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2/18/11
Dear Seantor Ervia,
Thank you for your l:tter of the 12th and the enclosed (very good) speeches.

In thi. envelope 1s a copy of my today's letter to the un:lveraity of Hinuesota
about one of the kinds of incidents that interests you. If they respond, I'l11l sund you
& CODYw

I say "if" because to this very day 4 have had no responae from elther Secrutary
“esor of the Army's general counsel,

What wakes this silence all the more grevous, and especially in connection with
my rights and your interests ia everyone's rights, is that in each case I asked to
be equipped with what I require, under their regulations, for use of the miscalled
"Frecdon of Information" law,

I have alrvady enjoyed the in-court expericnce of having ths government claim
* had not exhausted what tley described as my "available administrative remedieg"

simply becasuse after five months they hud not responded to uy appeal as thelr own
regulations require of them,

I hope that at soms time Jyou can expand your inquiry to include the official
effort to render this law (5 U.S.C. 552) meeningless. I have sous of the more
informative chapters and verses for you, cerrespondvnce from tho Department of
Justice, court papers, ete, Their record iz incredible, cven to one who has read
his Orwell with cure and concern,

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



JAMES O. EASTLAND, MISS., CHAIRMAN BUBCOMMITTEE:

JOHM L. MCCLELLAN, ARK. ROMAN L. HRUSKA, NEBR. SAM J. ERVIN, JR., N.C., CHAIRMAN
BAM J. ERVIN, JR., N.G. HIRAM L. FONG, HAWAL JOHN L. MCCLELLAN, ARK. ROMAN L. HRUSICA, NERR.,
| THOMAS J. DODD, CONN, HUGH SCOTT, PA. EDWARD M, KENNEDY, MASS, HIRAM L. FONG, HAWAIL
| PHILIP A. HART, MICH. STROM THURMOND, 8.0, BIRCH BAYH, IND, STROM THURMOND, 8.C.
EDWARD M, KENNEDY, MASS.  MARLOW W. GOOK, KY. ROBERT C, BYRD, W. VA.
HIRCH BAYH, IND, CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, Ji., MD.
QUENTIN N. BURDICK, M. DAK.  ROBERT P, GRIFFIN, MICH. WRENCE M, BASKI
JOSEPH D. TYDINGS, MD, CHIEF = ..'.:;'-rm =

ROGERT C. BYRD, W. VA.

J Alnifed Diates Henate

CHIEF COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTGR
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
BUBCOMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS
(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 13, ST CONGRESS)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

February 12, 1971

Mr, Harold Weisberg
Cog d'Or Press
Route 8

Frederick, Maryland

Dear Mr, Weisberg:

Thank you for your reply of January 30, 1971 authorizing me to use
your letter and information on military surveillance of civilians, I
am certain those working in this area will be able to make good use of
your knowledge and experiences.

I hope that you will continue your interest and your own efforts to
preserve our constitutional rights. Enclosed are some reprints of
speeches I have made in the Senate which may be of interest to you.

Thank you again for your cooperation.

With kindest wishes,

Sincerely yours,

Sam YEavim i -

Sam J. Ervin, Jr.
Chairman

SJE:jfe
Encls.

T T T T o T Y



Vol. 116

Congressional Reg:

PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 9 I“ CONGRBISS.-SECOND SESSION

WASHINGTON, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 16, 1970

il

No, 202

Senate

(Legistative day of Tuesday, December 15, 1970)

ARMY SURVEILLANCE OF CIVILIANS

Mr., ERVIN. Mr. President, over the
course of the past few years, the Con-
stitutional Rights Subcommittee has
been engsged in a study of computers,
data banks, and the impact that Gov-
ernment data gathering has on the Bill
of Rights and our legacy of individual
liberty and privacy.

These investigations have developed
one new revelation after another, some
with explosive public impact, and others,
equally serious but perhaps of lesser no-
toriety. Put together, the subcommittee’s
studies have developed an awesome and
threatening picture of increased Govern-
ment data on thousands of American citi-

zens—a picture which may some day |
soon amount to what some have called -

a “dossier soclety.” In this “dossier so-
ciety,” Government would know all
about the individual citizen, his habits,
his livelihood, his thoughts, his aspira-

tions, his hopes, and his fears. Such a |

society will not be free.

