UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR RECULATORY OOMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of

[IOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY § Docket No. 50-466
Allens Creek Nuclear Generating §

Station, Unit 1

SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION TO INTERVENE AND LIST
OF CONTENTIONS OF PETITIONER, GLEN VAN SLYKE

I.
TIMELINESS OF SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION

By its "Order Scheduling Special Prehearing Conference" dated August 6,
1979, the Board ordered this Supvlement to be filed by September 14, 1979.
Pursuant to the Rules of Practice for Domestic Licensing Proceedings, this
Petitioner is permitted to file his Supplement and List of Contentions not
later than fifteen (15) days prior to the Special Prehearing Conference,
now schoduld for October 15. 1979, 10 CFR § 2.714(b). Petitioner is allowed
by law until September 30, 1975, to file this document, and therefore moves
the Board to enter an amended order allowing all petitioners in this pro-
ceeding until September 30, 1979, to supplement their petitions and list
their contentions. Although Petitioner has had inadecuate time to prepare
this Supplement and List of Contentions, he has tried in good faith to
comply with the Order of August 6, 1979, by filing the following contentions
on or before September 14, 1979. Petitioner intends to file additional
timely Supplements to his Petition on or before September 30, 1979,
in compliance with 10 CFR §2.714(b).

5
PETITIONER'S STANDING

1. Petitioner is a resident citizen of Houston, Harris County, Texas.

2. Petitioner resides permanently at 1739 Marshall, Houston, Texas.

3. Petitioner's residence, place of employment, and scope of daily

activities are all within approximately forty-five (45) miles
of the proposed Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1.
4., Petitioner is a residential utility customer of POUSTON LIGHTING
AND POWER COMPANY.
5. Petitioner is a registered voter in Harris County, Texas.
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6. Petitioner owns his home and lot at 1739 Marshall, Houston,
Harris County, Texas, the value of which will be measurably
decreased by its proximity to the prosed Allens Creek plant.

7. Petitioner is a member of the MOCKINGBIRD ALLIANCE, an

unircorporated civic association opposed to the construction
of the Allens Creek plant, Petitioner's South Texas Nuclear
Project, and the construction of all nuclear electric
generating plants. Petitioner has twice spoken publicly
before the Houston City Council,identified himself as a member
of MOCKINGBIRD ALLIANCE, and opposed the inclusion of the
costs of Construction Work In Progress (CWIP) in the electric
rate base of HL&P (EXHIBIT 1), and has prepared and signed
pleadings sulmitted to the Texas Public Utility Commission
opposing the inclusion of the cost of tie Allens Creek Plant
an HL&P rate hike request now pending before Houston City
Council and the Texas PUC. (EMHIBIT 2)

8. Petitioner has been the subject of illegal political spying,
surveillance and harassment in Houston, Texas, for over nine
(9) years, in derogation of his rights of privacy, political
association, and legal political activities. (EXHIBIT 3)

9. Petitioner, individually an’ as a member of MICKINGBIRD ALLIANCE,

seeks to pursue his eonstitutionally protected rights to freedom
of association, political assembly, and to freedom of speech
and to peacefully assemble with others for a redress of
grievances, and particularly through public speaking, rallies,
teach-ins, assenblies, meetings, pickets and marches, to continue
to oppose the construction of Allens Creek plant, and to enccurage
others to do so.

10. Petitioner contends, as hereafter more fully described, that
the Applicant's proposed plans for compliance at the Allens
Creek plant with the regulatory requirements for "Physical
Protection of Plants and Materials", set forth in Title 10 CFR,
Part 73, do not adequately insure that Applicant's sccurity
plan will not unlawfully infringe on Petitioner's exercise of
the constitutionally protected rights described in the foregoing
Paragraph (9). Purther, the Applicant's security plans and
practices will, in conjunction with Applicant's coordinated
security efforts with local, state and federal law enforcement
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11.

12

13,

14.

15.

authorities, contravene the restriction of of 10 CFR, Part 73,
that the NRC regulatory scheme neither "authorizes or requires
a licensee to investigate into or judge the reading habits,
political or religious beliefs, or attitudes on social, economic
or pclitical issues of any person." 10 CFR, Part 73, Appendix B.
"General Criteria for Security Personnel" , 1.G.

Petitioner has no other means by which the inadequacy of Applicant's
proposed security plans can be challenged than to directly intervene

in this proceeding.

