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HEARING ON THE INTEZRCEPTION OF NON-VERBAL COMMUNICATIONS .

- e e

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 3, 1976

House of Represehtatives

Subcommittee on Government
Information and Individual
Rights, Committee on Government
Operations

Washington, D.C.

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:10 a.m., -

.in Room 2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Honorable Bella

Sf-Abzué (Chairwoman of the'Subcommi£tee) presiding.
' fresent: Represéntatives.Abgug, Moés, Harrington;
Maguire, Moffetg, and McCloskey. | |
Also present: Timoﬁhy H. Ingram, Counsel; Eric

Hirschhorn, Counsel; Thomas Sullivan, Minority Counsel; and

Rgbert Fink, Professional Staff Member.

" Ms. Abzug. The Government Information and Individual
Rights Subcommittee‘is called to order. |
I ask tbat this hearing may Eelbroadcast inAaccordance
with the rules.
If the following are present, would each of them stand
and idenﬁiff hinself when his name is called? o

Thomas S. Greenish?

~
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(No response.)

Ms. Abzug. George Callahan?
(No respoﬁse.)

Ms. Abzug. Howard R. Hawkins?
(Rises.)

Ms. Abzug. Thomas Aigie?
(Riées.}

Ms. Abzug. Edward Grunberg? .
(Riseé,)

Ms. Abzug. ' Today We resume our inquiry into the inter- -

.ception of certain communications by and for Federal agencies.

Thisvin§estigationAbegan late last sﬁm@er and has continued
s;née‘then. ‘We have ?reviousl§ hgld heafings on‘October.
23, 1975 and laét Wednesday, February 25. |

'hThis inyesﬁigatidn éomes under several of the areas of
our éubdommittee‘s jurisdiction -~ Government policies as.
to the'gathering and use of information; individual rights,

inclﬁding the right of privacy; the Department of Justice,

including the Federal Bureau of Investigation;'and the

‘Federal Communications Commission, which is responsible for

the administration of the Communications Act of 1934.
Under the Rules of the House, our Committee —- the
Committee on Government Operations -- is directed to study

Government activities generally and to conduct investigations

intoAany and all matters coming within the legislative .
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pthat we postpbne'dr cancel our October‘23rd.hea:ihg.

jurisdiction of the House under Article I of the Constitution.

In the present investigation we are conéidering
allegations that the FBI, the National SecuritY’Agency,ﬂand .
perhaps othef Federél agencies or'their agents, have for many
years intercepted some or all of thé wire and radio traffic
being transmitted to or fr;m thié country by various com;
munications companies.

We. are also interestéd ih énylinterception>of communica~
tions whicé'aré both sent and received in the Uni;éd States.

As I éxplaiﬁed in some detail when we met on February

25, a number of representatives of the White House, the

Department of Defense, and the Department of Justice asked

Onﬁhat day we heard from the C&f Telephone Cohpang and
its parent, AT&T, who édmitted thét it was their policy’to
permit nationalrsecurity taps to be made'through}their‘
equipment }f'they récéived a”letﬁér froﬁ the FBI Director
stating that a certain tap was required in the interestAof'
national security. They also stated that they never went
Sehiﬁd such a reQueét'td:ascertain whether thé?e were ih'fact
any national security consideratioﬁé present.

While our investigation was in progress, the Senate
Select Committee on Intelligence released its report on
Operation ShémrockAon November 6, 1975. That report con-

firmed some of the allegations that had been made about message
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| communications common carriers had turned over copies of most

interception, including that the three major international

of the international telegrams with a United States terminal
to the NSA,‘which in turn'selected'about 150,000 mességeS‘a
ménth fér analysis and re&iew;

At the start of the hearing I ﬁeéuested whether cér?éin
persons were present. |

Thomas Greenish, ére‘you here?

Mr. Greenish. .Yes.

Ms. Abzug. Is George Callahan here?

(No respénse.)

Mr. Gréenish.’ ﬁe is on his way den*from New York.

Ms. Abzug; When we resumedvour hearings last‘Wedhesday,
all five of the witnesses whom we Qadvsubpoenaed ~- four FBI
ageﬁts, oneANSA'emplo?ee, and one former FBI agent --
refﬁsed to testify on theigrouhd,éf exeégtive privilege.
Aéﬁing at a meeﬁing immediately follqwiné that hearing,

the Subcommittee voted to recommend to the full Committee

‘that these five individuals be cited for contempt of .

Congress.

We have also had one private corporation, Western Union

- International, refuse to respond to our subpoena duces tecum,

also -- incredibly -- on the ground that the President had

ordered the refusal as a matter of executive §rivi1ege;:

There are also quéestions as to the compliance of the other
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companies.

Further, Attorney General Levi has written to each of the

two companies whose officials are ‘scheduled to testify this

morning to ask that they defyvour subpoenas; this action,

too, is under a claim of @xgcutive’privilege.

We‘willifirst begin by hearing fhe testimony of Mr.
Thomas Greénish ana Mr; Géorge Cailahan,léwé witnesses.frém‘
Westein Un}onjlntérnatiﬁnal. ' We wiil then hear thrge
witﬁésses frém RCA Gloﬁai Communicéfions{ Mr. Howard Hawkins,
Mr. Edward Grunberg, énd Mr. Thpmas Algie. .

After that wé shall<éqntinue Qith a brief:présentaﬁion:
,by_gwo'techniéai'experts.from_the Federal Cbmmﬁpications~

Commission, Mr. Earl Barkely and Mr. W. Randolph Young;

‘These gentlemen Will expiain how telegrams and telex

meséageé are tfansmitﬁed and how they can be intercgpted‘

I will now cali.Thomas Greenish and éeo%ge-callahan'
to the sténé, p;gaéel | _ s |

Mr. Greénish, dq you‘so1emnly éﬁear‘?oktell the whole
truth and nothiné’but thggtrﬁth SO hélp»You God? - |

Mr..Gréeﬁish. _i do. | |

- Mx. Abzug. Is Mr. Callahén here? _V. 3

My. Calléhag.' Here .

Ms. Abzug. Mr. Callahan, raise your figbt hand.

Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and

nothing but the truth infyour testimony here today?
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Mr. Callahan. I dq.
Ms. Abéug. who eiée is seated at the table?
Mr. Hammer. Norman Hammer.
Ms. Abzug. Mr. Greenish, wouldiyouJState your name and.
addgess for the record? | o
 Mr. Greenish. Thomas S. Greenish, 44 Nutmeg Ridge,
Ridgefield, Connecticut.

Ms. Abzug. ’Mr. Callahan, would you pléase state yoﬁr~.
name and addfess for the record?

Mr. Caliaban. GeofgefJ. Callaﬂan, 113BAC, Tent~8t:eet,
Brooklin, New ?qu; | o i |

Ms. Abzug; You are accompanied by counsel, as is your
right. Please have him state his name and address fof the
record. |

»_Mr,‘Hammer. Norman Hammer, 61.Broadway, New York,

ﬁew York. ’ ; ‘ o

Ms. Abzug. Are you reprESenténg_both.Mr; Gféenish and
Mr. Céilahan?

Mr. Hamﬁér. ‘Yes, ma‘am.

Ms. Abzug. Mr. Greenisﬁg have you been'suépliéd.ﬁith

a copy of the rules of this Subcommittee and of Clause 2 of

Rule X1 of the Rules of the House? .

Mr. Greenish. Yes, madam, I-just received them as I
came in.

Ms. Abzug. Mr. Callahan, have you been supplied with
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| Rule X1 of the Rules of the House?

a copy of the rules of this Subcommittee and of Clause 2 of

Mr. Callahan. Here.

Ms. Abzug. Inasmuch as you both came in late I will

acéordyybu the opportunity of rereading part of my opening

.statemeht which states the nature of this investigation.

Please pay attention to what I have to say here.
This investigation comes under several of the areas

of our Subcommittee's jurisdiction -- Government policies

as to the gathering and use of information; individual

rights, including the right of privacy; the Department of
;Jﬁstiée, including the Federal Bureau df~Ihvestigatioh;
aﬁd the Federal Communications Commission, which is

responsible for the administration of the Communications

Act of 1934.

'AUnder the Rules of the House, our_Committee -- the
Committee  on Government Operations —-- is directed to study

Government activities generally and to conduct investigations

into any and all matters coming within the legislative

iurisdiction of the House undér'Artcle'I of tﬁe Constitution.
In the preSent.investiqation, we are considering
allegations that the FBI, the National Security Agency, énd
perhaps other Federal agencies or their agents have for
many fears intercepted some or all of the wire and radio

traffic being transmitted to or from this country by various




gommunications companies.
| We afe'also intereétedAin any iﬁterceptions_of,communica—
tions which were both sent and geceived in\the United_Statés:
Mr. Greenish, did you receive a.subédena duces tecum
froﬁ this Subcommittee dated February 4, 1976 ﬁeturnable
February 18, 19762
: Mr. Hammer. 'Madamlcﬁairmgn ke
Mr.’Moss. Madam Chairman, I suggest thét thé couﬁsél
direct his.aﬁtention to the Rules of the Committee which
pérmits coﬁnsé} to appeér with‘witneéses for the sole.purpose
of consuliing Qith them apd advising ﬁhem on thei;fconu
é£itu£ional rights.
. . Counsel is not here to respond to qﬁeséions.put to the
Witnesses.
I ipsiSt upon that rule.
Mr. Hammer. Mr. ﬁogs -
. Mr. ﬁossl I insist upon regular order.
Mr. Hammer; I -~
Mr. Moss;” I insist)-sir, upon regular order.

‘Ms. Abzug. Mr. Hammer, I have directed a question to Mr.

‘Greenish. I shall.repeatliﬁ; Mr. Greenish, and would yo& be

good enough to answer the question.
pid fou receive a subpoena duces tecum from this

Subcommittee, dated FebruaryA4,_l976,.and returnable February

18, 19762




10

n

2

13
14
15
16
7
18
19

20

-2
22
23
24

25

Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma'am, I did S0 receive.
Ms. Abzug. You have failed to comply with that subpoena.
Have you brought the fequeste& documents with YOu today?
, Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma'am. | |
Mé. Abzug. Afe you now prepared to deliver those
documents?

- Mr. Hammer. Madam Chairperson, the answer --

Mr. Moss. Madam Chairman, I .am again forced to raise a

point of order, and I do raise the point of order.