. One of the more ominous revelations
of recent months has been the disclosure
that the military, primarily the Army,
had instituted an organized system of
Dolitical surveillance of the activities of

. Americans here In the United States, The
story was first revealed by Mr. Christo~
pher Pyle earlier this year, His discover-
les were shocking in the extreme, They
ralsed the specter in many minds of un-
restrained armed forces interfering with
the domestic political life of our country.
Such a role has always been anathema to
our constitutional system. It is made little
less palatable by the suggestion that the
civilian leaders-of the military were un-
aware of this activity, or unable to con-
trol it if they were aware. ¢

Over the course of time since the Pyle
story, there have been many revelations
of what this military activity was all
about. It has been alleged, for example,
that the military was at the conventions
in 1968 both in Miami and Chicago. What
they did, why they were there, by what
authority and by whose order—these are
questions as yet unanswered. There have
been other allegations of military in-
volvement in domestic affairs which, if
txue, are no less disturbing,

Now, I regret to intorm the Senate that
I have received new information which, if
true, gives yet more details of the military
intellizence activities that have been di-
rected at the American people. I certainly
hope that the information I have re-
eeived is not true, for it suggests that
many of the worst fears about the extent
of the military surveillance on Americans
are borme out,

It also suggests that the motivations
behind this survelllance were directly

‘counter to the principle that the Army is |

controlled by civilian constitutional au-
thority—that it does not have & direct

mandate to act independent of the ap-

pointed and elected civilian leaders of
the country.
AsIsay.Ihopebhatthemtprmaunn
I have received is not true, but I con-
fess that it very well may be true. And
it is certainly substantial enough to de-
mand a full explanation from the Army
and from the responsible civilian lead-

1 h;.ve recelved information from a
former Army

mestic political activities, the Army was

a predilection for violence or lllegal con-
duct. Nor were they cohcerned solely with
nonestablishment political activities
which they thought might develop into or
be alined with violent actions. It now
appears that the Intelligence net was far
wider than even this. It that
Army intelligence, at least since 1968, but
probably earlier as well, and up to June
of this year at least, was actively cover-
ing the actlvities of Individuals and
groups against whom no charge of polit-
feal extremism can possibly be made.
The individuals who were “targeted”
for surveillance—spying, in common par-
lance—include a Member of this body,
the junior Semator from Illinois, Mr.
Stevenson; the former Governor of Ili-

.nols, now Judge Otto Kerner; a Member
ABNER .

of the other body, Congressman

Mixva; State and local officials; plus
well-known political contributors of both
parties, newspaper reporters, religious
flgures, lawyers, and local and national
political figures. These are only a. few

intelligence agent that dur- -
ing the course of its surveillance of do-

of the reportedly 800 individuals who
were targets of the military intelligence
system in only one State, Illinois. The
activities were conducted by the 113th
Military Intelligence Group which has
jurisdiction in what is called region I—
the midwest section of the country.

As reported to me,.the reason for this
surveillance was that the Army could
determine the political proclivities of the
individuals involved, and forecast their
reactions to certain situations. The in-
formation was used to predict political
| behavior, voting patterns, political alli-

ances, and political activities of men who
are part of the normal, regular, consti-
tutional, “established” political system
of our country. The Army investigated
these men during their campalgns for
office and while they were in office. It was
enough that they opposed or did not
actively support the Government's policy
in Vietnam, or that they disegreed with
domestic policies of the administration,
or that they were in contact with or sym-
pathetic to people with such views. Ap-
parenily, anyone who in the Army’'s defi-
nition was “left of center” was a pro-
sective candidate for political surveil-
lance. .

I belleve it is necessary that the Army
now disclose to the American people the
full detalls of what they were doing and
what they continue to do. It is not enough
for them to say that they made a mistake,
were bad boys, and will not do it again.
They must disclose in full what happened
and why it happened and what has been
done to insure that it will never happen
again. Only by making a full disclosure
will the American people be assured that
the military will not at some time'in
the future assume again for itself the
role of “defender of the Constitution.”
That is a military role played all too
often in other countries where the dem-
' ocratic traditions are weak and the prin-
ciple that the military stays out of do-
mestle politics is nonexistent. It is intol-
erable in the United States.