Petitioner's interest may be reasonably expected to assist in
developing a sound record. Petitioner has done considerable
research into the constituionally impermissible acts and practices
of the nuclear security industry, as ovidenced by the attached
exhibits, and will assist the Board in developing further evidence
with which to judge the likelihood of Applicant's campliance
with constitutional standards in its industrial security program at
Allens Creek.

Petitioner's interest wili not be adequately represented by
existing parties, because no other petitioner, party or

intervenor has raised contentions challenging the legality and
sufficiency of Applicant's security plans. Petitioner's specific
interes® in freedom from iilegal surveillance is sufficiently
oconcrete and presonal to assure adequate representation of this
interest.

Petitioner's interest will not broaden the issues or delay the

proceedings unnecesarily, as he seeks only to subiect the Applicant's

security program at Allens Creek to articulated and readily
ascertainable constitutional standards.

The nature cf Petitioner's right under the Atamic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, to be made a party to the proceeding, is that
his health and safety will be adversely affected by the non-
compliance of the Applicant's security plan,associated with

the construction of the Allen's Creek plant, with constitutional
guarantees protecting the rights of Petitioner =et forth in
Paragraph (9) above, and his richts to be frec from unreasonable
searches -and seizures of his person, papers and effects, and to
be free fram arbitrary detention, surveillance, harassment or
which deprives him of these liberties. 42 USC §2239.
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1,

Petitioners's interest in this proceeding is not a vague,
undifferentiated interest in civil liberties, but a personal

and concrete interest in his physical health and safety,

and in the adverse effects on his health and safety which
Applicant's security procedures will have if they are not
designed to conform to constitutional rfequirements and the
requirements of 10 CFR, Part 73. Specifically, Petitioner's
interest is in freely participating, as an individual and as

a member of MOCKINGBIRD ALLIANCE, in peaceful activities

opposing and organizing public opposition to Applicant's

Allens Creek plant, free fram ‘mlawrul intimidation, harrassment,
surveil’ ance or detention by Applicant's security personnel.

The effect. of an order in this proceeding allowing Applicant

to proceed with the consiruction of the Allens Creek plant

under its present inadequate security plan would be to subject
Petitioner to a real and unjustif 2d risk of illegal harassment,
intimidation, surveillance and detention by Applicant's

security personnel and law enforcement acting in concert with them,
in violation of the United States Constitution and 10 CFR, Part 73.

LIST O CONTENTIONS

The Appliant’s security plan and its "General Performance Require-
ments" fail to define the term "industrial sabotage" so as to
insure that its onsite physical protection system and security
organization will respond to any violent physical assaults on
Allens Creek Plant in a different manner thaa to peaceful, legal
protest gatherincs. This potential for a violent and unjustified
security response to peaceful protests is further complicated by
the Applicant's inclusion of "deceptive actions... of several
persons. ..well-trained...and ded.cated individuals" within the
definition of "industrial sabotage." 10 CFR §73.55(a) (1). Such

a description could include a disciplined group of peaceful
protestors outside the plant perimeter who posed no threat of
sabotage, but who would be met by an uwarranted response, including
perhaps deadly force, by Applicant's security personnel. This
possib‘lity is particularly enhanced by the tendency cf security
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personnel to classify even peaceful protestors who useful lawful
means to oppose nuclear plant construction =5 "terrorists.”
(EXHIBIT 4).

2, The Applicant's plans for campliancwith the "Physical Security
Organization" (10 CFR §73.55(b) are not adequate to insure that
its security personnel will not engage in illegal surveillance
and intellicence~gathering against individuals and organizations
opposed to the construction of Allens Creek including (ctitioner
and other members of MOCKINGBIRD ALLIANCE, In particular, the
following "area: of knowledge, skills and abilities" considered

in the Applicant's security training plan are not sufficiently

definite to insure that illegal surveillance and harassment will
not be directed against Petitioner (10 CFR, Part 73, Appendix B.II.D.):

(a) " 9. Adversary group operations.' No sufficient definition
of the term "adversary growp" is given so that Petitioner
can determine whether MOCKINGBIRD ALLIANCE and his activ-
ities in it could be considered an "adversary group."