If you will refer to page 16 of the blue copy of the
Rules of thé Héuse presentéd to you, you will'findfthat under
Item 3, witnesses at investigative hearings;may be |
accdmpaniéd by their owﬁ counsel fof ihe‘purpose‘of advising
them concerning.their constitﬁtiohalfrightsL

 The qﬁestion was f~’is Mr. Greenish~ﬁow prepared to :
supply the material toyﬁhe Committee? That is nét’a’quesﬁion
of COnﬁitutidﬁai right, and I‘insist, Maéam'Chairmén,
upon my point'pf order, tﬁat the withess respond to the
inqpiry placed to him and:not_to his counsel.

- Ms. Abzug: Mr. Greenish?

Mr. Greenish.  Madaﬁ Chairwoman —=

Ms. Abzug. &ou have the documént.with‘you as a rgéult“
of the subpoena duces tecum?

Mr. Gréenish. Yes, ma;ém.

Ms. Abzug. Are you now prepared to supply it to this
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Committee?

Mr. Greenish. Ygs, mafam,iI am.r I would like to.read
a statement first; |

Ms. Abzug. Would you do so, Mr. Greenish?

Mr. Greenish. :Wesée;n Union International hab% supplied .
the Chair wifh lét£ers.from.the Attofney General ekpreésiné
the invocation of éxeéuti?e privilege by the President in
requesting that if,ndt'produce'ana deliver docuﬁentg nor
appéar andrtéstify until’procedureé!Caﬁ be ag?éed upon t§ _

assure that the present invocation of privilege is not

effectively undone by this testimony.

-The Chair .replied. to these letters in a letter addressed

to me that Western Union Ihternational and the witnesses

| are ordered to comply with'the subpoena of the Committee.

This morning I received a letter from the General

Counsel of the Department of Defense.

_ This 1e£ter_wiil confirm in writing. our response to your

request earlier this aftefnoon that we specify those

matters which aré.included'within the broad area.of_the
Commitﬁeé's sﬁbéoeﬁg Whiéh raised iméortant‘natioﬁal sequrity,
concerns. -

Any ﬁestimoh§.thét would pinpoint the target of an&
foreigﬁ government organizatioﬁs based in this country and
which would relate to sophisticated techniques or methéds

that may have been used to select the traffic of foreign
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entities would adverselv affect the security of the United

States communications intelligence actiVities.

>

We are advised by the Department of Justice that the

.foregding guidelines would be equally applicable to comparable

teétiﬁony'which ﬁay be reguesféd ffom you relétingoto the
operations of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in ﬁﬁese
areas. B L
~ Under thése éircumstanceé, Western Union Intérnatiqnai
propéses‘té reply to the Chair and:tﬁe Commitﬁée with such
safeguards  as the_Chéir'and tﬁe Cqmmittee deem approbriate{:
~ Mr. Moss. Madam ChéirWoman? |

&5. Abz#g;.‘Yes.: |

Mr. Moss. Are the documents here éhd;ﬁave;they béen
deiiVérgd id.the Clerk of.ﬁhe Coﬁmittée as directed by the
subpoena?

Ms. Abzug. M#.'Greénish, prior to the‘réadiﬁg‘of your
statement I asked whéther‘you héa these 6ocumen£s're§uested 
in the’subéoena.. You said you aid. . |

I asked you Qhethet,fou were p:épared to pfésent thém
to the Subcommittee. | | |

Do jou have:tpose documeﬁts?

Mr. Greenish. Yes.

Ms. Abzug.‘ Are- you pfepareaOtO‘presenﬁ them £6 this .
Committee? |

Mr. Greenish. . Yes, ma'am.
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' Ms.vazﬁg;' would you please present them to the Clerk
of this Committee? |
(Witness complies.SA
Ms. Abzug. Are these all ﬁhe,doéuments requestedAin the
Sgbpoena duces tecum?
‘Mr. Greenish, Yes, Qa’am,‘these are ali the paﬁers
we have available from our files. | |
VlMs. Abzug. That ié»nﬁt ;ﬁé question I aéked you. Aré -
these all of the documents that you have available? Are these
all the documents tha£ tgere are? |
Mr. Greenish. Except-m§ affidavit to thé‘Senate
Qommittee of lést October; I believe you héve a éopy of that.
'Ms. Abzug. Would you step»&own from-the»sténd thie Qe
examine these documents?
A(The witnesses and counsel cémp;y;)
Ms;‘Abzug.' The witnesses will~resumé the sténdt
(The‘ﬁitnesses retu;n’to the witness‘taﬁle.)'-
Ms. Abzug.' Let the record>indica£e that we ha?g
received doqﬁments‘iéentified as 1 and 2 from Western
Union International.
Mr. Greenish, I want;to'readuto you frém the éﬁbpéena
'ducés técum thch %as issue@ to you. | o
It reads as follo&s:- “To produce and deliver items

specified ih‘the schedule attached here any and all records

in his possessién, under his dominion or control, or within
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his means to produce, concerning or relating to the inter-

i ception by, examination by, requests by or from, or delivery

tq or for any employee or agent of any depaftment, agency .
burgau, or other entity of the United States, since January
l,‘1947, of -~

"(1) information as go’the éxistepce, contents, sub-
stance, Qurpért, effect, meaﬁing, sehder, or'recipient §f-
any intgrstate or foreigﬂ'commuhication by wire, cable,_
raaio, cérfier\frequency, or other means: ana

"(2) information as to users or customers of Western

Union International, including but not limited to information

"as to the identity of such users or customers and the

éommﬁnications line distributio£ channel humbefs‘of suéh
users or custome#s.

"Theftermtfrecords" aé.used‘hérein includes, but is not
limited ﬁo, writings, documents, contracts, agreements,
memoranda, reports, cbrrespondende, lists( tables,*recéipts,
minuées, ahd electronic records and recordings."

,ﬁow, I have received from you two documenﬁs which i ha&e
submitted aﬁd which you~ﬁave submitted for the . record,’
identified as 1 and 2.

Is it yoﬁrAtestimony that the documents submitted to-
this Subéommittee by you, documents 1 and 2,’are responsive

to the subpoena duces tecum of this Subcommittee?

Mr. Callahan. Yes, Madam Chairlady.
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Ms. Abzug. Are these the oniy docuﬁeﬁts which ygg»have?~

Mr. Callahan. Yes.‘

. Ms. Abzug. Have'you no other-ddéuménts concerning the
areas'putlined'iﬁ ﬁhe subpoena duceé tecum?

Mr. Callahan. ‘thﬁing else, madam.

Mr. Moss. Madam Chéi;lédy?

Mk. Abzug. §es, ﬁr.‘Moss.

Mr. Moss. Mr._Greenlsh .do you mean to tell thls Sub-
comnittee: that“Western Union Internatlonal and all the people
in International cable‘and communlcations traffic have but
two pieces ;f papef iﬁ théi: fiiiné cabinets?

Mr. Greenish. Relating to this subject, yes.

Mrs. Moésk Relating to what~éubject?
_Mr, Giégnish. The subpoena as read by Madam Chairlady.
.Mr.'ﬁoss. ;This paper would.list all of.yQur‘customérs,
ﬂwould it not? ‘ |

Mr., Greénishr 'Xes, sir. Wé_ha&e.a list of -all 6u;
'customers(whiéh i; éublishéa in a teiéx directoxry. I don't
think that -- - -

Mr. Moés_'iﬁs'l readithe éubpoené,-it aéks for that.
Thesé are the only customers where any interception of
any kind oécurré&'ffoﬁ 1947 until the date of the.subpoeﬁa?

Mr; Gregnish. Other than Ehose stated in my affidavit,
sir.

- Mr. Moss, Whét affidavit?
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Mr. Greenish. Affidavit submitted t§ the Sena£e3C¢mmitteQ
which T mentioned earlier. I think ybu: staff has a édpy.
,  Mr. Moss. I'don‘tvfollﬁw docﬁmentsvégbmitted to ihe'
other body. |

Mr. Greenish. We éupplied a copy to this Commitﬁee back'
in Ocﬁober. ‘ x

Mi. Moss. Médaﬁvéhairlady, whét is the affidavit?

What dqes thé.affidavit - |

Ms. Ab;ug; Mr,}Mosg, our records indicate we héve

not received any direct information béyond these two -

"documents directly from them.

‘Mr. Callahan. i»ga?e them to Mr; Fing, I belie?e.'.We ;’
ceffainly diééussed it.over tﬁé telephone. .I aﬁfpretty.sure;
we sent yoﬁ a copy. If we did not, I will be'héppy‘to‘give
YOﬁ<a copy right now.. ‘

Mr. Moss. What does tﬁe affidavit have Eo;saf_;; that
these areAthé only two documents? |

Mr. Greenish. ‘Shall I read it, sir?

Mr. Moss. It_séﬁs thesé.are the~only-t&o dqqﬁmentsyor
does it Say.yoh have add{tional docuﬁenté? .

| &r.kGreenish:V it stétes that at one time we had a-
machine on ourrpfémisés Qhere we instructed our éperatots
to put.into'the machiﬂe and haVe gopies made, éﬁd these copies

were then picked up by a government agency. That is what the

statement says.
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no differently from ény other messages.

Mr. Moss. And you retained none of.the copies?

Mr, Gréenish. No, sir.

Mr. Moss. Nor aﬁy records of the messages intercepted.
gnd-copied?

Mf. Greenish. We retained for six months all messages
handled by our cbmpany.

. Mr. Moss. Of those intercepted, did you retain those
for only six months or did yoﬁ make a speciél record of
those?-‘

Mr. Gfeenish. They were taken from.an operating
position, pﬁt into the machine for copying,‘pU£ baék in with
the regular messages and filed awéy. all messages are .
filed away. |

Mr. Moss. Ananfrom that-poiht éfter copies were treated

Mr. Greenish. That is correct, sir.

'M;. Moss; :And all cdpieé were deliﬁeréd to'tﬁe Unifed
Stateé Government?~ |

Mr. Greenish. The film itself that was in the

machine that took the picture was picked up by the Uniﬁed‘

States Government, yes, Sir.

Mr. Moss. And nothing retained by Western Union
International?
Mr. Greenish. No, sir.