I hope, Mr. President, that by the time
the Constitutional Rights Subcommittee
conducts its hearings next February on
computers, data banks, and the Bill of
Rights, the Army will have finally dis-
closed all that it has done, and that it



can assure us that it is no longer nappen-
ing at any level, whether it be Fort Hola-
bird, the Pentagon, or at some local
commander's unrestrained discretion. I
hope that the Army will answer to the
subcommittee: First, whether loeal,
State, or Natlonal polltical figures, ap-
pointed or elected, were Indeed ever tar-
gets of military surveillance; second, who
they were by name; third, why they were
investigated; fourth, what kinds of in-
formation were gathered, for what pur-
pose, and to what use it was put; fifth,
what has become of the information since
it was gathered; and sixth, who iz the
subject of military surveillance now.
Thus far, the explanations I have re-
ceived from the Army do not disclose the
extent to which this activity was con-
ducted, nor the fact that it apparently
included American cltizens of such
standing. I will discuss the recent cor-
respondence I have had with the Army
in the next few days. I expect by then to
have heard whether or not the activities
I have described today did in fact go on.
If so, the Army may wish to supplement

its recent communications and explain’

the inconsistencies between these allegn-
uo?s and the statements they have made
so far,

Mr. President, the whole sorry story
of this military information gathering
and Intelligence surveillance, serious as
it is, should not be allowed to distract our
coneern from other, more subtle dangers
to Individual liberty and privacy that
arise from less notorious data gathering
by the Government. While much public
attention Is centered on these dramatic
examples, there Is still the steady in-
crease in what may be characterized as
“benign” information gathering and
computerization. The end result of a
“dossier soclety” is no less inimical to
individual liberty if it comes from un-
controlled and unrestralned computeri-
zation of our citizens for benevolent ends
such as trafc safety, welfare, improved
eriminal justice, and other socially bene-
ficial programs. We may rely on an out-
raged citizenry to end unauthorized mili-
tary activities, but the more difficult job
is to put the new technology of com-

puters under human, legal controls so’

we do not lose our freedom in the name
of greater efficlency. I see an ever-in-
creasing need for a set of legislative
principles governing official data banks
and the creation of an agency designed
to control governmental information
programs in the light of the overriding
prineiple of privacy and individual free-
om

)

Mr. President, no Member of this body
has greater admiration for the Army
than does the senior Senator from North
Caroling. Mo Mamber of this body has
supported to & higher degree the efforts
of the Army to keep itself ready to de-
fend this Nation against any threat from
abroad, But the Senator from North
Carolina is constrained to say that spy-
ing upon the civilian population is nol, a

proper function of the Army of the '

United States, It cannot be condoned. It
ecannot be tolerated. J"

I wish to read to the Senate, with the
gignature deleted, a letter I have re-
celved on this subject. The letter is dated
December 7, 1070, and it 1s addressed
to Sam J, Erviv, U.S. Senator, and reads
as follows:

DeceMeer 7, 1970.
Sam J, Eavin, ) .
[.S. Senator,

Deanr Sm: Last evening, I had dinner with
an associate who Is presently on active duty
with the Unitsd States Army. din-
ner, my assoclate, who is a militury Intelli-
gence officer, asked me if I had ever con-
sidernd re-entering the Army and
federn] service in the Army my career. Since
Juns, 1870, when my military servics termi-
nated, I have often contemplsted thet very
question. However, last evening was the first
time I found that I had to answar. My an-
swer was as follows: If the present structire
of certaln elemenfs of the Army, particularly
the Milltary Intelligence Corps, were to ‘be
tarn down and re-structed, with an emphasis
placed upon tha supporting of the milltary
communlty a8 & whaole, as opposad to the
present emphasls of those certaln elements,
I would conslder re-entering the Army as an
intelligence officer.

