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- Dep. AD Ad
Dap. AD Ins

Memorandum | e
. Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: August 26, 1975 Freed Co
. Gan, Inv, __
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ENTRIES CONDUCTED BY THE FBI Loga! Covmn -
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Cirecter Suc’y

: On 8/25/75 at 2:19 p.m., Mr. Jack Fuller,
Special Assistant to the Attorney General, called
requesting of Deputy Assistant Director Thomas W,
Leavitt data depicting the Bureau's authority for
surreptitious.entries for purposes other than
installing a microphone. He stated he needed this.
material no later than Tuesday, August 26, 1975,

in order to assistast in preparing a communication for
the Attorney General.

Attached memorandum previously prepared by
the Legal Counsel Division covers the matter of
Mr, Fuler's request., The data was furanished to
the Attorney General by letter dated 6/30/75 along
with a number of other items of interest.

-

ACTION:

Attached copy of memorandum entitled "PRESIDENTIAL
AUTHORITY TO AUTHORIZE UNUSUAL INVESTIGATIVE TECHNIQUES
IN FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE INVESTIGATIONS" be fo;warded to

Mr. Fuller. PR
wrzu)‘_?, L {" .':é-""i; &
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n LT,
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: DRECSIDENTIAL AUYHONTY A
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. TO /. “IORIZE INVESTIGATIVE 1 §INIQUES
' IN FOLEIGN INTELLIGENCE INVEL#GATIONS
: i »

The fcderal Government has a resgonsibilityi to protect the
territorial and institutional integrity of the :United Sgates, and to this
end, it must acquire information to excreise inIorm;:d judgments in
foreign affairs as well as information concerning thf; activities of
forcign iéowers and their agents in the United Stf:xt:es.l In an effort to
obtain this information, we should inquire \;fhether the _'Presidéglt,’ acting
through the Atlorney General, may authorize an agency of the Fede_ral.
Government to utilize investigative techn.iques such as wire_i:aps,
microphones and surreptitious entries without a court order. The

resolution of this question requires consideration of the relationship
between Presidential power and national 'securityroﬁ the one hand,
and the warrant requirément of the Fourth Amendment on the other,
N‘}&TIONAL SECURITY
AND PRESIDENTIAL POWER
Alexander Hamilton wrole that men could differ regarding the
. creation of a Federal Gove;;nm_ent but thﬁt once such ;z Government was
cerealed and m;lde responsible for the defense df the-hation, it ﬁnusf'be
given the authority necessary to discharge that responsibility. Ifax?filton
recognized that "the circumstances that endanger the safety of nations
are infinite," and for this reason, he wrotei no limits should be placed
" e O U
HEREM &5 Lo g ,
CATE 39-32
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Wumerous dedisions of the United States Suy )me Court,
- ‘ o
morcover, have indicated that the President, as Chief xeculive,
. I

posscsses powers in forcign and military affairs which are not
dependent on a speeific legislalive grant but derive {rom the

]
Constitution itself. These decisions have also indicated that the

Court holds great respect for these powers and that only with extreme

‘care will it interfere with them. -—— =~ l -

_ 2 S o
In Marbury v. Madicon the Court commented: By the

Constilution . . .the President is invested with certain political
powers, in the exercise of which he is to use his own discretion, and
is accountable only to his couniry in his political character, and to his

3 . 4
own conscience." In 1863, the Supreme Court in the Prize Cases

went on 1o uphold the President's authorily (o blockade insurrectionary

Southern ports without Congressional authorization. In 1915, the Supreme
A . .5 -

Court in Mackenzic v. Hare explained that the Federal judiciary should

be slow to curtail such powers,
‘ } ) 6 . _
In United States v. Curtiss-Wright Export Corp., decided by the

Suprefne Court in 1936, the Court agaﬁn_commg{mted upon the President's
pO\vel‘é in the. ;u-ca of fo:f'eign affairs,. It ,e.xplained that there is a o
significant difference between the conduct of doméstic,' as opposed’?lo
foreign affairs, and stated that the Government's powers in the area of
internal affairs are limited fo thoée specifically enumerated in the

Constitution. In the area of foreign affairs, however, the powers of the
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Government are note umted {o thom cct [mth m t“lonsutuuon. If

. Y S
not cxpres .\}y sct forth in {hat document, thc Court wrote, the -Exe’cut}\h.éw

e — i

as an qttmbufe of sover cwnty, would stilt ‘have the power "'t 'to declfu' and
. - 7 .
wage war" and "lo maintain diplomatic relations, "
R - - . - Iv

S e
- The Court in Curtiss-Wricht, discussing the sensitive nature of

' ' ’
foreign diplomacy and the need for secrecy, wrote that if the nation is

"to be successful in its foreign relations the exccutive branch must be

afforded greater flexibility than it is permitted in the area of domestic

affairs. The President, not Congress, the Court reasoned, isina

better position to be knowledgeable regarding conditions in foreign

countries, "Secrecy in respect of information gathered by [ Presidential

-gources and agents] may be highly necessary, and the premature

disclosure of it productive of harmful results. "
9
'l‘he Supreme Court in Hirahayashi v. United States went on to

1 . i
{l'f\;_a‘-—'l "'._.,A.c.l-.,-t L L

state that the Pre&denB s wail-pewer-'-l-is-"the powerto warr’e war
A

successfully" and held that the power extended "to every matter and
activity so rclated to war as substantially to affect its credit and pro&ro's:

The Court went on to say that the Constltutmn has crlven to the Presxdent

great latimde in deternnmng the nature and extent of the danger_to the ~

nation and the means to testst it. 'Rerrax"ciinfr the judiciary's role i’ig:
this area, the Court 'W'un emplns:zed that il would mter{ere with the

10
President's power in this area only with extreme care.

- ——
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B In 1948 the™upreme. Couxt in ChlL-'l"‘O and¥ulhern Airlines,

if.
L 11 .
Inc. v. Walerman Corp.  reaifirmed and -e]:-tboratcd on its earlier
- -

holding in Curtiss-Wright, supra. The Court in Waterman again held
that the President is empowered to act with broad {frecdoin and seccrecy - -

in the c011c1i1§:-t-' of foreign relations and that the judiciary should not

.

interfere with Presidontial power in this arca. Commentmg on the
sensitive nature of foreign affairs and the Jud1c1ary s role in this area,
the Courl said: ' al