Mr. Moss. Did vou have a written opinion from the
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ful?
~ Mr. Greenish: WNo, sir. I might,ciafify ié if I can

read from theraffidavit;A |

Mr. Moss. I would prefer to dgvelop it this Yay‘in‘view
of.thé'faét we havenot been.suppligdiwith a copy‘of_the
affidavit. I will repeat my question.

Mr. Greenish. No&‘sif, weldidvnoﬁ.

- In lSﬁS;Iﬁhen.£he machiné was brought to.my aéﬁention,

that such a machine was on the floor of our operating room,

.I asked at that time for a documentation.

There was no document on file. The best I could glean

" from anywhere was that the paper machine had been there since

the war. Nobody really knew.

" When I asked for documentation from the Government

" official, he came and told me he was  taking Ehé machine out. -

Mr. Mgss. Do yoh have any kiﬁd.of written opinion‘from

_counsel that the*écﬁivitiQS'you were  conducting for the

Governmént.were lawful activities?
M;.kGréenish.i No, éif.
‘ Mf. Moss. AYQu did not feel that was necessary?
ﬁr. GreéniShu ,Yés,‘sir, I certainly did.
Mr. Moss. But you did not seék.an opinion?v
Mr. Gféenish. I asked £he man to show me his o

authorization, or give me some authorization, papers from the




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

|

Government, whatever authorization he had.
' He obviously had none because he took the machine out.

Mr. Moss. Well, it was there for quite a while before

it was taken out.

Mr. Greenisﬁ.' Not to my knowledge. Ta‘ﬁy‘knowledge —
from the éay I saw it it QQS'takgn out. It was taken out *
very;shortly thereafter. |

Mr. Moss. When did you take it out?
Mr. Greenish. The early part of 1965, I believe, sir.

Mr. Moss. When wasAit‘put’in? |

Mr. Greenish. I couldﬁ‘t determiﬁe éhat. 
Mf. Moss. When did you become aware of it?

Mr. Greenish. Early in 1965.

Mr. Moss. Early in 1965. Did yOu_tr& to determine how
long it had been operating prior to ybur being aware of it?
ﬁr..Greenish. Yeé,;sir; |

Mr. ﬁoss; Did you haveka-predecessor in offiée who was

aware of the machine?

Mr. Greeniéh. I might explain, the company did not come |

into existence until 1963, September of 1963.

At the time it came into existence, our offices were’

at 60 Hudson Street and our ogerating room was at 26 Broadway .

We didn't move down into 26 Broadway until early 1965 -
I am sorry, early 1964.

Mr. Moss. Weren't there even memoranda in the files

~
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explaining actionsvof employees intercepﬁing.and.permitting
this machine to operate?~

Mr. Greenish. ©No, sir.

Mr. Moss. Wasn't there, then, any ih%erest on yourApa;t
in determining who had aut?orized the placing of this
intefcepting device in the Government offices? Didn't you- feel
any leigation to your custpmers to protect their privacy?

Mr. Greenish. Yes, sir.:-

Mr. MoSs; And you have made no kind of inquiry of
emﬁloyees anding contempbraneoué memorandum Or recordé?

Mr. Greenish. I interviewed the émployeeé.

Mf. Moss. You didn't even knmow that?’

Mr. Greenish. No, sir.

Mr. Moss. Yqu have a most iﬁﬁormal method.of operating,
don't you?

Mr..G;eenish. No,'§ir.' I had fhe machine removed,

Mr. Méss.'.I wouldn't.think of operating with my staff
on the Hill withéut.memorahda regarding my discussions with
them. I requifé eaéh member_of'my sfaff.to make memoréndaA
for fhe files regarding contacfs and inquiries. &ou are not
at'a;l interested ip kéeping any kind of a record ;nlghe
eventbof an inquiry of this type or any other?

Are yéu a common carrier? |

Mr. Greeniéh. Excuse ﬁé?

Mr. Moss. Are you a common carrier?




A ST TR A & g

10

11

13
14

15

- 16

17

18

19

20

n

22

23

24

25

|

Mr. Greenish.‘ Yes, sir.

'Mr. Moss. Are you not subject to regulations?
Mr. Greenish. Yes,’sir.

Mr. Moss. Are you not subjéct to léw?

VMadam Chairlady, I will have to insist tha£ counsei
adhere to‘the rules of the Committee, or that he be moved .
at‘least~ohe‘row behind the witﬁesé.

I think the‘witnessAhaS tﬁé right to seek the advice

of counsel’as‘the rules provide, but if I wanted the

counsel's answers tovmy'questiohs I would direct themAto'the

counsel.,
Tﬁe counsel is breacﬁing the -rules and I don;tvintend
to tolerate it.
Ms. Abzug. Would counsel ---
"Mr. Moss. I say counsel should’be directed to be bound
by the'iules. ,
_Ms. ébzug. Would counsel please ;efrain froﬁ‘cbaching
the wiﬁhess?k Céunsel is available to éhe witness for the’
purpose of théuwitﬁess‘ requesting.aavice, but would
Couﬁsel‘please’refrain from cbaching the,witness?
Mr. Moss. Again.l ask)‘are you regulated as.a coﬁmon
‘carrier? o |
Mr. Greenish. Yes, sir.

Mr. Moss. And you are answerable for any laws that

might be breached through improper discloéure of contents of

~
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‘removed. I don't think you are being fair,

messages to others of the senﬂing dr receiving parties;
is that correct? |
Mr. Greenish. Yes.

. Mr. Mosé. I wbuld hopevso. ~Then,I would hope that as
the Executive Vice President you shéuld have béen able to,
off the top of your head,»give tﬁat gnSwer. |

I would feel far less than confidence in entrustiné éhy
message. unless it is jus; as’eagy‘to publish.it in the
newspape?s: You had no interest at all in where @hesg messages
went and what use Qas made of them?

Mr. Greenish. Sir, I did ask for the machine to be

Mr. Moss. in'1965.

Mr; Greenish., As soon aé I fduﬁd out about it.

Mr. Moss. Well, did you inqﬁire as to how long iﬁ had
been there before you found out "about it?

- Mr. Gfeénish, Yés, sir. I aid.

'&r. Mosé. But you didn't think ehough of it, Mr.
Greenish, to keep any kind of record of your inquiry.

Mr. Greenish. VI.jﬁst thought it was necéésary tovgét
the machine out of the office, sir;

Mr. Moss. Well, if you are immortal and there is no’
possibility of your sudden demise, it is possible perhaps
to operate without.records,_but most companies feel it is

necessary to maintain records in order to assure continuity of
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policy.

Don't you have that problem in your company?

Mr. Greenish. Ygé,“sir.

Mr; Moss. Eut in thié insﬁance you had no interest in
maintaihipg‘any kind éf contempéraneé@s record of*a;; of ﬁheA
inquiries, and apéarently yéu had n§ curiosity about hoﬁ long
it was there;v | o |

Mr; Greenish. T was not_gbing to start a file in 1965
and noﬁe existed prior to that. |

Mr. Moss. I wquld darn Weil_stgrt one if I found all thé_
messages had been interceptéd'énd I was-responéiblé for
removing it. i,wéuld atiléast want té éet‘th%t credit.
Mr.‘Greenish. Yes, sir; but ﬁhese afé no; all the~
messages. .Theée were'messaées onlf to fbreign goéefﬁments,
to an& from. |

~ Mr. Moss. Exclugively to and fxom fbreign éévérnmentS?

Mr. Greéni§h.; A;.farAas I kﬁdw, yes, -sir.

Mr. Moss. Well, now, you made tﬂé statement they were.
You should'have ggde:it onlévié you kne& that to bélthe.casé.
So i ask,‘were they exclusively meséages to and from‘
foreign'govérnmenté? | | | ‘
Mr. Greenish. Well, every Qperétor on every position
was instructed to £ake a govefnmentnﬁessage ana to put it

into the machine and haveta copy made;‘ Whether he took other

messages or missed some government messages it is very
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| difficult for me to answer that question;‘
| Mr. Moss. Did you try to find out?
Mr. Greenish. Yés,:sif.
Mr. Moss. What was the nature ofhyour inquiry?
'Mr. Greenish. I was told that generally speaklng the |
operators followed the lnstructlons.
Mr.»Mosé. Oh, but "generaily'sPeaking“ is a very broad
statément.( What were the gkceﬁﬁions?
Mr. Greenish. The e#ceptions were when the operator was
'too tiréd to get up aﬁd éet to the machine, perhaps.
Mr. Moss. So a lot of messages mlght have gone through
that were not to foreign governments. |
| Mr. Greenlsh. That . is corrgct, sir.- That is oné of

the =--

|
f Mr. Moss. Did you make any determlnatlon as to what

hhappened to those messages”

Mr. Greenish. They were delivered as every other

message was delivered.

‘ These meésageS’ﬁere me;ely copied after --
-Mr; Moss. Tﬁe éutomatié device Coﬁied gll the
meséaées unless the opérath,Was alert enough to limit it
to the communications betﬁeen foreign'gqverﬁmenté?:
Mr. Greeniéh. No,ysii, I am sorry. I must have misled -
you. Thre wés a maéhine, a'Reéoraak méchine, 1ocatéd in the'

middle of the room, if you will, or to the side of the room.




1 || The bperatox wouldxsit at an operati#gApOSitién.' He would

5 fl punch the message. |

3 Then at a given timé, when he had time to spare, he wduid
4 || take the messages of,government,»bring them to the machine,.
5 shoot a copy, come back and put them back inté fhe filé.. |

| The oﬁly messages he would bring there %pecgfically

;7 |l and put into the machine were cépiés;

8 Mr. Moss. And were strictly government?

9 Mr. Greenish. Yes, sir.-
10 '~ Mr. Moss. And you determined that by what method?

n- Mr. Greenish. By asking the operétor.

Mr. Moss. We have no record. Who were the operators?

12
1l Mr. Greenish. I couldn't tell you their names. It
u | vas 1965, sir. We had maybe 150 to 200~opérators.
':;35 Mr. Moss. Oh, you went around and agked 150 or 200
16 o?eraiofs.4 You made no ?otes, nothing for the files; and
l}, you satisfied‘yourself that they were l}mitipgbtheir copying
18 s£rictiy to_theAlist which you'ﬁave no§ supplied to this
19 Committee. _Isuthaﬁ correét? o
20 "Mr. Greenish. No, that is not_correctf sir.
”n | Mr. Moss. ,Thgn téll;me.wherein I erred.
v Mr. Greeniéh.‘ I askgd what the machine was used for.
”3 I spoke to a few operators. I asked ?y,ghat.authority ﬁhe
2 machine was'thére. They haa‘né éuthdrity. Tﬁey had no records

25 "I asked them to’getbthe machine out. The machine was
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taken out very shorty thereafter.