For almost five years, August 19656 until
Juns 1970, I was on active duty with the
United States Armiy. Prom July 1966 until
June 1870, I was a military intelligence
agent. During that period of time, I took
part in and observed a radical change of
prioritiea on the part of the activitles of
moilitary intelligence,

Prom 1966 untll early 1668, my duties in-
volving the collection of Information of en
intelligence nature pertaining primarily to
targets of a military nature. However, in
early 1968, a portion of my duties involved
the collection of Intelligence Information per-
talning to individuals and organizations not
related to the activitles of the military. Until
finally in June 1060, my entire effort as a
military intelligence agent was directed
against indlviduals and orgenlzations not as-
sociated with any military activitles. The
justfication of collecting infoermation of an
Inteiligence natura concerning non-military
individuals and organlzations was as follows:
Certaln elements of our soclsty have re-
sorted to lllegal methods in order to attain
political recognition and eventually thelr

own political goals. These slements have re--

sorted, in many instances, to the uss of
violence and the Infiltration of non-politis
cal & nts of our A Buch sl \
re t o direct threat to the existence of
the constitutional form of government in the
United States and the general well-being of
the citizens of the United States. Therefore,
all attempts were made to manitor the ac-
tivities of such elements, Military intelligence
was provided with o “blank check" and was
allowed to Investigate, penetrate, and disrupt

such elements with little or no control, other
than that exercised at tha local military level.

Beginning In June 1969, approximately 60%
of all colleetlon activities targeted against
clvilian targets were initiated at ths local
military level. The remaining 60% of such
activities were lavied upon the loeal military
latelligence commands from the command
center at Fort Holablrd, Meryland. At one
point in October 1969, our collection team in
the Chicago area, wns collecting Informa-
tlon on every indlividual and arganization in
the state of Illinols who espoussd discon-
tent with the military Involvement in South-
east Asia or who openly opposed the Nixon
admlinistration's controversial domestlc pol-
icles, to Include elected publie officials at the
locul and federal levels of govermment. The
information was obtalned using various
means, to Include the use of undercover
agents, the attendance by milltary intel-
ligence agents at all public gatherings con-
sidered to be of a radical nature, and the
direct penetration of organizations opposed
to the U.S. Military involvement In South-
east Asla, Once Information considered of an

i Intelligence nature was collected, that in-

formation was plaoced in classified milltary
files, with a copy of the Informntion being
sent to varlous other federal agencles and
to the command center at Fort Holabird.

In January 1870, I began to openly ques-
tion the collaction of inteligence informa-
tion by the Army, when that Information
pertalned to non-milltary organizations and
Individuals. My superfors justified the col-
lection of such Information Lo me by stating
that it was the rosponsibillty of the Army to
maintaln watch over potentjally dangerous
arganizations and individuals. My Group op-
erations officer once informed me that civil-
ian agencies such as the FBI and Secret Serv-
lce did not have the'avallabillty of personnel
as dld the Army; and therefore the Atiny was
better staifed to conduct large scale collec-
tlon operntions targeted against the oivilian
populstion. In response to my quastion of
what valtue the Information concerning civil-
lans would have to the misslon of the Army,
my team chief stated, “What does it matter,
the Information all ends up st the same
place”

Benator, I find that I am lving in an
atmosphere of mistrust. From my experience
with the Inteligence corps and other govern-
mental investigative agencles I believe that
if T were to make a publle appearance and
espouss my views concerning the US Mili-
tary involvement in Southenst Asia, or the
need for change on the part of the govern-
ment's stand on campus unrest, my name
would find its way to the classified idles In
some military Intellgence office in the United
States, and, that the word “radical” would ba
opposite my name in that file, -

It Is my understanding that you aro pres-
ently involved In an lnvestigation of the
actlvities of military Intelligence within the
confines of the United States. If T may be of
any service to your investigation, please feel
free to call upon me.

‘With regard,

(Slgnature deleted).

Evanston, ILw.

