Ms. Domna Meckie 8/26/85
Secretary to kir. Bradlee

Vashington Post

1150 15 St., W

Washington, D.C. 20071

Dear Ms. Mackie,

___If Mr. Bradlee is still on vacation please do not trouble him with this and
if you think it should be referred to anyone else on the Post, would you please
do that? Thankse

I write about today's lead editorial, "Me Presser Yoal,” and some miscon=
ceptions in ite What I will say comes from Personal knovwledge obtained mostly '
from reading an enormous amount of puges of FBI records I've obtained under FoIa,

"There is little talk of that (i.e, White House influence) any more, nor
have therc been charges that high officials in the J ustice Department or the FBI
were influential or even knew of the relationshlp between the labor leader and the
bureau." It is beyond question that high FEL officials were fully aware, as 1'l1l
explain,

FBL agents are not permitted to make unauthorized use of informants. It all
goes through tho chain of command and with special kinds of informers there is an
additional body which is fnvolved in and with overything. I believe that without
question Presser was that kind of informer. Using hinm also involved delicate
political questions that nobody below some top spot would dare not buck upward.

The agent who wants someone as an informer makes his recormendation or
request through channels in the field office and the special agent in charge, if
he agrees, then sends the wwitten request for approval to FBINQ, There it is
routed to the appropriate Division and whether or not Ixge it goes any higher, as
I believe ig reguired, it does require the approval of the Asshgtant Director in
charge of that “ivisdon. Initial approval is for a six-months period of probation
and during that six months the informer is identified on the FBI's records with an
arbitrary letter and code identification to hide hia identity from those not
required to know its For this probation the lettar "P" Preceeds his code identi-
Tication. If he is a eriminal informer, he is PCI followed by the letter identifie-
cation of the field office, for example, CL for Cleveland, and then the arbitrary
numbers that follow@ﬁtm, wtoe. F3IHQ decides whether or not to keep hip on
after thds six months; ed on his productivity. Or lack of it. During that period
as well as thereafter the azent ruming the fink is required 4o £113 out a spocial
form reporting sach contset and the inforation providhd. sll zoneys puid are recorded
and the agent's estimate of the Walue of the inforuation he gets alsu is recorded
in a apecial place on the form, of which I have copies.

For what the FBI regards as its "top echelon" informers, everything must be
approved by a little~known body whose exictence was disclosed tc me by accidents
Top Echelon Informant Committos." Without doubt asyone like Preaser would be con-
sidered top echelon, more so because of his Régan support. But his position is enough.
Any decision on disclosing that he was an inférmer to the BT would regudre the OK of
this comrdttee high up 4in the FEI,

The editorial states that "informants are supervised by a small group of poopke
a® the local kdemX level and information about each case 1s kept tightly gusrded in
order to protect the informant's identity. It i3 at the local level that the foul~up
in the Pressor investigation appears to have occurred." This is the FBI line and it
isn't the truth, except that at the field office level the number who need to know
the identity of the informer is sumll, There is no time when FBIHY docs not kmow



who evory informer is and what information comes from hn, no time 1% is without
supervision and the supervision is so close I have vecords from FBIH, directing the
{ield office to end all lationship with an informer, I think I can guess how the
¥EI would undertake to misload your people by showing records that do in fact hide
the i.former's identity. This is how it works, and I'm drawing upon a very large
nuzber of records I obtained relating to the FBI's investigation of the agssassina—
tion of Br. King, foon I think seven different field offices,

Instead of using the informer's correct and assigned symbol identification the
FBL switches to another arbitrary identifiecation he 2 the field off:
L8 gntonded for any nosgible distribution. In the Presser case, say for oxample,
the Labor Department, (Please note that the information itself also need not be
“closely guarded” but is distributed, only the FBI may decide to withhold some of
the information.) The Presser case agent would prepare his memo on what he 1
from Presser {and sowetimes other sources, all simdlarly hidden and not hidden). It
is known as g LHM, or Lotterhead Memorandun, on FBI letterhwads. Instead of Presser
being identified in it by his actual identification ngmber he is identified by, say,
CL T-1, another arbitrary nurber. Then, on a geparate 2age that FBIHQ does got
distribute, there is aflisting of gll T numbers 0 o
Unly in making coples for distribution

s this page is omitted. Oply the T identifie-
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From what within my not inconsiderable experience is the FiiI's undeviating
practise I think the editorial is “rong and the writer was misled into concluding
that "It is at fds (local) lovel that the foul-up in the Presser investdigation
appears to have occcurred."

"Who made the deal with Jackie Presser in the first place?" Ehere Jjust has
to be much FBI paper on this and there is no possibility of any question existing
in the FBI's records. From the first idea, the first contact, there will be records,
Even of phone calls on tho deal, There will be duplicate filing of much of this info,
The Prdasser file itnelf will hogin with the £ils classification mmber 137, which
repregents "Criminal Informants," or if he wore a politieal infomer, 134, "Securi ty
Informants." “his would usually bold some information not incorporated in the "uain"
file, say 62, or "administrative inquiry,” or 92, Anti-Racketerring," etce (There
is a series of administrate or "aduet files tha* arn catchalld. Even wiretapping and
bugging records are hidden in the admat 66.) The place in vhich the inforvation itself
bejongs is the "main" file » like 22, Mivs is true in ithe fi01d and at FBTH.. ot FBLHQ
1t nay bo duplicated in othor filas snd then is knowiens n Not Hecorded record. {(Tho
main file only ic indexed nz the record copy at .é‘}ll"u{i:.)