"The President . . . has available intelligence services
whose reports are not and ought not to be published to the

- world, It would be intolerable that courts without the
relevant information should review and perhaps nullify
actions of the Executive taken on information properly
held secret. Nor can courts sit in camera in order to be taken
into executive confidences. But even i courts could acquire
full disclosure, the very nature of executive decisions as to
foreign policy is political, not judicial. Such decisions are
wholly confided by our Constitution to the political department .. . .
They are delicate, complex and involve large elements of
prophecy . . . They are decisions of a kind for which the Judiciary
has neither aptitude, facilities, nor responsibilities and which has
long Leen held to belong in the domain of political power not
subject to judicial intrusion or inquiry . . 12

The Congress has also recor'nize_d that the President has certain

powers 1 in_ the area of fore1gn affairs. Title III. oI the Omﬁibus Crime
' 13 -~ .
Control- 'md Safe Slreets Act authorizes the use of- electromc survclllance— -

for certain crimes. Along with the surveillance provisions in the Act, ther
is the following proviso: _ )

"“Nothing contained in this chapter . . .shall limit
the constitutional power of the President to take such measurcs
as he deems necessary lo protect the Nation against actual or
potential altack or other hostile acls of 2 forecign power, (o obtain
forecign intelligence information deemed essential to the securily

-l -
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of the Uniled Stales, or to prolect national secunily 4 ' /

Informalion against foreign intelligence activities, !
P ' . . +

R R .
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' THE WARRANT REQUIREMENT wL e

But (h¢ question is raised: Does the Fourth Amendment's
: T 15 . : .
warrant requirement prohibit the President, acting without a court

o #

order, from 51111101'izilzg an agency of the Federal Covernment to utilize
physical entries directed against foreign powers and their agents?
Recent wirétap cases shed light on this issue. Prior to 1967, I

the Supreme Court decided the legﬁlity of electronic surveillance by

‘ “delermining whether or not a trespass was involved_; the Fburth: Amendment -
was \_riolatéd only if at the time df. the {nstallation there was a .tl_*espass on
the premises. In the Ea_tlz_.ﬁcase in 1967, howéver, the Court held thﬁt oral
communications were protected from unreaéonable surveillance by the
f‘ourfh Amendment and that the mandzité of this Amendment requirc.d
adherence to judicial proce;s's. The Fourth Aniuendment “governs not only

the seizure of tangible items, but | also] extends1; . . to the recording

of oral s.tate.me'nts 'ovérheard wi_tl-lo‘ut" tre.Spass. -

Iijfe_xitiorially- ,lé'ft open iné'_Ké{'z, ‘supra, was j:he question of whether -

safeguards othég than prior :iuthor'i_éation By a m:;g'ist_rét-e would 'sésq'i-sfy "
the Fourth Amendment in a situation involving national security., The
issue unresolved in Katz was partially faced by the Supl;eme Court in

18
Uniled States v. United States District Court. There the Supreme Courl’
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held thal eleclronic ey veillance in the domc stic & )rity arca

conducted ﬂo)ely within the c11°c1‘(\t10n of the I_:\ecutwe v:olatcd thc

warrant rcqun*emcnt of the I‘ourth Amendmcnt The Court, however,

-

emphasized the case involved only the domestic aspecls of national
-—- [ | -
security, “We have not addressed, and express no opinion as to, the

issues which may be involved with respect to '1(:tJ.V1tleS of foreign powers
19
or their agents."

" Thus, the Supr eme Court has reserved judgment relative to the
guestion of whether a warrantless clectronic surveillance directed

against foreign powers viclates the Foﬁrth Amendment. LEvery lower
Federal Court that has faced the question, howevér, has—s’fétéﬂ‘ the
Preswdent may consht utionally authorlze warrantle‘ss \Vlretaps when
mrected against foreign powers or their anfcnts‘d.0
) In United State-s \2 Bronilthe C_ourt commented:

"Restrictions upon the President's power which
" are appropriate in cases of domestic security become
artificial in the context of the international sphere . . .
[A] thread . . . runs through the Federalist Papers: that
the President must take care to safeguard the nalion from
. possible foreign encroachment, whether in its e*{iq;-ence as .
a n'ltlon or in 1t= intercourse wﬂh other nations.' '

AAEAAI G EA e whe

- - "The expansive language of United States v. h
Curtiss - Wricht Export Corp. provides supporti for the
contention that the President is authorized toact
wmencumbered by the Fourth Amendment requirement of
prior judicial approval and probable cause when he is dealing
with national security matters. " 24 | -
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In United Soies v. Hofbmathe Court fown.#at while there
ST ) »

is no express constitutional provision authoyizing the President to

conduct warrantless surveillances, suchfﬁuthoﬂzation impliedly
ex1sts where the search is necessary inthe conduct of foreigh affairs,
f
We may then ask whether the Presndenl has the authority to

authorize a warraniless physical enfry directed against foreign powers,
Y

In United States v. Ehrlichmanja criminal prosecution for conspiring to vic

~Title 18, United States Code, Section 241, and thus injure a citizen in the

emoyment of Fourth Amendment rights; the Spec1a1 Prosecutor asserted
that the President, acting throurrh the Attorney General does not have the
27
-— . authority to-authorize a warrantless,— physical entry in the foreign area,

- The Court agreed. It reasoned that the President does not have the

authority to suspend the requirement cf the Fourth Amendment and stated
"L. u.:nl I{A\.‘rfﬂullt el - \
thai the Government must comply with str_;c%eenstltut1ena1-11n11tat&ens—om
28 “
trespassoryseareies even when known foreign-agents are involved.