- —
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MORE ON ARMY POLITICAL SUR-’
VEILLANCE

Mr. ERVIN, Mr. President, on Decem-
ber 16, T related to the Senate the sub-
stance of allegations made by Mr. John
O'Brien, a former agent of military In-
telligence, concerning Army surveiliance
of Federal, State, and local officials and
other citizens not holding public office.
These allegations have created an uproar
in the country and caused a considerable
amount of legitimate conearn. Detalls of
Mr. O'Brien's allegations are contained
in a number of news stories by Jared
Stout of the Newhouse News Service. Of
course, the full story remains to be dis-
covered. In order that the Senate have
a5 much information as can now be made
available, T ask unanimous consent that
copies of these news stories be printed in
the Recors at the conclusion of my re-
marks, I also ask uranimous consent

*that coples of the official statements is-
sued by the Army in response to ihose
allegations be included in the Reconn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it {5 50 ordered.

unnal nature of these charges and raf-
utatlons ought not distract us from the
main Issus; that is: Did the Army,
whether purposefully or sccidenially, be-
come engaged in the collection of infor-
mation relating to lagitimate political ac-
tivities of American whether
public officials or not? How did this hap-
pern. and why was it allowed to happen?

What can be done to insure that it does

nol happen again?

As 1 stated a few days ago, this con-
troversy is only part of the larger, more
complicated and more serious problem of
the impact of official data gathering upon
the individual rights of American ctti-
zens. Most of this data collection iz done
for legitimats and socially beneficial pur
poses. Yel the faot remains that it i.n be—
ing undertaken with litile or no protec-
tion for the individual citizen and insuf-
ficient reflaction on the long-term conse-
quences to American freedom. The Con-
stitutional Rights Subcommittee hear-
ings in February will probe deeply into
this Army affair, But we will not be con-
ceimed solely with that issue, The Army
pelitieal surveillance must be viewad
against the background .of the entire
panoply of Government informstion
gathering and the progressive compu-
terization of the American citizen.

(Exmars 1.)

|From the Evening Star, Dec. 14, mn;

= Ex-GI Teuts oF Crvittan Prun: Aswy
SetEn O POLITICIANS
(By Jared Stout)

A formar Ar-y undercover agent uylwp-
ranking redsral and state ofoials in M-
nels, including Sen. Adlal E. Stavenson IIT,
D-IL, were secretly watched by Army in-
telligence upmﬂru.

Former M. O'Brien, who u.m.
“I was & ﬂamuun: spy for the Amy
named Abner Mikva, D-TIL, aod u.a.
Circult Court Judge Otto Kernsr, the form-
€r governor and chalrman of mnt John~

son's Commission on Violence, as targets of
mmhrr survelllance.

“The Army wanted to determine thelr po-
litloal views so that In gertain situstions we
would kuow how they would react;
they would condone violense or he for mon-
viclence,” O'Brien sald in an

The surveillance was part of an n:unnh-
ﬂd-eﬂarttnmth-mmbmm\m
On ADYyoSs who opposed Vietnam war
or ‘who openly.
tration's 1 d ad
the former agent sald.

O'Brien, a former stafl sergeant, sald the
spying was done by the Reglon 1 office of
the 113th Military Intelligence Group (MIG)
1in Chicago and was parallaled by other Army
intelligence units acrosa the country.

Senate

O'Brien seld that from June 1869, ~until
his honorable discharge as a stal sergeant
on June 8, 18700

"Ny entire effort aa & military intslii-
gence agent was directed toward the offen-

slve activities conducted by ths Army in-

velving collection of informstion pertain.

ing to individuals and orgaoizstions de- |-

ereed by the Army to be ve In na-

After that plenle, O'Brisn sald, “military

m}j;mqmﬂo!tb-lmhmm
s in C! at lanst
up to June 1970, when OBrien was dis-
charged.

ture.”

Acgcording- to OBrhn. the cfficials he
named were among B00 persons on whom the
118th Military Intelligence Group kept dos+
slera, He sald the records were called “the
subversives fils,” )

O'Brisn sald the fils comprised 120-fast
of Manils foldars In four fils drawers snd
was kapt at Begion 1 hsadquariers at 2291
W, Howard St. in Chicago. O'Brian sald hs
worked thers sa an agent from Juns 1069,
unti! his discharge.

