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IVIED/IOP..ANDUl\/I FDR THE RECORD . 

SUIBJIEJCT: Conversation with Mr. Richard Sprague, Chief Counsel, 
House Select Committee on. Assassinations 

].. In the wake of the testimonyof former Agency employee, 
David Phillips, before the House Select Committee-on Assassinations 
on Saturday, 27 November, I called Richard Sprague, Chief Counsel 
of the Committee, this morning in an effort to determine what, ifany, 
arrangements have been made or are in the process of being made 
with. the FBI for clearances of Select Committee staff members and 
to try to facilitate access by Sprague and appropriate members of the 
Committee staff to Agency records on the subject of the intercept of ' 

information in the Cuban and Soviet embassies in Mexico regarding 
the activities of Lee Harvey Oswald. Without questioning Sprague 
specifically on whether Phillips‘ testimony had gone into classified 
areas, I told him that we were concernedthat the lack of security 
clearances was precluding the Committee from getting access to pertinent 
classified information. ~

A 

2. "Mr. Sprague told me that he met with Attorney General 
Levi last Wednesday and at that session Levi provided him with a copy 
of a Memorandum of Understanding which would be the basis for FBI 
clearance investigations of Select Committee staff personnel. Sprague 
said his people were currently reviewing the draft memorandum which 
Levi had provided him and he would be quite happy to have me drop by 
today to look at it to see if I had any suggestions for changes. It was agreed 
that I would drop by his office at 4:00 p. in. thisafternoon.

' 

3. I went to Mr. Sprague's office in the old FBI building; 
at 4:00 p. m. schedul.ed but Sprague had gotten tied up in meetings 
in the Senate Office I?-uilding and I didn't get to see him until approximately 
4:40 p. Ln. At that time, Sprague showed me a letter he had received from 
Levi transmitting a copy of the proposed Memorandum of Understanding with 
the Committee. I was familiar with the l\-lemoran_d'..1m of Understanding 
11‘3f,‘€>tiateci by the BL1]"(-‘.1111 \\-'ith the Senate Select Committee on Intcllitfence 
under similar circunw stances and reviewed the cu1'r<:nt draft z-zgainst that 
background. I told Sprague that the agreement appeared quite similar to 
the I‘.-‘l011101721!l(.lUI.1'1 of Understanding which I was told had been negotiated by 
the Bureau with the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence. 
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/i. I noted, however, that there appeared to be one difference 
between this Understanding and the one negotiated with the SSCI and ' 

that was the oniissionof any reference to the requirements of DCID l/14 
-in the procedures relating to security clearances. I revi.ewed with Sprague 
the negotiations we have-concluded with the SSCI and their agreement with " 

the wis'dom of establishing security clearance procedures in accordance 
with l/14 to avoid any problems of disparity in clearance requirements 
between the Bureau and intelligence agencies. I outlined in geheral 
the arrangements that had been worked out between the Bureau, the SSCI, 
and the Agency. Mr. Sprague seemed to appreciate the advantages 
to them of an arrangement similar to that worked out for SSCI clearances 
and sa.id he would welcom.e our adding to the document any language which 
we thought was appropriate to accomplish the inclusion of the l/I4 procedures 
I told him if it was agreeable with him that I wouldhave our people contact 
the FBI in order to work with them in revising this language. Hepsaid that 
was fine, in fact he would welcome such a move on our part. I also told ' 

Sprague that I would give him a short paper pointing out the differences between 
the general requirements for security clearances as applicable to the FBI as 
opposed to the requi.rements of DCID l/lll. This way he would have a better 
idea of the value of clearances in accordance with this latter authority. 
Sprague said he would withhold any action in accepting the FBI memorandum 
until he had heard from us. I told him that Ighoped to accomplish . 

this by sometime tomorrow. ' 

5. I also mentioned to Sprague the arrangements which we had. 
worked out with the Senate Select Committee with respect to secrecy agreements 
and in doing referred to the very strict disclosure requirements contained 
in S. Res. 400 relating to the SSCI. Not understanding precisely what.I had 
in mind, Spraguc asserted that the Committee would have to retain its own 
authorities with respect to disclosures and couldn't capitulate to Executive