But these comments, while they should be given consideration,
do not declare a conclusion of law reached by the court as to the legal

effect of the Iacts revealed Thcy are dlctum the opnnons of one

—_— - -

judge. In cht no court has held th'ﬁ: the Premdem‘. may not au[horlze _

a surreplitious entry directed against foreign powers, Thus, it can be

argucd that the question is an open one,

-
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‘The TFourth ?T?nondmcnt is conccrnc,d w:th si,rchgs and scizures,
not trespasses per sey both the mtcrccphon*of or'u commumcatlon..,

--

and a surrcptitious Cntly ‘constitute swmhc'mt mtru.nons upon mtcreslb
pretected by the Fourth Amendment, Tlms, if the PresuIent has the
authority to authorize warrantless electr'onic surveillance against
foreign powers it would appear that he could constitutionally authorize

a surreptilious entry against foreign powers, Of course, the court in

United States v. Ehrlichman, supra, commenting on recent lower

Federal court cases which staled the President may constitutionally

authorize warraniless electronic surveillance against foreign powers,

characlerized *&ireﬁapping as a "relatively nonobtrusive search. "
‘ But wiretapping is an intrusion that can last Iof an indefinite period and
is peﬁasive, while fhe intrusion connected with a. 15!13rsica1 entry is of
relatively short duration and is usuallj’ directed toward a specific
ébjective. Thué, it would appear that where tlie object{ve of an enltry is
simply to_create the circunﬁstancgs for monitoring it is actually less
intrusi\-re than wire-tz'lppinfr. Where the 6bjective of the entry is to

conduct a phySical séarch the dlspanty between \v1ret-:-pp1ncr and a

- N -

phy..»]cal cntry may be narrower and dcpendmv on the circumstances, ~

a physical entry may approach wiretapping in intrusiveness.

On appéal in the Ehrlichman case, the Departinent of Justice

filed a memorandum for the United States as amicus curiae [ friend of

the court], commenting on the legality of the different forms of

“B -
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warrautlcs. sur vexll'mcc involving foreign. esplcm'w?or i’l‘ltclligence,

-

The documcnt SpGLLflC‘S - . T
"It is the position of the Dopartment of Justive

that such activitics must be very carcfully controlled.

There must be solid reason to believe that foreign

espionage or intelligence is involved.! In addition,

the intrusion into any zone of expected privacy mupt

be kept {0 a minimum and there must be personal

authorization by the President or the Attorncy General. .

The United States believes that activities so controlled

are lawful under the Fourth Amendment. In regard to

warrantless searches related to foreign espionage or

intelligence, the Department docs not beheve there is a

conuhtutloznl difference between searches conducted by

wiretapping and those involving physical entries into

private premises. One form of search is no less serious

than another. It is and has long been the Department's

view that warrantiess searches involving physical entries

“into private premises are justified under the proper

circumstances when related to foreign espionage or

intelligence . . ."

L >

CONCLUSION
Numerous decisions of the United States éﬁlareme Court have
recognized that the President, as Chief Executive,' possessé‘_s powers in
foréign ané-military_ affairs Awhich B.ré not depeﬁdenf ona sﬁe'éiiic
legislative grant but derive from the Conistitution itself and that the

Constitution has given the President great latituds in determining the

nature and extent of the danger to the nation and the means to resispit,

Concerning the judiciary's role in this area, the Court has emphasized
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powers

L] » “‘;-‘- ‘. - : L3 -
that it would jnterfere with the President's oﬁy wifh extreme
. eare. Jtisyctl to be seen whetber the Supréme Court will inferpret

-

powers in this arca.

the Constitution ns imposing specifie limitations on the President's

-

| - e
- 10 - '
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1. - H'llnilton The T‘cci(‘r'llif‘t NB. 23 (11. Lo'zlge cd. 1888) 123.

9. . "1Cranch (5 U. S.) 137 (1303)
3. m at 165-166.

4 -2 Dlack (67 U. S.) 635 (1863).
5. 239 U. S 299 (1915).
6. . 299 U. 5. 304 (1936). '
7. . Id. at 318, |

8.  Id. at 320.

e

9. 320 U. S. 81 (1943). e
10. Id. at 93.
11, 333 U. S. 103 (1948). _
12, Id at 111,
\ 13. Title 18, United States Code, Sections 2510-2520,
14, 1d. at Section 2511(3). In United States v. United States

District Court, 407 U. 8. 297 (1972), the Supreme Court
stated thal this language does not '"limit or disturb such
power as the -President may have under the Constitution
PP Conrrress simply 1eit the premdentnl powex s whevre
it found them. ™ -~ .

) - Id. at 303.
) 1_5; - - -"Thé ri rrht of lhe people to be secure in thelr pe1 sons house

papers angl effeccts, dgainst unrcasbnable searches 'md seizw
shall not be v1ol’1tcd, and no Warrants shall issue, $ut upon
probable cause, supported by Oath or Affir nntlon and
particularly desc1 ibing the place to be searched, 'md the
.persons or things to be seized.”™ U. S, Const, Amend. v,

b
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Footnotes (Continuag o é

.

. o - .. N ) . 3
16. - . Kalz v. United Slates, 389 U, 8, 347 (1967).

17, lr_i_ at 353. Sce also Silverman v. United States,
-~ 365 U, 8, 505, 511 (1960).

18. 407 U, S. 297 (1972),

19. . Id. at 321-22.

20. ° United Statesv. Clay, 430 F. 24 165 (5th Cir. 1970);

United States'v, Brown, 484 F. 2d 418 (5th Cir, 1973);
United Siates v, BBuienko, 494 F. 2d 593 (3d Cir. -1974);
Uniled States v, Holiman, 334 F. Supp. 504 (D.D.C. 1971).
Note, however, taat on 6/23/75, in Zweibon v. Mitchell,
(D.C.C. No. 73-1847) Circuit Judge J. Skelly Wright

g

eka - oo

2, [t g
. ,.wglﬁﬁr_": ‘

P [

;. &

L
?‘V 'g&

. , .I 0 . :
'?% {/ expressed the view, by dictum, that the President, excert
A v ' possibly in emergency situations, may not legally authorize
o ‘ f> the installation of warrantless electronic surveillance even
= * when directed against foreign powers or their agents.,
'” : 21, supra.
g o Sup |
22, 484 F. 2d. at 426.
23. supra.
[ S

24. 494 F, 2d. at 602,

25, supra,
26. 876 F. Supp. 20 (i_). D.C. 1974).
27 Briéf for the United States at 31.
: 28___ 376 ‘F;--.Sup-l.:). at 5{3—- : ] .— R - o -
30. . Memorandum for ihe United States as ;l_mlgj_s__m at 1-2.