Ms. Abzug. Thank you, Mr. Moss.

Mr. Moss. For the meantime I am finished;

Ms. Abzug. Did Western UnionAInternational conduct an
intefnal invéstigétion of this matter?

Mr. Greénish. I am s;rry. Investigation of the machine
itself? i

Ms.'Aﬁng. No, an investigation of this process you‘
have described.. |

Mr. Greenish. The only investigation wasrmyself. I
ésked thé man who su?plied the machine to'comé’up-and see me.
“fﬁé. Abéug; .I wént.to 5e sureiyou undergtood my questién.
An inqui;y and heafing has been held by this'Committee;‘an
inquiry also held by another commitﬁée.' |

Weré_you'eVery asked to supéiy a memoréndum of any
kind ‘concerning an internal inveétigationfof the method of
opéréfion théﬁ you have desc?ibed ﬁere énd:describea elsé—
where, or any other method of intercepﬁion?

Mr. Greenish. - ¥es,_ma‘am;'tﬁat was the affidavit -
submitted to the Senate é&mmitﬁee.‘ |
“ Ms. szug.~ Is the only thing you submitted to the
Senate Committee an affidévit?.

Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma'am.

Ms? Abzug. Were there any other underlying documents

that you have concerning that investigation?
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Mr. Greenish. No, ma'am.

VMs. Abzug, Did you supply anyvother kindrof rep&rt to
tﬂé other body or othef hearing inAconnecfién with this?

M?. Greeniéh. i am;ﬁot sﬁre I got the'questicn.

Mé..Abzug. I aéked yqu,eé%lief whethex you*co;ductéd
an internal invesﬁigation before préparing any documénté
to‘give to Ehe othe£ heariﬁg in the cher‘gody. You. said
only whét you:have just.éescriﬁea. }

i'thén‘asked‘you whegher there wés any otﬁer document:
ﬁhat you prgPared qr‘gaQe.to’tﬁe'Sepafe Committee.

Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma'am. The only document we gave was

.-,the affidavit,.'h

Ms. Abzug. What about documents that you used to inquire
into this matter but did not give to the Senate Committee?
Mr. Greenish. Thére'are no such ddcuments;

Ms. Abzug. Were there ever?

Mr. Greenish. No, ma'am. -
Ms. Abzug. In other words, you conddctgd an operation

-

in which a maching'@opied'ﬁables, and. the installation of

this(maéhine énd its operation was not ﬁursuant to any agree-
ment of ani kind.with Western Uﬁioﬁ Internatiéﬂal; | |

Mr. Greenish. None that I could determine in 1965.

Ms. Abzug.  How long.had'thatAéperation geen in effect?
For how long a period was that in opération?

Mr. Greenish. I.was‘unablerto determine the length but
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I was told,p;obably since World War II.

Ms. Abzug. How did you proceed to deﬁermine>thé length
of time? | |

Mr. Greenish.. I didn't. That wasn't important to me.
What was important was to get the machine out.

ﬁs. Abzug. What was you? ans%er? I am sorry.

‘Mr. éreenish.v I said it did not occur to ﬁe it was .
important ﬂow.longAit had'beeﬁ.there. I just wanted itvout
unless 1 had some documeﬁtéﬁionvwhich‘authorized its use.

Ms. Abzug.i In the affidavit to the Senate Committee},
did you mention the documents that you handed ﬁp hefe today?

Mr. Greeﬁiéh. I doﬁ‘tAbelievé so, mégah.

Ms. Abzug. _Was that a respdnse to a request for docu-
ments which you had?A ' |

Mr.. Greenish. Tﬁey éidnit ask fér ali documehts.>~Théy
asked for statements. ‘ - |

Hs,_Abzug. -What was #hat; sir?

Mzr. Gréenigh. ‘They didn‘t ask' for documenﬁation;j They
asked for a étatemént, whiéh'I:gave them. | '

- Ms. Abzug. In reading the Shaﬁrock repgrt, which 1 h&ve,
as released by Sengtor Chﬁfch on November 6, 1975,;“1& i;
ﬁot altogether clear what Western Union-International was
and was not making'available‘to the‘ﬁational Security' .
Agency during‘the l12~year period it participated in Shamrock."

Mr. Greenish. Western Union International came into.. .  }.
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existence in 1963,

Ms . Abéug. I am aware of that. It was in 1963 to 1975.

Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma'am.

»Ms. Abzug. Isn't that correct? Isn't that 12 years?.

Mr. Greenish. I thoughf you were referring to a priér.
pe;iod of time. I am sorry.4 I misuhéarstood. ‘

Ms. Abzug. I think you did, or your counsel did.'k‘

Now, did your»compaﬁy ever make blanket turnover of
cables or did your coﬁpany also pre-select cables?

Mr. Greenish. Pre-selected.

.‘Ms.lAbzug. The report also indiéated’fhat other com-
baniés“turned-OVEr.blaﬁket cablés“ How céme? And byAwhaﬁ
proéesses did you? company decide not to‘mage é blanket
turnover?

'Mf. Greenish. We were not requested to turn over
blankét -- I might say we did not have public accegtancé
officés thé.way other carriers had.

&s. Abzug. What telex communica;ions did Westexrn
Union.Interﬁationai make~évailab;e to the National Secuiity
Aggncy?

Mf. Gfeeﬁiéh, ‘I am sofry, madam.’ What telex.—- 2
I didn't understand the question.

Ms. Abzug. Have you made any telex communication

turnover available to the National Security Agency?

Mr. Greenish. I really don't understand what a telex
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‘'some communications other than government-to-government

"l communications. -

with the huridreds of messagés that one has not been turned

over. The instructions were certainly no.

of American citizens or United States corporations?

communication turnover couid be.

Ms. Abéug. Are you éaying fhgt you have'énly tufnedv
oY¥er cable communications and not any-fofm of telex com-~
mﬁpicaﬁions?
| Mf. Greenish. 'éh, ﬁhét_is'the‘point. YeS,,we.did ﬁotA
turn oyef telé#. ‘We d;d not turn oﬁef telex communications,

Ms. Abzug. Wefe commﬁnicatioﬁs of U;é..corgorations
handed-over?.-- |

Hr. Greeﬁish, No,ﬁmé'am.

Ms. Abzug. You juét_explained earlier there may have been|
Mr. Greenish. I can't tell you with absolute certainty

To mkanowledge the answer is no, ma'éma

Ms. Abéué. Duriﬁg thésg 12 Yearg, is it your tegtimoﬁy '
£hat the compaﬁy at nq_time.tu;ned over private commpnicatioﬁs

‘Mr;'éreeﬁiéh. Thét.is corfect; to the best of'my'know—
ledge that is absoiutely factual.

Ms. Abzug. Tﬁe'Shamrock'report of the Senate Select
Committee was terminated by the Secretary of befense‘oh
May 15, 1975. What-inﬁormation is your COmpany now giving

any entity of the U.S. Government in making communications
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1§ available?

2 Mr. Greenish. To date? .
3 Ms. Abzug. Yes.
4 . Mr. Greenish. We have no arrangement at all to turn over

. 5 || anything.

6 Ms. Abzug. You are turning over no communications of

7 | any kind to any agency of government?

8 Mr. Greenish. That iéwcofrect.

9 . Ms.vaéug; Since'whét'date?

10 Mr. Gregnish. Early 1965.

" | Ms. BAbzug. ' I want to be certain that I'unéerst&od,

;gwland.you understood, what I asked. Western Union does have

13 || telex communications.

14 Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma'am.

15 A: Ms. Abzug.> My question to you waé whether you ever in

16 | any form, in any form, made available infofmation éqncérning
7 teiex'cqmmunicafions to anlggency of govérnmeﬁt ;f in any

18 | form.

19 ,Mr.’Greehish{ ‘As indiédted on the two listé.yhichl

20 || furnished earlier, that information Qas turnéd over'to the 

31 || United States Government. That is all, what is on that list;‘

2 .~ Ms. Abzug. And ndthiﬁg other than that?
23 Mr. Greenish. Nothing other than that.
24 . Ms. Abzug. Could your communications be intercepted

25 || without your knowledge?
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-interception? -

Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma'am.

Ms. Abzug. What steps have you taken to prevent that

er; Greenish. There are no steps we can possibly take.
Somebody céu;d'go out and cut a cable and intércept it, tap
it. - Somebody c¢ould listen in on a satéliite circuit. Thére is
no way we éan prevent thatwv

"Ms. Abzug. Would yoﬁ have knoﬁledge of sﬁch'interceétioﬁ?

Mr. Greenish.  ﬁo,'ma'am.

Ms. Abzug. Héve you ever had knowledge of any such
interception?

AMr.'GreeniSh. ‘Nd,Ema'am.
1Mr. Moss. Madam Chairman, I cén understand the problem
of the interception of messages by.satéllité not being de-
tectablé, but I.éannqt underétand.that a cable can be tapped
withouﬁ‘;here being an awareness that it wés done. The area
migh£‘take some time but you would have an éwareness of
a cabie'tap, would you not?

Mr. Greenish. Not.neqessarily, si?._ If fhgre was a
tapping there had to be a sophistiﬁated technique we know
notging‘about. ' There had to be some meané of induction.

We don't operate theAcables. They are operated mostiy by
European aéministfation and AT&T long iines. We just use the
cables. | | |

Mr. Moss. Thank- you.
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Ms; Abzug. Did Western Union hake its cables available
to authorities in any country other than the United States?
| Mr, Greenish. No. | | |

‘ﬁs. Abzug. These operators that operated this machine,
whatlélearance ao they have?‘»What security clearanée did
they have? |

Mr. Greenish. We didn't have éecﬁrity clearance.
: Ms.‘Abzug. .Do you want tb answer that,’Mr.‘Callahan?'
Mr. Caliahan. ‘The only thing Qe had, we had the
employees read thé Comﬁunications Act as it pertained to
secrecy of messages. .That is the only cléaraﬁée we had.