_ 

Branch requirements in this regard. I hastened to explain to him that I was H ' 

referring to unauthorized disclosures by individuals and not disclosures by the 
Committee, which I said would have to be the subject of different negotiations. 
It should be noted here that my conversation with Mr. Sprague was thoroughl_\7 
friendly an.d followed the pattern of his earlier talks with Mr. Lyle Miller 
of our office. Following the pattern of our relationships with the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence, both Sprague and I asserted our desire not to get 
into parochial issues between the Committee and the Agency but to recognize 
the prerogatives of each and work out problenis rather than assert prerogati\:cs 
which could unnecessarily complicate our relationships over issues where 
problems did not exist. In connection with the subject of the secrecy 
agreeiiieriit, I think it would be desirable to provide Spragtie with a copyof 
the agreement which has been developed in conjunction with the Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence. The difference, however, is that the Select 
Committee on Assassinations does not currently have any tight disclosure 
provisions within its charter. I noted this and asked Sprague if he intended to 

2,.



\ 

: - ,.__ ._\ _ .__.. .,,- ._ F 
f r .= _' 
<_-1» :_ 1 ». 5.

" 

request additional charter language in another resolution in the 
95th Congress which would set out seine of these provisions. I-ie 

said indeed that was their intention and he noted somewhat gratuitously 
that he -was also hoping to obtain authorization in the resolution for 
the Committee staff to take testimony from witnesses. At first 
blush, this appears to be an undesirable feature but Sprague pointed 
out his concern that under present rules i.t was necessary to have_ 
two members of the Committee present whenever testimony was 
taken from witnesses and he was concerned that this was exposing 
members of the Committee unduly to sensitive informa.tion, which 
it might not be necessary for them to have in the course of their 
ultimate deliberations. As he has indicated to Mr. l\/Iiller, Mr. Sprague 
said that he has no desire to obtain anymore classified information _ 

than is absolutely necessary and he is very mindful of the need to 
"run ai tight ship" in the, aftermath ‘of the disastrousrecord of the 
House Select Committee on Intelligence. He also advised me that all 
employees hired by the Committee thus far have been appointed subject 
to security clearance, including himself. 

6. I asked Mr. Sprague if he had yet hired a professional 
security director and he said he had not, but would welcome any 
recomendations that we could make to him in this regard"; I’again - 

suggested that he or senior members of his staff-be in touch with 
l\/Ir. Ben Marshall, Security Director of the Senate Select Committee 
on Intelligence, who I identified as a very responsible individual who 
‘might be helpful to the House Select Committee in setting up its 
security procedures. Sprague and I agreed that it would not 
be desirable to have an Agency type employed by the Committee as 
security director, but he is amenable to receiving any suggestions . 

which we might make to him in this regard. 
7. As we continued our discussions, I told Mr. Sprague that 

we were very anxious to work out arrangements for him and one or 
two senior members of his staff to have access to Agency records 
on the matter involving the Oswald contacts in l\/Iexico City. I pointed 
out that we felt it would be useful to them to have access toithe 
specific documents involved rather than to rely on the recollections 
of individuals. Sprague said he was most anxious to do this and would 
welcome. anything we could do to facilitate clearances on an ad hoe 
basis so that this access could be accomplished. I told him I would 
look into the question of ad hoe clearances, but pointed out that this 
was an unusual procedure since normally we would want to negotiate 
our own l\/I.emoran.dum of Understanding with the Committee and establish 
some security guidelines for our deliberations and for their access to 
information and witnesses. I believe l\/Ir. Sprague fully understands our 
intentions and desire to cooperate and totbe forward leaning in this respect 
I told him that I would contact. our security people with the suggestion that 

‘DJ _



.. ,_ 
_ _ __ /a-._ 

. ,. .. . . - -- - - \ '= ,'..- .- ,.,~: __.. g. -Y y 
. ._ ___ .__ 

. 