- .
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DIRECTOR, FBI (66-8162) o7
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ADIC, NEW YORX (66-8170 SUB 2)

D

ATTENTION: INTD, 15-3 SECTION
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/
- SURREPTIT JOUS ENTRIES e s
S Vo  pgy]

7 e s

REFBIHQTELS TO NEW YORK, DATED SEPTENBER 11, 167 19715, F O~ <

353 - 750 -

AND mﬁﬁﬁezsf/lsvs, AND NYTELS TO FBIHG, DATED SEPTEMEER 15 tshks. T@=
IN COMPLIANCE WITH INFORMATION REQUESTED IN ABOVE-

REFERENCED FBIHQ TELETYPE TO NEW YORX, DATED MARCH 26, 197s6,

THE FOLLOWING DATA PERTAINS TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES MADE

INTO PREMISES INDICATED ON DATES INDICATED SINCE JANUARY 1, 19566,
THE LEGEND UTILIZED TO SET FORTH THE REQL% T-E.£/I7N4‘£€?<?A;I N?é

REGARDING THESE SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES IS AS FOLLOWS:
1. TARGET

2. PURPOSE OF ENTRY

c1/ASS. :
REASON-FCIM
DATE OF REVI




S TR L
AR T C :3
_NY 66-8178 SuB 2 PAGE TWO _si?gax—

3. DATE OF ENTRY
4, BRIEF SUMMARY OF INFORMATION OBTAINED '
5. IDENTITIES OF AUTHORITIES APPROVING THE ENTIRY CUN:
6. FILE NUMBERS OF TARGET'S CASE &
IN INSTANCES WHERE THE NYO HAS PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED
INFORMATION REGARDING THE SURREPTITIOUS ENTRY, IT WILL BE
DENOTED, AND ABOVE CATEGORIES 1, 3 AND 6 WILL BE COMMENTED
UPON, AS WILL ANY OTHER CATEGORIES NOT PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED,
ALL PERSONNEL MENTIONED WERE NYO PERSONNEL, UNLESS OTHERWISE
INDICATED., —_—
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SWP NATICNAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED
l« SWP NATIONAL OFFICE

873 BROADWAY
NYC

| 3. FEBRUARY 11, 1966

& e« BUFILE 100-16
&NYFILE 100~ 4813
)

B. SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)
1. SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL OFFICE
873 BROADWAY

NYC [,-
X

3. FEBRUARY 11, 1966

6. BUFILE 100-16~35

NYFILE 108-57878

C. YOUNG SOCIALIST ALLIANCE (YSA) NATIONAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY
FURNISHED)

1« YSA NATIONAL OFFICE
873 BROADWAY
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" NY 66-81728 SUB 2 PAGE THIRTY-FIVE S T
NYC

3. FEBRUARY 11, 1966

6. BUFILE 100-427226

NYFILE 10@-133479

D. YSA OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)

1« YSA OFFICE

ROOM 535

41 UNION SQUARE WEST

NYC
3., MARCH &, 1966

6. BUFILE 100-427226

NYFILE 108-133479

E. COMMITTEE TO AID THE BLOOMINGTON STUDENTS (PREVIOUSLY
FURNISHED)

t. COMMITTEE TO AID THE BLOOMINGTON STUDENTS

ROOM 535

4} UNION SQUARE WEST

NYC

3. MARCH 4, 1966
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NY 66-8178 SuB 2 PAGE THIRTY=-SIX

6. BUFILE 188-448538
NYFILE 100-151384
v F. SWP NATIONAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)

1. SWP NATIONAL OFFICE

873 BROADWAY
NYC

3. MARCH 18, 1966

5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. SIZ0OO, FBINQ
€. DBUFILE 128-16

NYFILE 188-4013

v G. SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURKISHED)

1« SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL OFFICE (
873 BROADWAY

NYC '
3, MARCH 18, 1966
5. INSPECITOR JOSEP

6. BUFILE 108-16-35

NYFILE 102-97278
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~NY 66-8178 SuUB 2
He YSA NATIONAL OFFICE
YSA NATIONAL OFFICE

873 BROADWAY

le

NYC
3. MARCH 18, 1966
5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A.

6. BUFILE 108-427226

NYFILE 108-133479
I. SWP NATIONAL OFFICE
1.

873

SWP NATIONAL OFFICE
BROADWAY

NYC
3.
5.

APRIL 22, 1966
INSPECTOR JOSEPH A.
BUFILE 1806-16

NYFILE 1@8-4013

6.
J. SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL
1. SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL

873 BROADWAY

PAGE THIRTY-SEVEN
(PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)

S1Z00, FBIHQ

(PREVIOYUSLY FURNISHED)

S1Z00, FBIHQ

OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)

OFFICE
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" NY 66-8178 SUB 2 PAGE THIRTY-EIGHT’ S
NYC
3. APRIL 22, 1966
5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. S1Z00, FBIHQ
6. BUFILE 100-16-35
NYFILE 1028-97018

v K. YSA NATIONAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)
I« YSA NATIONAL OFFICE
873 BROADWAY
NYC

3. APRIL 22, 1966

5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. SIZ0O, FBIHQ U

6. BUFILE 108-427226

NYFILE 180- 133479 | r
~ L. SWP NATIONAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)

I. SWP NATIONAL OFFICE |

873 BROADWAY

NYC

3. JUNE 17, 1966
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NY €6-8176 SUB 2 PAGE THIRTY-NINE
5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. SIZOO, FBING
6. BUFILE 108-16
NYFILE 100-4813 CUN L
M. SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)
l. SWP, NEW YORK LOCAL OFFICE
873 BROADWAY
NYC
3. JUNE 17, 1966
5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. SI1Z00, FBIHQ
6. BUFILE 108-16-35
NYFILE 108-97878
Ne YSA NATIONAL OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)
l. YSA NATIONAL OFFICE ' u

873 BROADWAY | gé/
NYC | | ' N

3. JUNE 17, 1966

5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. SIZ00, FBIHQ
§. BUFILE 108-427226
NYFILE 100-133479




WY 66-8170 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY

" 0. YSA OFFICE (PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED)
l. YSA OFFICE

ROOM S35

41 UNION SQUARE VWEST

NYC

3. JULY 1, 1966

5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A, SIZ00, FBINQ
6. BUFILE 108-427226

NYFILE 108-133479

P. COMMITTEE TO AID THE BLOOMINGTON STUDENTS (PREVIOUSLY
FURNISHED)

1. COMMITTEE TO AID THE BLOOMINGTON STUDENTS
ROOM 535

41 UNION SQUARE WEST

NYC

3. JULY 1, 1966

3. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A, SIZ0O, FBIMQ

6. BUFILE 198-440538

NYFILE 100-151304




- NY 66-8178 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY-ONE s
HE FOLLOWING SURREPT ITIOUS ENTRIES RELATE 0 THE STUDENT
NON-VIOLENT COORDINATING COMMITTEE (SNCOC)t