':Hs; Abzug. ‘Did’yéu read the décumehts‘ﬁhat‘you handed‘
up to the Committéee today pursuant to the subpoena ducég
tecum? | |

Milmgfeeﬁiéh. Yes, ma'am.
VMS. Abng.' What.security ciearancg do you have?
' Mr. Greenish. What is my security’raéing? |
Ms. Abzug. Yes.
Mr. Greenish. I guess it is up to secret.
xs. Abzug. To what?
Mr. Greenish. éecret. Did you =-
Mr. Moss. Maaam Chairwoman, would you yield a momenf?
Ms.*Abzgg.' In one moment, Mr. Moss.

Did your attorney see that document or those documents

vou handed up to me today?
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Mr. Greenish. Yes, ma}am.
Ms. Abzug. Would you ask your_attorney whét secufity
ra%ing he has?
I asked you'dire¢tly,‘Mr. ﬁammer.
‘Mr. Hammgr. Noné, madam.
~ Ms. RAbzug. fou have none?
Mr. Hamﬁer. No; ma'am.
Ms. Abzug.’ Who'elsé has séén these.documents?'
Mr. Greenish. Mr. Cailahan.
Ms. Abzig. Mr. Cailahad, What_is’your security
élearance? |
.M;.'Callahaﬁ; Secreﬁ;
Ms. Abzug. Who else hag seen these dbcumentS?
Mr. Greénish. I‘don't.know ;ﬁy. I couldn't answer. _I.
don‘t.knOQ. |
Ms. Abzug. ThatAis a very poor copy} 'It is'véry
difficult fér mé to #eéd it. Who'madé the" copies? ‘

Mr. Greenish. We have a copy we made.. We had typed

-

a copy cleaner than that.

Ms;’Abzué. Who tiped-thé éopies?

Mr. GfeenishﬁilTyped this éopy I have in ﬁy hand he%e?

Ms. Abzug. I don't have the copy you are talking about.
Tell me about that one. Is that a'dﬁplicate éf,what.yéu
handed the Committeef

~ Mr. Greenish. Not a duplicate. We tried to read from
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that bécause it is very difficult to read from that and we
rewrote 1it. |

Ms. ébzug. Who typed it?

.Mr. Greenish. I don't know.

.Do ybu knéw?

Mr. Hammer. No.

Mr. Greenish. Do you know? -

Mr.'Callahan. No.

Mr. Greénish; One of thekofficials or one of the
secretaries of thé company. I don't know who.

Ms. Abzug.& One SE therfficia;s'of your céméany typed
a piéée'of papér? _ )
> Mr.,Greenish; Yes, ma'am.

Ms. Abzug. Or was it the sec;etéry.who&typed it?

Mr. Greenish. We are almost all operators. We type,

“1too.

‘Ms. Abzug. But you don't know who.typéd it?

‘Mr. Greenish. No. |

Ms. Abzug. And you don't know whétber thétperson who
ty?ed it had a security clearanceé

. Mr. Greenish. No} ma'am.

Ms. Abzug. Wha rnade a photostat of it?

Mr. Greenish. ‘Probably our legai department.

Ms.-Abzug. You don't know how many peoPie in that

legal department did that processing of_getting the original
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and making photocopies and>stapling it and putting it inf
an envelope for your attorney? Do you? -
+ Mr. Greenish. No, ma'am.

Ms. Abzug. Do ény of them have security clearances?
, Mr. Greenish. fés,'théy'db. It was distributéd in
a confidéntiaiﬂenVQIOPe{ |
Ms. Abzug. That is not a secﬁrity clééfancef
Mr. Greenish...No, but‘it:wés réstr;cted in its
distribﬁtion.‘
Ms. Abzug. To whom outside of this Committee?
Mr. Mosé. Confidential.. |
Ms.-Abzug;‘.It was gohfidential.' What does that mean?
Mr. Greenish., It meansAﬁe‘didﬁ't spread it.arouné.them
bompanyf |
’Ms. Aﬁzug. You meén~not evergbody in the company saw it. 
- Mr. Grgenish, Nd} ma'am.
Ms. Abzﬁgl Only Some’pe9p1e{_
' Mr..Greeniéh. Tha;‘is figbt. i
Ms.'Abzug. Améng the'peoﬁle who dé n§£ have Sécurity :
clearance. D ' ‘
ﬁr. Greenish. ‘That is corréét. We didn't‘consiaer’it
a classifiea docdmégtl
Ms. Abzug. It was not considered a claséiﬁied éoéument? .
Mr. Greenish. WeAdid‘not consider,it a cléssified

document.
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Ms. Abzug. You did not consider it a classified docu-
ment.
Mr. Greenish. We did not.
- Mr. Moss. Do you now? .
Mr. Greenish. I have beénvasked --

" Ms. Abzugl Wait a second. Thenhwﬁy did you not haﬁd,
that docgment over pursuant to that subpoena duces tecum on
Febfuary 18?V | | | |

Mr. Gréenishg If.E might remind the Chairlady, I had
the document with me and I was ready to hand it over on a
vol;ntaryvbasis; We .stayed here for éeveral-ﬁduré when I
éélléa.’ We had theAdoéﬁments reédy to han3 ;ver at that
time. | ‘

Ms. Abzug. You were éubpoenaed and you ‘'were then given

a subpoené duces tecum which you disobeyed. On what ground.
» did you disobey that subpoena duces tecum?

,Hr. Greenish. We handed it over. I believe we were

in compliance. -

MS.AAbiug. On Whatféround‘did you not hand it over
on. the return date of_that‘subpdena?' |
Mr. Greeﬁish. On the advice of the Attorney General;_
ﬂs.rAbng. Is the Attorney General your counsel?
Mr. Greenish. No, ma'am. |
Ms. Abzﬁg. What was that aaviqe of the.Attérney'Geﬁéral?

Mr. Greenish. Shall I reread the statement?

N
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Ms. Abzug. I am~askip§,you a question."You aﬁswertin

whatéver wayAyou see fit. | |
* Mr. Greenish. "We supplied thé'Cﬁéif with letters

frém tﬁe Attorney Genéral'éxpressing the invocation of
executi&e privilege b& thé éresident;'requesting thd% Western - |
Union Intérnaﬁiénal not produce and'délivér documents. nor |
appear and téstify,“

Ms. Abgug;lDidAyou £hen secdre‘édditional adviceiof

your own counsel as to the basis of this baseless claim which-

'you now indicate that these documents,-at 1ea§t in your .

opinion, are not of any cla551fled nature in any case?
Mr.VGreenish} That is correct.

Ms. Abzug. Did you then seek advice from your own

counsel as to whether you might not be in jeopardy in making’

a claim tﬁat in your cpinion didn;tvhave any basis, as far
as you were concerned in any case? |

Mr. Gréeﬁish.. ?es, ma'am. -

Ms‘vazug; What @id yéur_counsei tell you?

-~

Mr. Greenish. ~Told me_td come down today and -hand over

the docﬁments;

Ms. Abzug. What about on February 182

Mr. Greenlsh.. At that stage he was still recommending
we consult and try to see whether the two branc@es of
government would get together so we wouldn't be caught in the ’

middle.
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to read the Federal Communications Actvregarding the

~in the section where the iﬁtercépts_téok place. Is my-

T

Ms, Abzug. I find it extremely.faséinating that a
privéte cofporation iS\ié a position where it seeks to claim
powers of an executivelbranch, and a exeéutive branch of |
government seeks to determine the actions.éﬁ a private cqrpqra~
tion to‘the point of suggesting illegal activity or a
violafion of the law. This is hardly what I think is the '
nature and structure of deﬁocragy in our country.

Mr. Moss. Madam Chainady, I would like‘to bévrecégﬁized

N .
for a moment.‘
| Ms. Abéug;_ I will fecpgnize you, Mr. Moss.
Mr. Mosé. ;I was inte;ésted in the stateﬁént,_f beliéve

by Mr. Callahan, that the employees were asked orjinstructed

secrecy or security of messages.
Am I correct in my recollection?-
Mr.'Callahan. That is correct.

Mr. Moss. And there were about 200 or more operators

recollection‘onnthat correct?
;-Mr. Callahan. Roughly that figure, ébout ZdOAoperators.
.Mr. Moss. How. did you know, then, which operators
had read the Commuﬁications Act secﬁrity section if you ‘
kept no reéordslbf any kind?

Mr. Callahan. I can only give you a recollection as to

the course of events. The notice was first posted on the
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company bulletin board, a copy of the Act, and at one time I

perscnally remember receiving a copy with my sign on it --.

for all operating people. It had a sign and they were given

an individual copy.

Mr. Moss. In other words, there was a copy circulated

and initialed by all operating personnel and individual éopies

aeliVerea to them?
Mr. Céllahan.’
initials on.
Mr. Greenish.
Mr. Mosé. fYQu
I assume.
Mr. Céllahan.
Mr. Moss. bid
fhgn requiré him to
Communications Act?
Mr,‘Greeniéh.

Mr. Mosé;_ How

Mr. Greenish.

. Mr. Moss. Don'

I did not say initialed. I say with

It is a method of distribution.

had turnover among the 200 operators,

Yes, sir.

you upon the hiring of a new operator
read the abpropriéte section of the

7

Yes, sir.

did you know whether or not they read it?

It was handed them to read.

t you ever circulate a memo which requires

a statement of “read and initial" and then return to the file?

Mr. Greenish.
Mr. Moss.  But
Mr. Greenish,.

Mr. Moss. You

Yes,; sir.
you didn't in this case?
No, sir.

can tell me what you did and I can only:
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express my amazement at the very informal and almost &isbrderly"

method of conducting a business. It hardly instills a sense
o} confidence.

i‘like‘to ﬁave a feeiing éomehow that there is more
attention beipg péid'to the privacy'df indivi&uals }han has_
been demonstrateéahere, '

I do wént to.c§mmeﬁd ?ou for %aking £ﬁe'step you téok’
in 1965 to remove £he m;chineﬁ .I am just sorry that you ﬁad
no form of COntemporary.mémofandum.;

Who adyised you tﬁat the émployeés should be required
to read the Communicationé)Act security sectioﬁs?‘.