_: _ 
_‘ J 

I, 
' 

1 > 
. .,. ' 

-. -- 
Q! ,1 »‘.,_1 '1 1; 

\-___,__ ._.>__§-- \ _ _; 5 , 
- _. ._~ 1 -= ., 

the I-louse Select Committee staff might do well to contact Ben Marshall, 
of the SSCI, who had been quite effective in establishing physical security 
facilities for that Committee. V 

. 
_
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8. l would note parenthetically here that in a conversation with William Miller, Staff Director, SSCI, earlier in the day I happened to mention my plans to be in touch with Mr. Sprague today and asked if , 

there had been any contact between the two Committees. Miller mentioned 
at that time that the House Committee had contacted the SSCI and that they would be willing to give the House Commitee access to SSCI records i 

provided them so long as the House Committeeagreed to abide by the disclosure provisions of S. Res. 400. , .

' 

9. Finally, Mr. Sprague brought up the subject of the Director's 
letter of 23 November to the Chairman regarding the preservation of

v records material to the Committee's investigation in connection with the moratorium that had been established in response to the request of 
Senators Mansfield and Scott when the Church Committee was first ‘ 

established. Mr. Sprague indicated that he had some problems with 
the letter, especially references in paragraph one to the fact that 
inforrnation would be retained which was "important" to the Committee's 
investigation of the assassinations of John F. Kennedy and Martin 
Luther King, Jr.‘ He also had difficulty with the last paragraph which 
indicated something to the effect that the Agency would retain records 
pertinent to current FOIA cases, subjects of litigation, and investigations. 
Mr. Sprague had some suggested alternative language which I had some difficulty with and told him we would "tinker with it" and get 
back to him with a clean draft of the Director's letter before we 
put i.t in final form again for DCI signature. I told Mr. Sprague I 
would be back in touch with him on all of these matters as soon 
as possible, hopefully, tomorrow. Following my meeting with Mr, 
Sprague, I briefed Mr. Knoche on the substanc» of our conversations. 
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1. (Uncltassified - KSN) L1A.lSOl\T Richard"Alnrarns, in the ofiica-. 
of Representative Harold Ford (D. , Tenn. ), called to request two Agency 
publications entitled, "Soviet Energy — Soviet Long Range Energy Forcast » 

_Septernber 197$" and "Statistical Survey — International Oil Developn1ents" 
dated 25 l\/larch l976. I_ha"ve asked Robert Hepworth's, OCI, office for the 
publications and will sencl thern to Abranis as soon as they are received. 

Z. (Unclassified — BAA) LIAISON Called Richard Moose, Senate 
Foreign Relations‘Co1*nn1ittee staff, and told hirn the rnessage h_e was 
expecting from Senator Dick Clark (D. , Iowa) was in and that I would 
send it to hiln via an Agency courier. The inessage was sent to l\/loose 
at the State Departrnent where he will be for the next three to four weeks 

3. (Unclassified — GLC) LIAISON Met with Richard Sprague, 
Acting Director, House Select Coinrnittee on Assassin-a tions, re 
secrecy agreenients. (See Ivieinorandurn for the Record.) 

%ii fig 4. (Confidential ~ GLC) LIAISON Bill Miller, Staff Director, 
Senate Select Cornniittee on Intelligence, called and said that Senator .Ia}-ze 

Garn (R. , Utah) is planning a trip to England and would like to rneet 
with the British. I\/filler said he explained to the Senator the probleins we 
had with this but he told Senator Garn that he (l\/filler) was sure that 
arrangenients could he rnade through the Agency on the subject and perhaps 
Contacts could be set up with the people here in \»Vashington. Iviiller said 
the Senator would probably want to travel soinetixne after the first of the 
year and he would let us know. I said I would check on this and be back in 
touch. 

5. (Internal Use Only — GLC) AGENCY VISIT _l?>il.l Ivliller, Staff 

Director, Senate Select Coxnmittee on Intelligence, visited I-Ieadquztrt<.-rs 

for lunch with Mr. Knoche, DDCI, John Vv'aller, IG, Williani Wells, DDO, 
and George Cary, LC, to discuss Chairlfnan Daniel ,T_nuuye‘s (l). , l-lav/aii) 

lt-:tt.e1~ of ll N()'\'(‘.1‘nlL\(:1‘ 1976. (See Ivlernoranduin for the Record.) 
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