A. SNCC

1. SNCC

128 FIFTH AVENUE

NYC
/2. TO OBTAIN ORGANIZATIONAL AND FINANCIAL DATA
3. MAY t6, 1968
4, LITERATURE SETTING FORTH PROCEEDINGS AND RESOLUTIONS
OF 1ST NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF NATIONAL BLACK ANTI-WAR, ANTI-

DRAFT UNION, HELD APRIL 12, 1968, IN NYCs; INFORMATION REGARDING

SNCC REPRESENTATIVES QPERAII!‘!G IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES; INCLUDING ‘
ACTIVITY OF THE INTERNATIONAL DIVISION OF SNCC; LITERATURE
REGARDING FORTHCOMING NATIONAL DAY FOR BLACK UNITY, 336

LENOX AVENUE, NYC, MAY 2@, 15683 COPIES OF CURRENT CORRESPONDENCE
REGARDING SNCC OPERATIONS AND PROGRAMS AND IDENTITIES OF CERTAIN
SNCC ACTIVISTS IN OTHER MAJOR CITIES.

5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. SI1Z00, FBIMHaj




_ NY 66-8178 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY-TWO T

2{' BUFILE 157-275 . A

YFILE 188-147963 ‘\g\k

B. SNCC | [I]
l« SNCC

82 FIFTH AVENUE

YC
2. TO OBTAIN ORGANIZATIONAL AND FINANCIAL DATA

3. MAY 28, 1968

4, LITERATURE AND PAMPHLETS; NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF SNCC

ACTIVISTS, CERTAIN EMPLOYEES, AND CONTACTS; CORRESPONDENCE
EGARDING FOREIGN OPERATIONS OF SNCCj; ADDRESSES AND TELEPHONE

UMBERS OF SNCC OFFICES IN MISSISSIPPI, ALABAMA, ARKANSAS AND
DC; AND INFORMATION REGARDING SOURCE OF SNCC FUNDS

. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A, SIZ00, FBIHQj

AC DILLARD HOWELL

+ BUFILE 157-275
NYFILE 188-147963

C.

SNCC

(




T Q

. NY 66-8179 SuB 2 PAGE FORTY-THREE

-

« SNCC

120 FIFTH AVENUE
NYC

2, TO OBTAIN ORGANIZATIONAL AND FINANCIAL DATA

3. JUNE 12, 1968

4. LITERATURE REGARDING SNCC AND RELATED ACTIVITIES;

PAMPHLET ISSUED BY NATIONAL BLACK ANTI-WAR, ANTI-DRAFT UNION;

REGISTRATION FORMS FOR ALL ATTENDEES AT NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF %
. . ’

NATIONAL

BLACK ANTI-vA

, IN NYC; MATERIAL AND CORRESPONDENCE REFLECTING ACTIVITY OF
NATIONAL AFFAIRS COMMISSION OF SNCC; INFORMATION REGARDING
SNCC PERSONNEL, ACTIVISTS AND SOURCES OF FUNDS

! 5. INSPECTOR JOSEPH A. SIZ00, FBIHQj;

o jpe)

NYFILE 120-147963




NY 66-8178 SUB 2  PAGE FORTY-FOUR
THE FOLLOWING SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES RELAZE TO THE
WEATHERMAN UNDERGROUND ORGANIZATION (WUO)$
A. RESIDENCE OF JENNIFER ELLEN DOHRN AND JUDITH ALICE CLARK
. RESIDENCE OF JENNIFER ELLEN DOHRN AND JUDITH ALICE
CLARK
217 THOMPSON STREET
APARTMENT 27
NYC |
2. TO OBTAIN INFORMATION REGARDING STRUCTURE OF WuO,
WHICH AT THAT TIME WAS ENGAGED IN TERRORIST BOMBINGS, AND TO
DEVELOP INFORMATION WHICH COULD LEAD TO THE SOLUTION OF THOSE
MATTERS AS WELL AS AID IN LOCATION OF FEDERAL FUGITIVES
CONNECTED WITH WUO AND DETERMINE ANY FOREIGN SANCTUARIES OR
HARBORERS OF THEM
5. MARCH 7, 1972; MARCH 23, 19725 APRIL 4, 1972
JUNE 5, 19723 JUNE 12, 1972 |
4, PHOTOGRAPHS OF DOCUMENTS, RECORDS AND NOTES WERE
OBTAINED MARCH 7, 1972, NOTHING INDICATED AS BEING OBTAINED
ON OTHER DATES ABOVE.




Ly | 44 ol
NY 66-8178 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY-FIVE £ T

f
5 UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED, ALL OF THE FOLLOWING

WMUNICAT IONS BORE THE CASE CAPTION OF “JENNIFER ELLEN
OHRN, " , CU ‘
BUTEL, FEBRUARY 29, 1972, GRANTED AUTHORITY NYO TO
CONDUCT MISUR SURVEY "
NYTEL TO BUREAU, MARCM 8, 1972, REFLECTED MISUR SURVEY
DONE MARCH 7, 1972, AND REQUESTED AUTHORITY TO INSTALL SAME.
BUTEL MARCH 21, 1572, AUTHORIZED MISUR INSTALLATION
ON AUTHORITY ACTING ATTORNEY GENERAL UNTIL JUNE 17, 1972.
MISUR INSTALLED BY NYO MARCH 23, 1972.
BUAIRTEL JUNE 16, 1972, REFERENCING PHONE CALL FROM

sure s - S
UNE 16, 1972, ADVISING ATTORNEY GENERAL ON (7//45
JUNE 15, 1972, AUTHORIZED CONTINUATION OF MISUR THROUGH

SEPTEMBER 17, 1972,

BUTEL JUNE 19, 1972, CAPTIONED "DISCONTINUANCE OF
TESURS AND MISURS™ INSTRUCTED SAME BE DISQDQEIHUED IN LINE
WITH US SUPREME COURT DECISION THAT DATE. NOTATION ON
COMMUNICATION REFLECTS SAME WAS DONE ON JENNfﬁE&FPOHRN .