It is not uncomuwn for those who aro kept iaformed, ke divisions of +the IV ,
to be able to make pretty guod gucsses to identify special sources, such as Presser,
because very few peonle have the information they have. Ana they will know from the
fBI's T number discription whethez that is a reqular source. (All sources are not
informors who have informer disignations by the 8L, )

I the internal nvestigathon is by the Oflice of Poofesaional ‘:Sespons‘..b;li‘by
the result, from its past record, will be as generous a coat of widteiWash as the
OFR thinks it can pot away with, And it will generally accept the Itz standard
evasions and mizropresentations, for it hase But T wish I could belicve thot sooner
or later “the wholo story will coms out." Hot likely, even if thers is vindictiveness,
as there hcs been in the post, andk lenking. This is much too sensitive to expect that
and there hus already been too wuuch alzrepresentation, at the least i srepresentation.

aource LOXUer oY ©

Sincer:ly,
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The Presser Deal

E ACH DAY 1t becomes more apparent that

the government’s handling of the investiga-

tion of Teamster President Jackie Presser -

qualifies as a first-class fiasco. People were under-

standably astonished when-a 32-month grand jury.
inquiry into Mr. Presser’'s activities was suddenly - -
abandoned. But the reason-given for dropping a2 -

potential prosecution at this early stage is even
more ‘perplexing: Mr. Presser, we are told, has

been working for some time as an informer for the
FBI and the bureau had specifically authorized
criminal conduct on his part. In addition, the de--
fendant in a case long conclirded will probably be
released from prison because prosecutors are un- :

willing to reveal, at a retrial, the extent of Mr.
Presser’s involvement with the government. -
At first there was suspicion’ that the investigation

of the Teamster leader was héing conveniently jetti- -
soned because of his ties to the White House. His was

the only major labor organization to endorse ‘the

president in 1980. and- 1984. There is little talk of -

that any more, nor have there been charges that high

officials in the Justice Department or the FBI were
influential in or even knew of the relationship be-. .
tween the labor leader and the burean. The Labor .
Department had also been: conducting -an investiga- .

tion of the union, but by all accounts this
kept in the dark. - v

HECOS'l‘SoftheGermanespsmeaﬁ'mrare

evxdentlygomgtorunhxgh.Atatlmewhen‘~
relations between East and West are not very "

good in any case, this latest affront is a reminder of all

the familiar reasons for taking care in trying to im- - them-

prove them. As West Germany’s Chancellor Helmut
Koht gloomily observed, it shows “the difference be-
tween propaganda and the real situation.”

For Mr. Kohlsgovemment,t}meeventsarean-
other burden to carry. They won't force him out of
office, as a similar scandal did to his

Willy Brandt, in 1974. Buttheywnllbeoormadxstrac—-

tion and point of vulnerability to a government that,
at the midpoint of its term, has not been showing
much evidence of energy or initiative. A true mea-
sure of the losses in security, as intelligence special-
ists measure them, is not likely ever to be made pub-
lic. But to get a rough idea, you only have to know

' Presser investigation appears to have occyrred.. . .. .
Whomademedealwmhlaclnel‘msermmeﬁrstg
. place? Why was a big fish like Mr. Presser given li- |-

+ -case-will not stay closed

,«MNM “

Geﬁnan szes

:ln any event, he took w1th him a. vast‘knowl i)

’

Lawenforcementcﬁidalsmustwcrkwiﬂ\mfm
ants, co-conspirators and petty crooks because with: - |

wtdneuroooperahon,andoftenthen'

cases against racketeers, narcotics traffickers:‘and -

oormptofﬁmlswouldbealmostunpossxbletomke‘
Under strict guidelines adopted by the Justice’ De-
partment and strengthened in the last’
investigators may authorize an mfomant to

pate in criminal conduct—but never -
order to preserve credibility, Arrangemcnts,ame

and informants supervised by a small group of pe

at the local level, and information about each case ig

kethghtlyguardedmordertoprotect HOrm
ant’s identity, It is at this lével that the. ioul-up the

cense to commit crimes just to catch a few Jittle: fish?

d:sdostmeurasermof!e\aks(andaoms?

e

West German and Allied mtellxgence mq:thods,
“'Three others have disappeared in

':'algs&ungahastydeparturetomeaat.ﬂneof
was the personal secretary of Martin: Bange-
mam,W&tGemany’snumsterefecoxmncSand.;: :
.theladerofmeFreeDenmampa:tyAmther;w
was a secretary for an association.of refugees. The : |- the, af

third was an army messenger. who had once worked

* Were there rivalries between Labor Department.in- [ */
vestigators and FBI agents that hindered the investi«
gation? Why, when it was well known that a federa]
gandmwasworlnngonthxsmtterfwdlmesﬁ.é
threey&rs,dzdntmeFBltellﬂleJusweDepm i
mentaboutthenrarrangement?l.awenforea!mof-,l
ficials aren’t answering these questions; theéy've con-" |,
ducting quiet. internal investigations. ‘But’ sooner*er
depart-. .. later the whole story will came out; whethey by'full |’
mentsagentsfavoredpmseclmonandalsohadbeen;n,s

msxdethesecretoonunmﬁcenterthatthegm*‘ ‘:'}@ by

ment would use in case of war.
For West Germany, the struggle to- control for-

eign spying is extraordinarily difficult.. There is. a
continuous stream of refugees from the east, and
West Germans consider-it a moral obligation to -
welcome them fully into all areas of West German

life with no hindrance. Sometimes it' means allow-

.ing them into sensitive jobs, although they are peo-

. - child so he:

that “more
- sure for
.considers
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