. '

First, I would like to clear up for the record the colloquy you had
with the chainnan concerning this Lori Paton statoment. Accord.ineg
to her written statement the appropriate words were: “I was shock
when FBI Director LaPrade wrote back denying I had been the sub-
ject of an investigution.” Now the record is clear on it. .

Mr. WasxaLL, Thank you. I picked up “¥FBI Director.” 1 did not

ick up “LaPrade.” In that instunce, I have read the letter signed by
Mr. LaPrade. He was not the Director. I{e was special agent in charge
ol our Newark office. ‘ ’ .

Mr. Mivrorp, Mr. Wannall, on the surface it would seem that sev-
eral witnesses have appeared before this committee and have given
some very disturbing testimony against the FBI. Some of these accu-
sations and allegations are very serious.

Under our system of justice, whether in our courts or before our

juries or even in congressional investigations, there exists the right
of rebuttal by the accused or maligned. Without a doubt the FBfl[-lﬁas
heen accused of some serious aberrations and violations of our laws.
There are actually two hearings going on here today.
_ One is the official hearing being conducted by this committee on be-
half of the House of Representatives. The other ig a public hearing
that in effect is a form of trial by television and notoriety by news-
papers. .

With little doubt tonight’s television and tomorrow’s newspapers
will detail the sensational statements made by the witnesses that ap-
peared before this committee today.

Uniike our legal system of jusfice, the press 1s not required to plod

through painstaking investigations to assure that all legitimate facts
are known and presented to the jury or to the public. :
. They are legally free to print or broadcast any item of information
as long as someone will simply say it—particularly if it conveniently
fits a I-minute TV blurb or 800-word newspaper item, and particularly
if the quotes are sensational, controversial or scandalous. :

While the FBI is probably going to flunk out as a TV star in to-
night’s news or as a celebrity 1n tomorrow’s newspaper, I think it is
extremely important for this committee’s record to have the complete
and detailed informntion concerning the allegations and accusations
that have been made by witnesses before us today.

You have rebutted portions of that testimony, Mr. Wannall. I real-
ize that gou may not be able to fully comment on each and every alle-
gation that has been made today. The time remaining for this com-
mittee to finish its investigation will probably not allow us to eall you
or other FBI officials back before the comnmittee in formal hearings.

Therefore. I will ask you, as an official of the FBI, to takea the state-
ments of each and every witness that have appeared here today in cach
cnse where the FBY has been charged with the commission of an ille-
gal act or where allegations of improper actions have been made, and

I would ask you to supply for the committec’s record the following

information; ) ) - - |
(1) All cvidentiary information contained in FBI files that will
either substantiate or rebut each allegation. T o ‘
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said the technigue should be disconﬁiﬁued.
Mr. Vermeire. Which one was that?

' Mr. Wannall. I would have to refresh my memory. It

.

*

involved, as I recall, the Communist Party, USA. It was
probably in about 1967 or 1968. There was no.record_of ic
in our headquarters, but our New York office did have a
notation on a s;;ial in the file‘that a telephone call had
been placed to headgquarters and approvalﬂgranted to make
the entry for the purpose not of éaking somethlng away

but for the purpose of photographing material on the

premises.

Mr. Oliphant. Were there any surreptitious entries against

the Socialist Workers Party?

"Mr. Wannall. There have been, yes.

e

Mr. Oiiphant. Up until what date?

Sl Ak ——— B
Mr. Wannall. I don't know the date. Do vou?
Mr., Shackelford. I cannot speak factually but I

would generally say up to the '66 date. They could have

terminated before that. I have no first hand knowledge.

Mr. Oliphant, After that ‘date, Mr. Shackelford, were
et IR AL ST St

there any surreptitious entries performed, not by Bureau

personnel, but at the behest of the Buféau; in other words,
through the use of informants or through the use of people
who were friendly to the Bureau?

Mr. Wannall. After 19662
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Mr. Oliphant. That is right.

Mr. Wannall. Our study has revealed none.
: A el -

Mr. Oliphant. What is the policy of the Bureau,

if the Bureau is conducting an investigation regardzng. let's
say, a subverszve organization and let's say not a foreign
organization,'not a Soviet organization, and the Bureau

[
is presented with information which ‘'would appear to be

the résult of séﬁéthing which was taken from an organization.
I refer specificaily, let's say,;to internal documents and
that sort of thing, which are not for public consump£ion,
not pamphlets and things like that, and the Bureau is in
réceipt cf that. |

whal Is the position of the Bureaﬁ with that?

'Mr. Wannall. I think if the documents clearly

indicated they came from such a source, our policy would be

not to accept {fitém.

I cannot say, with some 8,000 men ocut in the field,
that they would not be accepted. But I can tell.you this,
if they were accepted and we learned about it, the agent
would be subjected to severe disciplinary action. He would
put himself in a position of having somethlng he could not
use because he would know good and well he was in possession
of something that would do him no good and he dare not report
to headquarters..

Mr. Vermeire. Do you have any estimation of the total
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