»
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NY 66-8179 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY-SIX
JUNE 19, 1972,

THE ABOVE SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES OF THIS TARGET RELATED
O THE SURVEY, INSTALLATION, AND REPAIR OF INSTANT MISUR,
6. BUFILE 109-454261

NYFILE 108-171161
Bs JENNIFER ELLEN DOHRN
1« JENNIFER ELLEN DOHRN
5PL EIGHTH AVENUE
FOURTH FLOOR
BROOKLYN, NEW YORK

2. SAME AS NUMBER TW0 ABOVE UNDER JENNIFER DOHRN AND
JUDITH CLARK

3. DECEMBER 11, 1972

4, ITEMS OF PERSONALITY REGARDING DOKRN AND TWO OTHER
WEATHERMAN

5. SAC ANDREW DECKER, NEW YORK,

6. BUFILE 108-454261
NYF{LE 180-171161




"NY 66-8170 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY-SEVEN S
C. RESIDENCE AT 217 THOMPSON STREET
1. RESIDENCE AT 217 THOMPSON STREET

APARTMENT 27 117 {

NYC
OCCUPIED BY WUO SUPPORTERS
2. TO OBTAIN INFORMATION REGARDING STRUCTURE OF wuo, TO
DEVELOP DATA WHICH COULD LEAD TO THE SOLUTION OF WEATHERMAN
BOMBINGS, AS WELL AS AID IN LOCATING FEDERAL FUGITIVES

CONNECTED WITH WUO AND DETERMINE ANY FOREIGN SANCTUARIES OR
HARBORERS OF THEM

3. DECEMBER 22, 1972

4, ITEMS OF PERSONALITY REGARDING RESIDENTS
5. SAC ANDREW DECKER, NY

| —] /7 /0]

NYFILE 176-403A
D. MURRAY BOOKCHIN

l« MURRAY BOOKCHIN
235 SECOND AVENUE

/)



NY 66-8178 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY-EIGRT S

APARTMENT 3-C

we (R

2 yJ
R - > oc:1ion oF vEaTizrnan (Y 4

FUGITIVE LAWRENCE WEISS, THEN BELIEVED ENGAGED IN TERRORIST
BOMBING ACTIVITIES ¢ W\

3. FEBRUARY 14, 1973%0)

4, ITEMS OF PERSONAL IDENTIFICATION AND TRAVEL CARDS §(

5. NY MEMORANDUM DOES NOT CLEARLY REFLECT IDENTITY OF
OFFICIAL AUTHORIZING ENTRY Dk

6. BUFILE 176-1554 Dk

NYFILE 176-4837 b}(
( E. RESIDENCE OF LEONARD' MacH

INGER ]

l. RESIDENCE OF LEONARD MACHT INGER
315 EAST B6TH STREET
APARTMENT 18-B
NYC

BROTHER OF WEATHERMAN FUGITIVE HOWARD NORTON MACHT INGER

AND LOCATION OF FUGITIVE HOWARD




TR § . . | %~
NY 66-8178 SUB 2 PAGE FORTY- NINE
MACHTINGER, WHO WAS THEN ENGAGED IN TERRORIST BOMBING 00

ACTIVITIES AS A LEADER OF wWiO
3. APRIL 16, 1973

-

4. MATERIAL OBTAINED WAS TRANSMITTED FBIHQ VIA NYAIRTEL

MAY 17, 1973, UNDER CASE CAPTION " HOWARD NORTOW MACHTIHGP_Z}?_,"} .
AND CONSISTED OF (A) FOREIGN TRAVEL ITINERARY OF LEDNARD"'{) ?
MACHTINGER TO ISRAEL, (B) PHOTOGRAPHS OF SIX PAGES OF YIDDISH- .
HEBREW WRITING WHICH WAS FURNISHED FBI LABORATORY CRYPTANALYSIS-'/
TRANSLATION SECTION

n—{ |/ 7 /(0

6., BUFILE 176-2004

NYFILE 176-96 ' &i/

THIS REVIEW OF NY FILES ENCOMPASSES MATTERS INVOLVING
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE, THE REVIEW DOES NOT INCLUDE THOSE
MATTERS PERTAINING TO FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE, ) g

CLASSIFIED BY 2116, XGD3 CATEGORY 2, INDEFINITE.
END

-

MJW FBIHQ

v

-
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X
TO SAC, NEW YORK (ATTN: COUNTERINTELLIGENCE DIVISION)

_FROM DIRECTOR, FBI (66-8160)  JuUmm

- - - -

asumrnuous ENTRIES Y

oA

RECENRT RECORDS REVIEW IN THE MEW YORK OFFICE IN RESPONSE
TO A CIVIL SUIT FILED BY THE BOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY (SWP)
REVEALED CERTAIN DOCUMENTS WHICH RELATE TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRII

NI YY) MANPT /Y% ALTS AN AT YDAns
CONDUCTED BY THE MEYW YORK OFFICE OVER A PERIOD P

BEGINNING IN THE 1940'8 AND CONTINUING TO 1973, THESE

I ¥

-

DOCUMENTS SHOW SUCH INFORMATION AS REQUESTS FOR AUTHORITY TO
CONDUCT ENTRIES, NEW YORK OFFICE AND HEADQUARTERS' APPROVALS,
TARGETS OF ENTRY, AND FERSONNEL INVOLVED IN ENTRIES,

AS YOU ARE AWARE, THE DEPARTMENT'S CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISTGH -
¥8 MAKING AN INQUIRY INTO INVESTIGATIVE MATTERS OF THE FBI
WHICE INVOLVED SURREPTITIOUS ENTRY, THIS INQUIRY IS CONCERNED

WITH ENTRIRS WHXCH OCCURRED SUBSEQUENT TO JANUARY 1, 1966. IN

THIS REGARD, NEW YORK'S INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION FURNISHED,

md/’f' BY NITEL OF apaxlfs 1976, cws(fngmgz{s mro%u\ &

- / A A i
— C r L4 -
y — SEE NOTE PAGE 3
Adsoc. Dir,
Dep. AD Adm, _ ' S
D.’. AD dev. —Ml ‘kg PR ] .
Asst. Dir.: q" 5 ﬂ‘ .':;El f!
Admin. o “ffﬁF’L! ;"-_:-:iéaz I " !
Comp. Syst. ___ g 5 -