The Chicsgo ares native had been essigned
to intelligences duties in Cermsny for his
four previous years of Army service, He sald
he jolned the saryics in Angust 1085 after
his funds ran out during his junior yesr af
Loyola Univarsity,

O'Brien mald his own spy work involved
antiwar pcmhlt groups and that he particl-

pated in direct survelllanocs of mestings
held by Students for & Democratio Boolety
and the Chicago Peacs Councll, smaong
athers.

In his poaltion, he said he had frequent ac-
cess to the 113th flad and {¢ was from his
racollection of those flias that he told his
story. He had no pbysloal svidence of the
filss or the reports that flled them.

O'Brisn said In his fArst indoctrination
bﬂmnlltlhollﬂh he wea told thst “we
would he targeted againat clviliane” Ha
sald his superiors justified the aosivity this

way:

“Certain elements of our socisty have re-
sorted to {llegal mathods o attain palisical
recognltion and eventually thelr own polit-
ienl

“These elementa have resorted. in many
instanees, to use of violenes an the infil-
tration of nonpolitieal ‘alemants of our so-
ciety. Such eiements rapresant a dirsct threat
to the sxistemce of ths sonstitutional form
of government in the Tniled States and the

D'Brisn Said, tdrl!-ns th: thay ranged ttnm
the D orl Eayolution
mulhmnﬁa‘v Geurgnc ‘Wallacs and Bob-
by Seals of the Panthers.

"My superiors told me it was the respon-
mqum-mnommmam

e vapeEi Tha report ot ar:
s sald thers Wns

MILTTARY SPTES AND THE PRESS

ancs  executive Wh:\
watohied by army intelligence
imnyuf.hnc:mmmnlmmm!w
. A street gang to Open h store and restaurant.
At ths sama fme, the avmy undercover man
also kept close wntoh and detalled files on
nswsmen,

¥
§
§
2
§
i

'ﬂyhytmma-am:yn;y John M. Q'Brien In

an intervisw, Eaciler, O'Brisn revesisd mili-
aﬂ- spylng ‘on sevoral top-ranks:! Tlinols
political fAgures.

O'Brien wans udm- d as an undaroover

and in-
dlvilhmll" O'Brien uld
this was o job for
., O'Brien‘sald s was told
mm:ndsew-tsen'mmmmgfm
and “did not hava the avallabllity of parson-
net a8 did the Army."
O'Bﬂnnnmhlmuuwmym&lm
tives speill this
Just wos the understood policy of how we
were to operats,” hs aald.

gen MeCar-
thy, D-Minn, saud George MeGovern, D-8D,,
on the “far left."
Ths "new leit"'In Army pmlnu was "m-
"Brien

plonio Tamily

a Ilml Iarm

, TL, that was to preluds his

mmmmm
&vanuﬂmpuwmt thlpln-

-Ste-
vanmwl- through i anos ohan«
1o Ft, Holshird, Md., s.o:uu:gﬁ.mnomu

for the Army's domestlo! intelligence.’

un o

#ying. The whole concept of civillan control
of the military 15 in jsopardy, and If this
thing la not stopped, all the psople will have
left to do is salute.”
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rent and store on Chiosgo's West Side. But
it was enough of s Iink o & group considersed

“posaibly subversive” by the Army to warrant
s fil¢ on Stons, O'Brien-sald.

Btone is president of the Combined Insur-
-ange Company of America. By his own claim,

“Mr. Big" e Tilinois money clroles,
is the wife of milllcnnire
lawyer who came t0

contribitor and of Senator MoCar-
thy's Presidential Bhe hss long
been & backer of 1 causes. O'Brien said

w to

.or 3
tion in this sres 2 sliowed without prior
civilinn secretarist,

employment of Army trocps %
Btste and local officials In a disorder seams
ot

In any ve civil disturbaocee aituation
the Army would, of course, be werking close-
iy with offictals of the Department ol

1 want to emphasize that the civil di=-
turbsnce information which had been pre-
viously collected was orgered uestroyed on
June $th af this year.