Mr. Greeﬁisﬁ. That'is standérd’ih all:telegraph com-
panies, sir. : e |

o Mt._Mo;s; 'Sort‘of soﬁéthing’you become aware of?
.Mf.’Gfeenish. Yééﬂ' As you come on board you usuaily
conforn. | |
“Mr. Méss. 'When you ﬁoye into réom X" you rerega‘ité

M?. Greenish. You are sppposed'fo. .

Mr. Moss. I wish I @éuid commupicate as effectively;
and T éon't ﬁave a stéff anywhére near-as large as.200§

Ms. Abzug...%f the gentlehan would yield;

In connection with that you testified that you turned
over cableé; at ieast.until'1965,.énd that yéundid ﬁ&t secure
advicé of counsel:oﬁ thé.legality qfvthis procedure. 1Is t@ié

correct?
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Mr. Greenish. Yes. We didn't actuélly-tufn over the
cables. As I explained, the cables were‘taken,from an
opérating position, government messages, foreign governménts,
put intQ the machine and copies. |

Ms. Abzﬁg. Were those cables entrusted to your care by
your customérs? |

Mr. Greenish. Yes.

Ms.'Aﬁzug. And they wqund up in a pIace.otﬁer thanx
where they were bgihg sent?

Mr. Greenish; Yes.

Ms. Abzug. Thefefore you did,; in faét;_pérmit the
turnover of these doeuments or these cables. | |

~ I asked yon two questions. Oné,_is it possible that

fl any of those documents that were‘turnéd éver were documents
bélonging:to American citizens?

Mr. Greenish. Very high;y ;nlikely_but posSib;e."

 ;ﬁ§; Ab-zug. - Do you now believe that this operatiqn whiqh

you had until 1965 was lawfﬁl?

Mr.,Greenish. :I.Wogldn't care -- I am ndt.an attorﬁey.

Ms. Abzug, I appreciate tﬁaﬁvbut you have to run a

business according to law.
Mr, Greenish. I felt that the machine should be either
justified or taken out. It was not justified; it was taken

out.,

Ms. Abzug. Do you think it was unlawful?




13
14
15
16

17

18

9

2
21
2
2
2

25

"the machine out?

=

o

tr. Greenish. I don't think I am in a position to be
able to tell whether or not it was lawful.

Ms. Abzug. If it was not unlawful, why did you take

Mr. Greenish. Because I wanted some documéntationvthat
should be there.. vaibusly it is. unlawful to copy messages
without some sort of documentation, some sort of authoriza—[

tion, scmeone in elected and appointed authority.

Ms. Abzug. Is it only a court order that justifies that? |

Mr. Greenish. Yes, under normal circﬁmstances.

Ms. Abzug. Under tﬁe Communiqafions‘Actyisﬁ't that
what you éré’required.té have? |

Mr. Gregnish. My attorney_pointé out Séction_GOS of .
the felécomﬁunicatiops Aét permits government to request
copies. There are certain proviéions’in.thé Act for that.

Ms.kAbzug. Lawful aemand{ ﬁndef‘whaé ci£cumstanceg
do &ou cbnsider;it:a lawful demégd?; In'bther wérés, it
says "dem%nd of lawful authdfity.“ "

Suppose a cop on the beat walkéd'in,and saié,'“Let me
have iou; qablé349 'Is'that lawful authority?

| Mr.'Greeﬁish; ﬁo,'ma'am.

Ms. Abzug. What digd you'ask{for or what did your

company aé% fér whiéh ﬁepresentéd lawful authority before

you agreed to have a machine which turned over documents -

which could very well have invaded the privacy of American




10
1
12
13
14
13

16

e

18
19
20
21
2
23
2

25

4.5

citizens, by your own testimony?.

Mr. Greenish. My attorney tells me I wés wrong. There
is a case where a policeman on the beat did have a right to
askifof a copy.

Ms. Abzug. You think %ﬁat is what the Communications
Act'provides?. | | ‘

Mr. Greenish. There is a case.

Ms. ﬁbiug.‘ What court? What police court?

Mr. Gréenish; Florida..

Ms. Abzug. What level of court? What jurisdiction?
Give me fhe citation, qounsel. | |

ViMr. Hammey. Madaﬁ‘Chairmaﬁ, I did nét brief this poiﬁt,
but when we reviewed 605 it has very extensive annotations
with sgme'remarkable exéeééions. ‘I don't claim the validity
of thgm. |

. Ms. Abzug. Would you supply-those'fo; the recdrd?‘ I
wouldvbe véry ihterested in that. I was extremely interested.

Would counsel please supply that’for-theArécord?

Mr. Hammer. The policy request, yes.

Ms. Abzug. On that question;'yés.

The queséion before us is whether there wés ahy lawful
aﬁthofity and what is the obligation under the Federal
Cqmmunica£ioné Act'of a company to haﬁd over messages without
1awfui authority and what is thevobligation and‘what>ste§s e

and what evidence of lawful authority a company is requireai
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‘haven't had any requests.

to make and take and what do you now consider to be lawful
authority.

L 4

Mr. Greenish. Thefe was no lawful authority and we

Ms. Abng. Do you admit the law was violated?

Mr. Greenish. No, ma'am.

Ms. Abzug. ‘You just said there was no lawful authority.
 Mr. Greenish. To my knowledge.

Ms. Abzug.' Until you can correct the record it is

obviously stated by yéu there was no lawful authority and

the law was violated by your company.’

Mr. Mccioékéy. Will ;he“Chairlady yield?

Ms. Abzug. Yes. | )

ﬁrf.MéCioskey.‘ This'is a snbject.which we diécusged'
over the past’few yeg?s; I think in féirgesé to the |
Awitness, without'inﬁfudiﬁg on the qqestion,iI don't ;hink:
that I know whatfthe.law is in tﬁis.fiel&.

| Congress in }951 passed Section 798r9f Title 18 of
the U.S. Code., B .

We provided ﬁhere that ényong who.knowingly ang
willfﬁlly:communigatea or makeé available to an
unauthorized person or puﬁlishes aﬁy classified infpxmation
concerning'£he’cémmunicatioﬂ inteiligence aétivities of the

United States or ény foreign government or obtained by the"

processes of communications intelligence from the
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communications of any foreign goverﬁment{~knewing.to'havekbeen
ogtained by such procesées,‘commits a felony.

We clearly in the law in 1951 defined the term
"communication iﬁtelligence,"-éeaniné all proéedures ana
methoés used in the interéé?tion of communiéétions and’the.
obtaining ofkinfo:mation from such communications by other
than;the intended ;ecipiénté.gw

By making it a felonjto_willfully disclose information
about gbvernmént commﬁnications'intelligence we certainly
raised a legal question as to whether or not it is'1awful;

As I say, I don't mean to interfere with the questioning

Hlof the witness but I am in doubt as to what lawful communica-

tion intelligence activities are by the United States
Government.
This is one area where Congress should act.

— B

‘Ms. Abng, I appreciate the comments of the,gentleman
ffom'California.:

I would like tQ suggest I was épeaking of a violation
of the écmmunicatioﬁs Act. i was sgeakiﬁg with réspeC£ £o‘
the'législative history o§<18'U.S. Code 798 which Ehe “
gentieman refers to. The legislative{histofy which~i-havé
researched -shows communicafions intelligencevactivities refer
to "breakingithe secret codes .of a foréigﬂ nation." :

I don't think it is applicable to the'line of questioning

that we have just engaged in.
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I now recognize Mr. Maguire.

Mr. Maguire. I thank the Chairwoman.

Mr. Greenish, what assurances do you give your customérs,
if any that their messages will be kept private?

Mr. Greenish. Specifically we don't give assurance.
They take it for granted.

Mr. Maguire. They take it for granted, so there is

I a presumption that their méssages will be -=

Mr. Greenish. . It is a rightful assumption. Normally,
or abnormally, we do not give out contents.

Mr. Maguire. Unless, ironically, a presi&ential agency
of somé sort comes to ydu under sbme guisé bf lawful
authérity. Then the question is whe£her or not they themselves
are violating the Constitution. I_gueés éhat is really the
problem we have here. ,

Lét_me ask you a little more about whé; actually was
turneazover.—

Yqﬁ indicated corporate cables were not turned over. '
You have indicated that,generally 5peakipg whaﬁ,vas turneé
over was turned over within tﬁe gﬁidelines of the Federal
Communiéations'Aét. .

I would like to know more precisely what was turned
over. Could you éiVe us a positive déscription of what was

turned over as opposed to a negative description of what was

not turned over? - What categories of things?
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Mr. Greenish. A cable under the classification of

what is known as Etat which>is government—paid messages.

‘Mr. Maguire. What does that mean?

Mr. Greenish. - It comes in at a different rate so we
2 . - °

ciassify it.. At that time the rate was about ohe—halﬁ normai
rétes'for the avérage'peréon. The Government had priQileged‘
rates.
, Mr._Magﬁire.'.Does that.mean-some'goverqment égency is

sending those mésséges? | '

Mr. Greenish. Qesl‘ it was originatea by a éovefnment_
agency usually to anothér éovernmeptiagenéy. :

Mr. Magﬁiré. Fo;eign or Aﬁerican?.

Mr. Grgenish. Foreign as a rule. Théfonés we are
referring ta here. ‘

Mr. Maguire. Is éhét the only cétggofy?'

Mr. Greenishm :Thaﬁ is co;réct; 4 G

Mr. Maguiré.'quu are sayi;g no megsages éh#f would
be sent 5y a privaﬁé citizen.to some adféss abroad would have
been.copiéd by'this.machihe.. Is that correct?

ﬁrﬂ Greenish. Yés; other than the cirqumstaqces;I
explained to fhe‘Chairiady where it could happén.

Mr. Maguire. Were:there any internal_mehdranda to the
operatoré? fou indicated the operators would make the - .
decisions as tO'Qheﬁ tq turn the copy machine on.

Mr. Greenish. WNo, sir, I could find no memoranda in the
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file whatsoever, . - 4 -

Mr. Maguire. How did they make the‘dietinCtiOns, then?
How were they advised as to when to coby and when not to Copy?

Mr. Greenish. It was explained to them when they came
on the job and ae they became operators, that this was the
procedure.

Mr. Maguire. It was explained to them orally?

Mr.vGreenish. Yes;:sif.

Mr. Maguire. WhOfdid the briefing?