Exr. AHgirs
Files & Com. _
Gan, Inv.
eom,

Inspection

'ROUTE IN ENVELOPE
££§L_?U3 Ef gﬁéq
6:.... SAPR 1 gm, R?OM — | TELETYPE UNIT

Vo



PAGE TWO 66-8160

ww  weme W

TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES IN DOMESTIC SECURITY MATTERS. THE
DOCTMIZITS Fﬁﬁﬁ WHICH THIS xuruxnnwlua WAS TAKESW Cﬁﬁ?ﬁiﬁ, IT IS
UNDERSTOOD, INFORMATION annar:nc 0 nxrn:xs‘rn couursq:umznn-
IGENCE MATTERS. “ v
ALTHOUGE SOME OF THE ENTRIES 'CONDUCTED IN COUNTERINTELL-
IGENCE MATTERS MAY HAVE BEEN REPORTED ALREADY TO THE CIVIL
RIGHTS DIVISION, IT IS NECESSARY THAT THE DOCUMENTS IN
QUESTION BE REVIEWED TO INSURE OCR FULL COHPLIABCB WITH THE
DEPARTMENT'S INQUIRY. L
 ACCORDINGLY, NEW YORK IS INSTRUCTED TO REVIEW THOSE
DOCUMENTS WHICH RELATE T0 SURREPTITIOUS zxrnixs, ™
COUNTERINTELLIGENCE MATTRRS, PERFORMED SINCE JANUARY 1, 1966.
YOU SHOULD runnxsn INFORMATION TO xozur:rr THE ACTIVITY:
TARGET, PURPOBE or znrn!, DavE oF ENTRY, BRIEF SUMIARY OF
INFORMATION OBTAINED (SUBSCRIDER'S LISTS, onsanxzawxouan OR
FINANCIAL DATA, MONTHLY REPORTS, ETC.), IDENTITIES OF
ADTHORITIES APPROVING THR ENTRY, AND PILE NCMRER OF TARGET'S
CASE. ' . |
|+ WHERE NEW YORK HAS rnzv:ousmx FURNISHED INFORMATION IN
RESPONSE TO THE CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISIon's Inouznr, IT I8 -
SUPFICIENT IN THOSE xpswmxcns To runnxsn cunr THE IDENTITY OF
THE TARGET AND nxfx or ENTRY. EESOLVE ANY QUESTION IN THIS

REGARD IN PAVOR OP !"URRISHING THE INFORMATION TO FBIR).




S T T i e . " e e

PAGE THREE 66-8160

HANDLE PROMPTLY. SUNITEL RESPONSE ATTENTION: INTD,

IS-3 SECTION. CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE; . ° . ) ‘
i | . HR N e NS

" o .
- .

2.

. . e . S I - PR - -
: - - it - N : ”

mﬂ: . L i ' _ ,. ) - .’ SR

N

RETEIN

In connection with the SWP/YSA civil suit, the
New York Office caused a search of their records and
located a number of documents relating to surreptitious
entries conducted by that office. These records dated
from the 1940's through 1975 and therefore fall within
the period of time of interest to the Civil Rights Division.

By teletype of April 5, 1976, New York's Internal
Security Division furnished results of its review of the
above documents as they relate to entries in the domestic
security area. o . . PR - -

Lo

i We are now asking New York to review the same

: documents for entry activity, from January 1, 1966, to the

present, in the counterintelligence area. This communication

fol lephonic conversation with New York Supervisor
who advised SAC Denz was aware of FBIHQ's

oral request for entry information and had requested in

confirmation a coomunication from Headquarters.

*
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT i - g . i' ;?lar::s a:’.:_‘

- » - n z Dep.

Memorandum 1 -7 W Leavitt

1 -F. J. Cassidy Comg.

TO : Mr. J. B, Adams DATE: April 8, 1976 P
1 Gen. |

i -

FROM T. w. LeaVltt Intall,
4 o {‘L } Leben

Plan.

m Spec.
SUBJECT: USURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES JUNE Traias
- Legai ¢

Teloph:
Director

« Reference is made, tp, Leavitt to Mr. J. B. Adams _
memorandum of March 16 197%,”/and to Legal Counsel to 4 (
Mr. J. B. Adams memorandum of March 19, 1976. /.3 -/» - %7

PURPOSE:

To highlight recent developments in connection
with our response to the Department's inguiry into matters
concerning surreptitious entry; to advise of the results ofjﬁ
a recent New York Office rev1ew of certain newly dlscovered

w o wm wm my w

documents .:.clata.uy to 5ULL=HLLLLUU§ entries p(:.'.t.r.ux.mt:u. uy pr =
that office from the 1940s through 1975; for approval of

the attached communication to all field coffices to determine
whether or not similar documents are ﬁresent in those offices.

SYNOPSIS: % REC45 © 71bb- K | E . S\j:

A March!18,'197&)¢&GE§€n1catlon to all field offices
instructed personnel at SAC le and higher to furnish their
knowledge of "any and all break-ins or surreptitious entries
performed by Bureau agents or others . . . since January 1, 19
This communciation, sent in response to a request of Civil
Rights Division, Department of Justice, asked for recollection

=y wpf personnel, however incomplete or vague. lLegal Counsel to
ggz!%; - J. B, Adams memorandum of March 19, 1 Qlﬁzigg?éated—thaf“rn
F:#;Aq ..connection with the Socialist Workers Party (SWP) civil action
(> 7 i“Fagainst the Attorney General, et al., 25 volumes of unserializ
b = c%ﬂocuments relating to surreptitious entries conducted by the
- K Jpew York Office were discovered in the New York Office. The
L O E ‘period covered by these documents was from the 1940s through.
Y ¢ -~al975. Past policy as detailed in a W. C. Sullivan to
£ :"Mr. C. D. Deloach memorandum of July 19, 1966, was for memoran
. Py »%dealing with requests and approvals to conduct entrsewsteeive =
‘=='?; yroadestroyed following field office inspections. Since documents

I M

. thave beer\:i?cated indicating at least one instance @¢n APRitl 197
mqthlg prlicy was not followed, we will survey all field offices
etermine whéther or not similar documents are pseeen

ﬁss-wgoa TIEIY IV R

Vo
> coTTIuED g;g&ﬁ“ﬁ““

7\_ (6) } $
G%APR 21 1976 ROUTE IN ENVELOPE
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Surreptitious Entries
66-8160

) W
RECOMMENDATION ; ﬁ,,j v -
_

That attached airtel be sent to all field offices.