. The Army's new pelisies of strict senirol

this nres are ocontained in do&um!n\-e

sadily available to the publio, to the press

:méwmcmgmmmam:fdmmm
4 7

B

probibits coliection of any informstion of terintelligence activities are completely con-
the type referred to in these allegations. sistent with consfituilonal rights, all other
A series of new polioles fssued qver tha lagal pr . and national y needs.
| psst two' yéars has strictly comfined Army Thest must be in a
mnnwmmu.wwm manner snd preserves in-

relsted to certain tightly- Army re- dividual human rights. Polloy
sponsibilities, such activitiea must be re-
Army {8 not ized to talned under elvilian cognizance and control.
gather on politdcal ar One matter of particular concern to me
on the acilvities of peliticai leaders, Intel- is the one reisted to intelligence and coun-
are oted to normal terintelligence activities involving the nse of
000 to the it to certain tive rnd coun -
sctivities related to direst threats sgainst nel. Actions have been taken eliminsts
‘personnel. some past abusea Incident to such activities,

In sddition, & former coneerning but further corrective actions sre

to posaible civil rh- ss & matter of urgent priority.

ances has besn curtafled. No Aeti The

| eollection, af below will take effect st the earllest

date practicsl, but not Iater than 1 February

&, Asslstang Seoretury of Defense Robert F.

Agency (DIA) report dirsgtly to the
Secretary of Dofense in the conduct and

the Bouthern Christian Leadarship Confer-
;:;; Juckson waus also watchad by the 118th

Judge Eerner came to the unit’s attention
after the NRatopal Violence Commission

of the Dep
4 the of the Army heva taken
:tamm‘m wmzthlf Army intelligenoce wotiv-
ities mre strictly Hmited to our narrowly de-
fined and Umited bilities.
We will, of course, be continuing our close
nttention to this metter,

BTATEMENT BY SECHETANY OF THE Am¥ STAR-
xy R. Rssor, Drcpusss 17, 1670

As was stated yesterdey by Army Qeneral

L Robert B. Jordsn, IIX, the Depart-
t of the

of his duties. The chain of com=
‘he Beeretary of Do-
. DIA,

DIA, Guidance to the
Director, DIA, shall be furnished the

Chisfs of Staff (JC8) as in the past, A sepa-
rate J-2 arganizaiion within the OJCS will
not be reestablished.

¢. In sddition to his presenitly assigned

Army ’fnm:nmym&‘fu&mﬁ N hut tha wt. DY néticlis snbo remonathle to me for the
that Llémy mmﬁm Ly mm\mt. md;pstlﬂnnnmwfa o
e i Wes nlmo stated yestercey that we Loy and mhrmuumtgm mmﬂga-
lz‘c|l checking into these mﬂitndom_, e D E:“‘. ml’mudl_ﬂs 5Dur::|lrt'nm:|‘Ir et of
On the basic of 1 Have re d, g Fevvrig s
I can state that neither tor mm areas ( ding p o)
Representative Mikva nor former Governar maintained snd 4 &t the Iy
Eerner are or ever have been the s g . ey
military mmnmuma_eu‘wuu or mﬂlﬂllm: The D , DIA, is au 0. dal
tions related to | control to the appropriste Service

+ions to the contrary kre without fotundetion
in frct. .
I weant to emphasiza that had any such
activities

been conducted, they would l

have been in violstion of Army policies,

With regard to Judge Kerner, as I the |

csse with other genersl oficers in the Na-

tional Guard, there is in the files & copy of |

or operating command. This
be accomplished on ® function-by-funetion

Informing Congress end the Public. 3e
eause of the understandabls publie interest
4n this matter, 1¢ I8 my desire that, after
and procedures

& background investigation In
with his military duties. The last entry wes
in 1984,

The Departmant of tae Army has reported
to Benstor Ervin and to others, including the

3
a3
el

5 T_OF Anmy
Romest E. Joroar ITI, Drcesesex 16, 1870

I hove sesn  number of al t
Army personnel have, in the
figures in the Chloago aves

restrictions which have besn lm-

Policy Objectives, 1 want io be certain that
‘of Defense tntelligence and coun=

NeQesIATY 10
establish DIA control over all human te-
source in the Bervices as related
to intelligence and counterintsiligence rre
aompleted, my Special Assistant for Intsl-
ligence will hold a news briefing to Inform
the American public about the changes being
made from past procedures. Conourrently,
appropriate of the ( will
be informed of these accions.