Mr. Greenish. The supervisor.

Mr. Maguire. On the basis of what instructions did they

~do those briefings?

Mr. Greenish. They had received the instructions when
they were operators. They were just handed down.
- Mr. Maguire. There'are'no pieées of paper anywhere in

4

the files pertalnlng to these 1nstructlons, by whom they

were to be given, when they were to be given, to whom they

were to be given, -and what they were to include?
Mr. Greenish. No, sir. : .
Mr. Maguire. Were any. documents that might have. been

relevant to the subpoena that was lssued to you which would

have been supplied to. the Committee under the subpcena_eve;

destroyed?.
Mr. Greenish. No, sir.

Mr. Maguire. You have said that it is possible for the
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mésséges to be intercepted and that you would not know when
tapping might occur.

Mr. Greenish. Yes, sir, it could happen either side
of the ocean. It could happen aﬁy-place. E

Mr. Mageire. Have you ever consulted -- you indicated

earlier there was a presumption on the part of people th sent

messages that they would.be privately held. Yet, on the

other hand, you did and'presumably did acknowledge in your

own mind, at least, that interception could take plade.

I am wondering whether you ever consulted with the FCC

or the FBI or any other agency or counsel about the -

protection oﬁ those>méssages which were’én%rusted to gou'as
a carrier or how they might be‘prétected. | |

Mr. Greenish. No, sir.

) Mr.:Magdife. Can youlgive the Supcommittee the names
of any of your supervisors who are currghtly employed by
ydu'éﬁé did those briefings we discussed é moment ago?

Mr. Greenish. Thislgges b;qg to ﬁhe war time. I can
giveﬁyou,the name of suggrvisors obviéusly wﬂofare presently
in our operating floor,

| Mr. Maguire. It was only 10 years'ago that the
machine was taken 6ut. |
Mr.-Gregniéh.A Yes, sir.
ﬁr; Maguire. Presumably some of those éeople are still

with the company.
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Mr. Greenish. Yes, but the original instructionsxthat R

came down, we can't find anybody who was there when the

machine came in or knew about thé machine. They just knew

theVinstructiéns were tﬁere.'

er.'Maguire._'I aﬁ intefésted in whoAmight h;ve beén
giving some gf fhe instructions aé late as 1265 ts'opératgrs.
and whether or no£ weAcaﬁ have tﬁe nameé;of some of tgosé
people. | |

>"Mr{ Greenish. - I‘cén supply tﬁét. '

Mr. Maguire.‘ Wpﬁla ybu'please'supply-that to the
Committee? ' ‘ |

If thefg‘is no objéctiom, Madém'Chéirﬁoman, I have asked
for the names of people pfesently with the qompany'who“wéfe
in‘a‘Supefvisory capacity‘and wﬁo instructed opététors on
whét tg copy and what‘gct.to COPY .« It was indiéated tﬁere

4

are such people still with the company who would have beén

given such instructions in 1965

I have asked for those names.

-

Ms. Abzug. Without'objection so ordered.

(Material to be supplied follows:)
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Mr. Maguire. I have no further questions, Madam Chair-
woman.

Ms. Abzug. Mr. Harrington?

Mr. Harrington. Mr. Greenish, I am not .quite as

concerned- as Congressman Moss is on the question of records,

but I am interested in the uniqueness of the situation in-

.sofdr as coming upon the machine you described. I would like

a little mére background; giVén the information I have from
ITT, as to whether you Weﬁf Qeyond the authorization point
and whether it was discussed at the level of your superior,
what the policy of the company would be with féspeét to the
ﬁéé of that machine. Was this doﬁe? h
- Mr. Greenish._ Yes; sir.
Mr. Harringtoﬂ. At that timé?
' Mr. Greenish. fes.'
Mr. Harrington. Eﬁlarge on it.
‘ Mr. Greenish. I was'tolé to folldw*éhe.ling that I did
follow, which,; suggested. Siﬁée we located néthing'in the
fiies,'We didn‘t know upoh what authority the;hachine.was |
there. We shoﬁld ask for the authérity{ ff'there was no
aﬁthority forthcoming, tﬂe ﬁachine should be removed. |
It was as simple~as‘thét. Witﬁin.the next few days
the machine was removed.

Mr. Harrington. With whom did you discuss this dis-

covery?
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Mr. Greenish. With the gentleman who was coﬁipg to
pick -~
. Mr. Harringﬁon.~ I am talking now within the company.

Mr. Greenish. With the group in the executive committee

'levelg That would be with the president of the cohpany and ..

my colleagues.
Mr. Harringtén. .Nonevof them were aware of the ekisﬁencei
of the maching? |
Mr. Gfeénish. .No; sir. Remeﬁber,4sir, tﬁey were nb;v
operating level people. They would nét nﬁrpally go into that
area. | o X |
‘Mr. Harrington. What about in your.own béﬁkground'l

having formerly worked in a similar field? Was there a’

{l practice similar to this pursued in the same area? -

‘Mr.JGreeniSh. No, sir. Most of my service with the
other companies I worked for was at an overseas capacity.. We
didn't have any kind of surveillapce'of any kind by either

government, the local government where we were stationed or’

the U.S. T ' - ,l. ' .,H

Mr. Hafriﬁgﬁoﬂ. ‘And.no one at ghe~execﬁtive level, withi
Your’cpmihg in at'a new role, was aware of this practicé?

Mr. Greenigﬁ.r'Néne of the executive peoplé,.no, sir.

Mr. Harrington. Had any Qf them pre-dated you in their
service with the company?

Mr. Greenish. I came in 1964. The company was formed
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in 1963. I guess almost all Qf the executives came in
aboutrthat period of time, 1963, except for the president
who had been with the Western Union Telegraph.Company in
prior days. .

Mr. 3a;rington. Was this thought to be sufficiently .
serious to warrant somewhat’broadef»ihvestigation as Eo_ﬁhe
origin 6§ the machine? - |

Mi; Greenish. No; sir. It was just a quéstion tﬁat Qe
felt there should be authority or get the machine out. We
didn't put that.much more importance to it than to find oﬁt
wﬁo put the machine in there ané.geﬁ it out orjéet the
ia&ful authority. o

Mr, Harrinéton. Was it your_responsiﬁility to do this?

Mr. Greenish. Yes;‘sir. |

iMr.‘ Harfington. Witﬁ whom did you deal?

“fo. Greenish. With tha_government.agency that was
piéking up the film., Specifically, akgeﬁtleman came to see
me; I believe in 1965. He showed me his identification. I
.believe it was the National Security.AQminiét:ation‘

Mr. Harrington. The gentléman's name?
Mr. Greenish. I don't recall.
'Hr. Harringtgn. And have no record of that?

Mr. Greenish. I have no record of it. I really didn't

know the gentleman's name. At least I didn't remember it at

the time. It didn't seem that important to me.
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Mr. Harrington. ﬁow many occasions would you have
had contac£ with that pafticular(genﬁleman or‘anypne conneéted
with the NSA?

Mr. Greenish. Since that time up‘totthe present time tﬁis
ﬁattér'has just been -- it has not been curreﬁt‘at all and
has not come to my attehtion;

VMr.~Harrington. But at the time you were following

instructions as to this course of action, did you have just

the onevmeetiﬁg?

Mr. Gfeeﬁish. Yes;“sir, jhst oﬁe meeting.

Mr. Harrington. What'&as the subétaﬁce of that?

M¥. GreeniSh. I askéd,them on what authority was the
machine there. He said he would get authbrity or-have the
machine removed.’ |

He came back and had'the.machine;rempved.

Mr. Harrington. And that is the substance of your

- involvement?

Mr. Greenish. Yes, sir.
Mr. Harriﬁétoﬁ. With the policy of the company in
- ' " . .

deaiing with the copying of the messages on.the bartrof

foreign governments?

Mr. Greenish. Yes, sir.
Mr. ﬁarrington. And there was nothing until more
recent months, last fall or last year, that was of concern

to you or which warranted further contact with the NSA
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regarding this particulaf.matter?

Mr. Greenish, There was nothipg.'

. Mr. Harrington. Over approximately a l0-year period?
Mr. Greenish. That is rightr
Mr. Harrington. And no other records have been kep

except fhosehgroyided.which’would aeél with this rather
uﬁusuél situation?< Was iﬁ,considéred unﬁguél? I refer to thef
copying practice aisco§éred at the éperating end of ‘the _
business.
Mr. Greenish. It‘wgs considered uﬁusual by myself.
Mr. Ha;ringtoh. And by the o£her executiées?’
'Mr- Greenish. Oh{'yes;
Ms. Abzﬁg: Do you knoﬁ‘Mr. Jﬁseph Tomba?
 Mr. Gféenish. His name has been mentioned to me. I.
don't think I would know him if I_mei him.
Ms., Abzug, Mr. Callahan, do you? .- |
Mr. Caliahanq ?resehtly, no - |
Ms. Ahzug; &hat doesAthat mean? .
Mr. Cal;ahan.f~1 have'ne&er met tﬁe.ééntlemaﬁ;
Ms;'Abzug.' ﬁh%t{do.ypu knéw about his name? |

Mr. Greenish.” I know he wbrks for the United States

-

Government.
Ms. Abzug. What else?

Mr. Greenish. fRéportedly he is the man I spoke to in

1965 but I couldn't be sure of that.
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~15-| and Howard Hawkins.

Ms. Abéug. You have no recollection?

Mr. Greenish. No.

Ms. Abzug. You don't remember?

Mr. Greenish. No; |

" Ms. Abzug. 'You, Mr. Callahan?

Mr. Cél}ahan. I never met the_gentieman.

Ms. Abzug. You donft know tﬁe ﬁame, either?

Mr. Callahan. I know tﬁe'name because it has beenﬁk
brought up as §aft Qf this.investigation but I do;not.know the
Agentlemanf | .