APPROVED: : Comp. Syst.....  Laboratory
hssoc. Dir. J£2° Ext. Affairs..._...  Legal Coun:
fars AD Adm.. ... T Ve Plan. & Eval :
WO rier Teiitzoeoscoge
f)u"\ Dep. AD oV (227 Rec. Mlgmt.
‘ Asst. Dirs Ir.a,.ection.. ) Spelc. [ "
Lot ct TWHES  Tralning.

nl/ - . O ‘,‘.

¢ ) o

DETAILS:

T. W. Leavitt to Mr. J. B. Adams memorandum of
March 16, 1976, approved a March 18, 1976, communication to
all field offices instructing personnel at SAC level and

—eeS e Rl iy e oiriidiha ¥ e e LAsEwA

higher to furnish their knowledqe of "any and all break-~ins
or surreptitious entries performed by Bureau agents or others
« +» .+ since January 1, 1966." The communication set forth
several examples to be followed in responding to the inquiry,
and requested that response should include recollections
however incomplete or vague. Recipients were asked not to
initiate a wide-ranging ingquiry, but were requested to make
reasonable efforts to obtain information about entries.

Legal Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adams memorandum of
March 19, 1976, advised of a court order filed in the SWP
civil action against the Attorney General, et al. This order
directed the FBI to produce additional materials relevant to

' i1al
the civil action's discovery motions, including materials

relating to intelligence gathering burglaries conducted by

the FBI against the SWP. In addition, Legal Counsel memorandum
disclosed the existence, in the New York Office, of 25 volumes
of unserialized documents showing surreptitious entries per-
formed by the New York Cffice from the 1940s through 1975.

o e Lot L I



Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Surreptitious Entries
66~-8160

As detailed in W. C. Sullivan to Mr. C. D. Deloach
memorandum of July 19, 1966, (captioned "Black Bag" Jobs)

Lha rmesamadisema EaTT A -A“ trxddoin wmm e md e meoeen en o e

LUT MLUVLDWULET LULlLUWTU Wil J.Cbp:bl— (—U llll:lllUJ.ﬂ.lluﬂ bUll\—:Lllj.llg
surreptitious entries was that ". . . the Special Agent in
Charge prepares an informal memorandum showing that he obtained
Bureau authority and this memorandum is filed in his safe until
¥he next inspection by Bureau Inspectors, at which time it is
destroyed.”™ It is evident that the policy outlined in the
Sullivan memorandum was not, in at least one instance, strictly
adhered to.

In a communication of April 5, 1976, the New York

'l.' £ =i AW LAL

Office reported results of a review of the 25 volumes mentioned
above for information pertaining to domestic security matters.
The review showed a total of 73 entries directed against such
groups as the CPUSA, the SWP, Student Non-Violent Coordinating
Committee (SNCC), and the Weather Underground. Of the 73
entries, 31 have been reported previously to the Department.

Since documents of this nature have been located in
the New York Office, it is possible that similar material exists
in the field offices. To insure our full compliance with the
Department's inquiry, we will survey all fleld offices for
documents of this nature.
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T0: DIRMTOR, FBI (66-8160)

FRGM: IC, NEW YORK (66-8172 SUB 2) Training
ATTENTION: INTD, IS - 3 SECTION

I c’ass,;
SECRET -7 JUNE - Decta .

- :
OSURREPTITIOUQ" LNIRIES ]

REBUTEL TO NEW YORK{ “DAT E;‘BA%RIL Ty 1976,
IN COMPLIANCE WITH BUREAU INSTRUCTIONS CONTAINED IN REFERENCED
:BUREAU TELETYPE, NEW YORK HAS REVIEWED DOCUMENTS WHICH
RELATE TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES IN COUNTERINTELLIGENCE MATTERS w
PERFORMED SINCE JANUARY 1, 1966+ THE DATA SET FGRTH BELOW PERTA IS

TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES MADE INTO PREMISES INDI(}?TED g'\l DATES

INDICATED SINCE JANUARY 1, 1566. THE LEGEND UTILIZED

- D —
THE REQUESTED INFORMATION REGARDINMQ?E SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIE ).—-/,
amm——
: A.DVIGPRI TE AGRNOTEg ° <4
: SEDBYROU ANDFIEIDO

NISUICLASSTFIED L
SHOWN OTHERWISE. . - @

Tt AR AR ALY
2

y 6 APR 21 1976
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NY 66-817Z SUB 2 PAGE TWO r
/" 1. TARGET
c. PURPOSE OF ENTRY

3. DATE OF ENTRY

4. BRIEF SUMMARY OF INFORMATION OBTAINED

5., IDENWTITIES OF AUTHORITIES APPROVING THE ENTRY

6..‘fILE NUMBERS OF TARGET'S CASE

IN INSTANCES WHERE THE NYO HAS PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED INFORMATION
REGARDING THE SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES, IT WILL BE DENOTED AND ABOVE
CATEGORIES | AND 3 WILL BE SET FORTH, AS WELL AS ANY OTHER

CATEGORIES NOT PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED.




NY 66-817% SUB 2 PAGE THREE S

(5.

.

- i
.

THE FOLLOWING SURREPTITIOUS ENTIRES WERE NOT PREVIOUSLY

SUMMARIZED FOR THE BUREAU:

7




4-T50 (2-1-79)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

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

/Z / f )
x Deleted under exemption(s) =M ,/v with no segregable

material available for release to you.

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

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

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

— Page(s) referred for consultation to the following govemment 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):

{1 For your information:

X The ollowing number i used for reference rega mg these pages:
- =X97 fa6s 4— 23

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

g DELETED PAGE(S) §

NO DUPLICATION FEE ¥

XXXXXX X FORTHISPAGE X
XXYYXY
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Asgistant Attornsy General April 13, 1976
Civil Rights Division
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i ) B. Adanms

h. A. Mintsz
Mr. '1'. W. Leavitt
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OSURRBPTITIOUS ENTRIES -
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e Socialist Workers Party (SWP) civil action against the
Attorney General, et al.., FBI Headquarters (FBIEQ) canvassed
all field offices for any materials relating to intelligence-
gathering burglaries dir<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>