-

STy ( B C -
‘ L—-t-p—a-- ' £ I & 5 .-
J F R % )

Oﬁce Memomndm UNITED STATES GOVBRNMBNT

O s Mr. L. ¥ Boardl%/ ;{ s 2
. C ¥
chm WMr. A. B

1955

DATR: _Aprt 1

SURJECT mrxr ‘OF TEST.
. AX JAU I, %10 xpﬁmw OFFICIALS,
4 TTEE QN4 7P§OPBIA!!I0N’8 - 1956

—

/
soor

This memorondum {8 based on the l\ﬁrcctor'l inatrucﬂo -
that a prompt review be made of the testimony-of WNar Olney: n
¥illiom F. Tompkins, Depariment officiacls, before thd@ouu
Approprigtions Committee to be sure that mo tnaocurata stateme
were made regarding the FBI. The testimony of Olney &nd Tempk k=
contained in the report of hearings before the Euboomttu Of";\ “g
he House Commiitee on Appropriations as it relates to the ,‘-
omestic Intelligence Diviaion has been reviewed and there do."?‘ h‘?
ot oppear fto be any inaccurate statements with rcftrcnca to |V,
tteras handled by this Division, &7 23»,.1
~ g

Pages 101 and 102 of the report reflect the tesiimony
conccrning the Depariment's decision not to prosecute Thad Mcson
Jor perjury and the reasons therefor. Mason in 1953 teatified ]
Jor the so-called Jenner Committee concerning nllcgcd espionage
in @ @General Motors Corporation plant et Cleveland, Ohio, in 19435
$0 1945. Therecfter, when he was interviewed by tﬁe FBI, he
,admittad that his tesiimony before the commiitee was fabricatad
in certain respects. A review of this testimony rsflects no
inaccuracy 8o far as our work is concernéd and deals entirely
with the Depariment 's reasons for not prosecuting him.

:
‘3 " In the preliminary remarks of Tompkina before the i ____g
=

Comittee reflected on pages 281 and 282 of the Teport, h,
discusses the work of the newly created Internal Security— :
Division of the Depariment and points out that it carrica-on in <

matiters relating to subveraive daciivities and the interna =

security where the investigative activities of.%he FBI cedse. i
It is stated that the work load o ;fhat diviston is, thergfore, =
in proportion to the activity of
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;r/’ Tompkins' testimony and questioning by the Committee regarding

Smith Act tndictments and prosecutions. No inaccuracies
regarding us or our work are contained therein.

Tompkins is queationed on pages 291 and 292 concerning
the Department’s plan for further action in the Judy Coplon case
Jand Tompkins advises it 18 8till under study by the Depariment.

. . /o

On page 293 of the report, Tompking discusses the ' '7
policy of the Department in the gelection oégégtnaaaaa in Smith
Act prosecutions and makes the ataienme esses
are selecte v e Depariment through o thorough digest of *
many, mony FBI reporis that come in. The witnessea are theregfier
interviewed ond moterial in the reporis must be collated with
their recollection and if there 18 any doubt concerning the
reliability of the witneas - he is not used. Tompkins, on-page
3092 of the report, goes on to say that you have to use the best
witnesses available and 1S the Depariment is going to be required
to produce witnesses of absolutely impeccable and unassailable

character it is going to have a terrific impact on our prose-
cutions. .

Testimony éf the Deparimental officials concerning
Harvey Matusow appears on pages 13, 69, 253, 293 and 307 of the
report. ZThere does not appear to be any inaccurate statements
made concerning the FBI.Y Briefly, Departmeni officials, including
the Attorney General, Olney, Tompkins and General Swing, of the
Immigration and Katuralization Service (INS), furnished informa-
tion to thes Committee concerning cases in which Matusow testified,
how much Matusow was paid by the Depariment, efforts of INS to -
develop Motusow cs an informant, the psychoneurotic background
of Matusow as it applied to his use as a wiiness and the effects
the Matusow case has had on testimony of other individuals. On
pages 293 and 294 for imstance, Tompkins s asked 1f he had ro
occasion to go into Matusow's neurolegical record last June when
they were considering using him as a witness in the Jencks case
in Tezaa and Tompkinas testified that he did not think the Depari-
ment had this record at that time. FHe testified that since the
Matusow controversy started o copy of the letter which was aent
by the New York Office of the Bureau to former United States
Attorney Myles Lane in January, 1952, had been found in the files
of the United States Attorney's office in New York. This letter
included information concerning the foct that Matusow had been
|diagnaud as suffering from a mild but acute form of psychoneurosis. Tumpkins
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: was asked when he received the copy of it from the Bureau and

“4 Jlhe satated he received it under date of February 28, 1955.
Tompkins goes on to say that although Matusow had been diagnosed
@8 having a psychoneurosis of o mild but ascute form Tompkins
#till would have used Motusow as ¢ witneass in spite of this
background.

On page 295 it ts reflected that Tompkins stated
approximately 200 poiential treason ocases arising out of the
activities of prisoners of war in the Xorean conflict have been
referred to the Department of Justice. This was substantially
L-correot as of the date his testimony was given. K

)

ACTION:
This 48 furnished for your information.
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