Ms, Abzug. The witnesses are excused subject to
thé%f‘recall by theiChair.v , | -
| 'V(Witnesg excﬁsed.) |

Ms. Abzug. I now call Thomas-Aigie, Edward drunberg,

- Mr. Hawkins, do you solemniy swear the testimony you-
aré'gbout_té give is the tru;h, tﬁe whdle:truth, aﬁd nothing
but the truth? | |

'Mr. Hawkins. f'do. _ ~’_ ' -

.Ms; Abzug. Mr. Aléie,‘do'yoq ;dlémnly sQéar the testi-
ﬁény you are about to give is the truth, the whole truth,
and nothing but the truth? . ’

Mr. Algie. I do.
'ﬁs. Abz#g. " Mr., Gruhbe:g, do you solemnly swear the

testimony you are about to give is the truth, the whole truth,
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and nothing but the truth?
Mr. Grunberg. I do.
Ms. Abzug. Mr, Hawkins, would you.please state youi
name and. address for the record?
Mr. Hawkins. Madam Chaixwoman, my name is Howard R.
Hawkins. | |
ﬁith the Subcommitteé‘$ pe:ﬁission -
Ms. Abzug. Would you’please state your name and address?
Mr.'Hawkids. Howafde..Hawkins, 33 Meadowcroft Lane,
\Greenwich, Conneéticut. |
Ms. Abzug. iPlease be seated.
Mr. Thémas Algie, woﬁld you pleasevstate;your‘namé
and address for the record? | | |
Mr. Algie. Thomas Algie, ggOS.Chesﬁertown Drive,
Vienna,'virginia.
Ms. Abépg.4 Please be seated,
Mr.“Gfugberg} would you please staéé your name and
éddress for,thé“recofd?
Mr. Grunbe:g;‘ Edward Grﬁnberg,-SGOQ'PyleARoad,’~
Bethesda, Maryland.
ﬁs.khbng. If.fou are accompanigd by cgunsei,?és—is
your right, would you pieaée have him state his name qnd‘
address for the record? P ' ‘ |
Mr. McKay. Lawrence J. McKay of 80 Pine Street,

New York City. My residence address is Bronxville, New York}
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on my behalf by counsel. » L

"‘Ms, Abzug. Thank you very much.

V'Did each of the GitneSSes hear ﬁ§ opening‘statemgnt tﬁis
morhing in which I summarized the jurisdictibd of this
Subcommittee and the nature of the present inguiry?

Mr. Algie. Yes. V |

Mr. Grunberg. Yes.

. Mr. Hawkins. ¥es.

Ms. Abzug. Have youlbeén sﬁpplied with a'éopytcf the'
rules of this Committee, andyClause 2, Rule XI of the Rules
of the Hoﬁse? ’

Mr. Algie. Yes.

Mr. Hawkins. Yes. '

.:ﬁr. Gruhbe;é. Yes.

~M§. Abzug. Mr. Hawkins, did you receivé a subpoena.
duces tecum from this Sgbcomﬁittee détad February 4, 1976,
gng;ﬁetﬁrnable February 18, 19762

4

‘Mr. Hawkins., Yes. That subpoena duces tecum was

received while I was out of the country and itvwas»received

t

Ms., Aﬁzug. Wefe related documents suppliéd to’thié
§Qmmitteé on or before February l8 or all related documehts
Supplled to this Commlttee on or before February 18, 1976? ‘

‘Mr. Hawkins. To the best of our knowledge, as set forth

in the letter of February 18, 1976, addressed to Mr.

Hirschhorn and signed by Mr. McKay.
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Ms. Abzug. Are you familiar with the documents supplied
the Subcomﬁiﬁtee in resp&nsefto that subpoéna duces tecum?

Mr. Hawkins. Yes; I have them before me.

Ms. Abzug. Without objection I shall place.those
documénﬁs w@ich havé been received into the recorxd.

(Material to be supplied.folldws:)

——

o
-

- -
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‘Ms., Abégg. Have you any additional documents
responsive to the subpoena?

Mr. Hawkins. Not to the best of our knowl;dge and
belief.

‘ Ms. Abzug. rAre theré any other documents, other than

thoée you éubmitted, which exist?

Mr. Hawkins. ©Not that I am éwafe of, épart from £hose
referred ﬁp in the February 18th letter. |

Ms. Abzug. Well, when the Senate Committee on

Intelligence conducted its investigation into the inter-

ception of international telecommunications by'Féderal

. intelligence agencies, was your company requested .to provide

the Committee with a report on its involvement in these
activities?

Mr. Hawkins. I understand that counsel for the company

3+
i

did cooperate with the Church Csmmitteé.‘
: f:ﬂf. Moés. Madam Chairlady?
Ms. Abzug. Just a moment, piease;
‘I asked a question as to whether‘or not'ypur compaﬁy
was fequested to providéithe Sénéte.Comﬁittee Qith a report
on its involvement in these activities.

:

Mr. Hawkins. I do not know whether it was requeSted.
: v
Ms. Abzug. Who does know? . Could there be such a report

that wds turned over to the Senate?

Mr. Hawkins. I cannot answer. I do not know. The only”""/
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they turned anythingraver to the Committee?

those witnesses?

person who might know that would presumably'be counsel. who .
handled this mattér\for the  company wiﬁh'the Committee.

L

Ms. Bbzug. Do(fou'Wanﬁ to aék!your counsel whether
. . .

Mrf Hawkins; _Counsel on my right, who handled this
matter for me, advises'me that We‘did pro@uqe certain | .
witnesses for the éhurch Committee and thét they did -=-

(Mr. Haﬁkins further confers with counsel.)

Mr. Hawkins. -- and these witnesées-wére deposed by'the
staff of the Comm;ttee.invptiQate $eésion. |

Ms. Abzugf Was theré anything submitted in &riting?'

Mr. Hawkinéﬁ' Paréog? o ‘

Ms. Abzug. Was there anythiﬁg submitted-in.writing to
the'SehatejCchmittee? o | | .

.Mr. Hawkins. I am advised that,nqﬁhipé:was Subm%tted.
Ms. Abéug. Do you have copies gf,the dépésitiong oft

Mr. Hawkins. I .am advised that the depositions were
sealed by the Committee‘and'arg not available to us.
.Ms. Abzug. Do you have copies of those &epositioné?

Mr. Hﬁwkins.~'Not to my knowledge.

Ms. AbZug. 15 jt your testimony that you do not.have
any report or any other internal memorandum or documents

concerning the scope of this inquiry, or rather concerning.

the subpoena duces tecum request which I shall read to you?
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‘|| radio, carrier frequency, or other means; and

Mr, Hawkins. Yes, to the best ~--
- Mr. McKay. Just a momgnt.

Ms. Abzug. Any andvall records, and "records" means
not limited to writings, documents, cpntrééts, agreements,
ﬁemoranda, repOrﬁs, correspondence, lists, tablés, recéipts,
minutes, aﬁd electronic records and recordings.

Mr. Hawkins. . Yes.

Ms. Abzug. That meéns“all records in his poséessién;
under his dominion or‘coqtrolg or within his means to
produce, concérning or rélatingAto thé interception by}
examination by, requests by‘br from, or dél;véfy to or for

any eméloyee or agent of any department, agency, bureau, 

or other entity of the United States, since January 1, 1947,

of --

" (1) information. as to the existence, contents,

¥
[

substance, purport, effect, meanipg,‘sender, or recipient

‘of .any interstate or foreign communication by wire, cable,

- "(2) inﬁofmatidn as to users or éusgomerg of RCA
Global Communications,vincludiﬁg but.not.limited io iﬁforma—
tioﬁ as to the iden;ity'of.suéh users or customers gnd‘thé
communicationé line distribution channel numbers ofﬁsuch'
users or customers."
1 ask yéu whethex therelaré ény possible aocuments,

memoranda, or any other communications as outlined in that
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*sthedule in your possession concerning this matter,‘including
Iinﬁernal memoranda, andksc'on, letters, empldyeeé, iawyers,
and so on, that you have not produced’tﬁday?

Are there any other such communications within the
scope4of the subpoena as it was served upon you and it was
read to you todéy? i

Mr. Hawkins..vTo the best of our knowledge and belief,
as the scdpe'of tﬁe subpééna;is understood by us and as setr
fprth in the,Februéry 18,A1956‘letter addressed to Mr.
Hirschhorn; |

Ms. Abéug; I just waht to refresh your fecoliection.

In the letter to Mr. Hirschhgrn on gébiuary\18,'1976,‘
counsel to this Committée, I think the lettetvwas signed by
meameJ.Md@&. | |

'It,sayé "RCA Glébal.recofés do}inclu&e correépondénce
with your Subcommittee aﬁd with the Senaté Commitfee‘and
récent‘internél,memoranda of céunsel relétiﬁg to the conduct .
and subject'matter‘df their inQéstigation.” | |

‘ Have those all been sﬁpplied to this Commﬁ£tee?

‘Mr. Hawkiné. Mr. McKayladviseé ne thaé the sentenég.you
‘refer to relates to memofénda which were cdnsidered attqrney7
élient privilege, and therefbré not éet-forth as set forth
in the letter of February 18.‘~ .

Ms. Ab:ég., What is correspondence? »Wou;d it include

a report?
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Mr. Hawkins. I understand that sentence refers to
correspondence with this Subcommittee‘and<with'the Senate
committee relating to dates and matters of that kind which

our counsel understood were not to be furnished in response

‘to_thé subpbena.'
Ms; Abzﬁé. 'Are you suggestinq fhat you are mékiné a
judgment there‘was'nothiné,of substance iﬁ'ﬁhosg 1e§téfs?‘
Mr. Hawkins.._I am so adviéed.A
“Ms. Abzﬁg. “That ié bkay. I d;ﬁ't care if it is néthin%
of substancg. I think'tbose additional aocuments have to bé
1 provided to.this Cbmmitteé underx tﬁe scope of the‘éubpoeha,
duces tecum. . - T ‘
| Do you have them with féu?
. Mr. Mékay. Might I address the Chairlaéy?

'Ms.‘Abzug., Certainly, .

Mr. McKay. Myvboss,AMr. Schumacher, is.ﬁére.‘ If I am
Lin error, e can correct me. . |

| . N } -

I had.a ﬁelephoge communiOr.:ation'{vith'l{ir.~ Hirschhorn
prior or at the same time this letter was sent“advisin§ him
of what. we wéré,éendiﬁg down to the Comnittee in résponse to
the subpoena dugeévtecum,‘and that they did nof inclﬁde:such‘
things as.court ofééré, subpoenas, which might have been
received many years ago, OX whatever, cerrestndencé Qith
this Committee settiﬁg up dates, to produce witnesses, and ;

internal attorney-client documents.






