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The surveillance ilems awe inclusive, including s11 forms. The F3I has made no
response on these items. You provided a letter revordins whet is lmdtsd to the EISUR

Index, Bpong W evidence that has ot bean ¢ ol s the fact that the EISUR dndex 4s

not couplete oven as 1% perlains Yo electronic surveillsnces and that these are not the
meﬁmlmm.MMﬁaéﬁmrhmm&bmmmw
Watergate ave perhaps the best~lnwown of the faps not included 4n the BISUR index even
"Do Hot File" files were begun in 1942 as » means of having records that would nok
surface and embarrass the FUl. Onc of their purposss was to enable witnesses %o affiys

gondng of that index,

that the information held in "Do Hot File" filss was not located in a2 sesrch of FEI files,
Other delicate rocords were kept out of the yeguler files by other means. The 7/19/66
Sullivan to Deloach, which goes into details about "Do Not File" files and swisced in the
hidden in Heoover's
somcalled porsonsl and sonfideniial files. In 1971 it was shifted to what was called his

work of the Church commi$tes end is not & pevsonsl record was ordginall

official end confidential files. It also goes into black bag Jobs, which ave not only
meﬂe@imwmafmafmmm‘mtmmmmmm
and "Do Hot File"™ f£iles. In arder o obtain FBIHG aporovel for a ulsck bag job the SAC
"must completely justify the need for the use of the techndque” md “"ssawme that it cen
§§g& without any danger of embarrassment to the Bureau.”

“n bis Gmarch conmities testinony Charles Bresman, who had been Swliivan's assistant,
sighi stated that "Do Not File" informetdon "was not recorded indthe usual recomd- keep~

ng functlons of the FEL." Instead it "would retwn to the assistent divector and would be



filed in his officc..” Similarly, field offics reeords pertaining to such techniques
as black bag jobs, were kepd cutside the regular files. These records were ayranged not
$o sxface through use of the indox, Eiwe_ver, the SAC is required to keep a vecord of Xk
the justification for use of the teckmique.
Knpwing betber, the FEI pretends that all pertinent records are in Central Files,
Ordginally in this case 1% pretended thet no portinont records were in the field offleces.
Athough the disglosures of the Yhurch commities were prior to the alleged complisnce
in this case the FIT has not attested to the malding of the searches thess disclosuros fndi-
cate are required for eempliance.
From the cubeet of this liidigation T have requested searches of the filss of the

dvisionn, Pirst the FBI claimed *hat the divisions have no files, vhen £ proved this %o

be untrue it fell si“l%ssr;t. Then, long ago, you testified thet 2 response waes being drefied
If it was over compleded, I do not recell receliving it. Bven afber I proved with what
remained of the Lopng Hckder, which wes destroyed after this ease was In Hitisatdon,
thet the Piles of the &visions hwild whet was not provided from HURKEW files, no further
searches were made, not -s*vm after I identified other tidklers,

It ig not dspubed in the cass record that thers was a black hag job in &flanta,
goversd by the designation Mundercover operation, " and that one was ordered in 5%, Louin.
In both cases some of the resulis sre kmown. Some of what wes o have been provided to me
from L%lante and has not been provided was teken in that blesck bag job. Some was used
in the Ray prosecutbion,

Hadl dndercepbion, which need not be by the FHI, also is a form of survelllancs.
There was interception of Ray's mail snd other commmications,

Electronioc ﬁm*veﬁlle;mB need not be by the FBI and in this case there was slectronie
surveillance that was not performed by %‘ae ?’31:

Surviliance by informers and tmi:ﬁ;—mmﬁias is included in the I*ms. I have provided
proof of such survedllances,

With reqwss%s. that begen in 1969 and Mtigation that begmn #n 1975, is it not pant

e for proper HQ and field offices to ms made ond properly sttested to?