(b) "10. Motivations and objectives of adversary groups." This
area of expertise could ostensibly Le acquired only by
infiltration and surveillance of such groups. No standard

is specified so that Petitioner can determine whether his
participation in MOCKINGBIRD ALLIANCE would subject him to
such surveillance,

(c) "11l. Tactics and force that might be used by adversary groups
to achieve their objectives."” Again, the aocgquisition of
this knowledge could be gained by Applicant's security
personnel only by infiltrating and surveilling such
groups, which could arguably include MOCKINGBIRD ALLIANCE.
Security employees of the nuclear power industry and
those acting in concert with them have a history of

infilrating and harassing peaceful anti-nuclear groups,

and Applicant is likely to engage in such unlawful activity
unless dafinite standards and restrictions are included in
Applicant's security proagram. The following list of such
abuses, although not conclusive, is sufficient to document
the need for such restrictions:

(1} Atamic Industrial Forum. Obtained background information
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(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

and progress reports on individuals and groups known to
oppose nuclear power, including Sierra Club, Friends of
the Earth, Environmental Action, and Ralph Nader, which
were provided to local utilities. (EXHIBIT 5)

Georgia Power Campany. Maintained a §750,000 annual

intelligence budget and nine full-time undercover agents
to conduct surveiliance of anti-nuclear groups, including
Georgia Power Project and the Georgis Civil Liberies Union.
(EXHIBITS 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9).

Pacific Gas and Electric. Cclected and disseminated private

information about nuclear opponents, and hired security
consultant Jerry Ducote to steal anti-utility organizational
files from the home of San Francisco resident Grace McDonald.
(EXHIBITS 5 and 7).

westinghouse Offshore Power System. Illegally attempted to
obtain arrest records on Jacksonville, Florida nuclear power
opronent Joseph Cury. (EXHIBIT 7 and 9).

Public Service Company of New Hampshire. Hired former

S*ate Police Lieuteneant Donald Buxton to continue gathering
intelligence aabout and characterizing as "terrorists" the
Clamshell Alliance. (EXHIBITS 5, 9 and 10).Paid §12,836 to
Operational Systems Incorporated to develop a "contingency
plan" for its Seabrook plant "that would include everything
from nuclear terrorism to political demonstrations." (EXHIBIT 5).
Mountain Fuel Supply. Employed Federal Security Network Agency
to spy on an anti-nuclear group in the Salt Lake City YWCA,
including electronic listening devices. (EXHIBIT 8).

Atlantic Electric. Bmployed a 'public relations man" to

interrogate a woman who testified at 2 New Jersey hearing

on a nuclear generating Station (EXHIBIT 10).

Public Service Electric and Gas Conpany. Filmed and conducted
surveillance of damonstrators at the Salem Nuclear Power Plant
(EXHIBIT 10).

Detroit Edison. Attempted to disseminate informatio on the
Public Interest Rescarch Group of Michigan (PIRGM) to
university regents to discontinue the organization's

student funding and anti-nuclear organizing efforts.

(EXHIBIT 10).
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(J0) Jersey Central Power and Light. Twe of the utility's
employeees gave fictitious addresses and posed as news
photographers to infiltrate and photograph a anti-nuclear
teach-in of New Jersey's SEA Alliance. (EXHIBIT 11).

(11) Virginia Electric and Power Campany. After denying for
two years that undercover security agents were sent to

infiltrate and gather intelligence on anti-nuciear

groups (EXHIBIT 12), an security of VEPCO's construction
contractor at its North Annan Plant admitted that he
infiltrated meetings of the anti-nuclear Piedmont Alliance
and the Virginia Sunshine Alliance in 1979. (EXHIBIT 13).

(d)"25.Surveillance and assesament systems and techniques."Applicant's
security plan does not provide safeguards to insure that any
surveillance systems and technigues will be restricted to
constitutional standards, or will not result in illegal
electronic surveillance, invasion of privacy, illegal detention

or other irpermissible surveillance techniques. Particularly,

Applicant's plan does not restrict the use of contractor personnel

or contacts with the following private security organizations

which have engaged in illegal acts against nuclear power

opponents in the past, or similar organizations:

(1) Law Enforcement Intelligence Unit. A nationwide private
intelligence network which has illegally collected and

disseminated information to some 225 member organizations
since 1976. (EXHIBITS 4, 5 and 10). The Texas Department of
Public Safety is a member of the LEIU. (EXHIBIT 14).

(2) Information Digest. Newsletter compiled by ex-police
undercover agent John Rees, and distributed to police
intelligence officers and private security consultants.
(EXHIBITS 5, 7). Has disseminated false and derogatory
information about the anti-nuclear Georgia Power Project
(EXHIBIT 10) and Clam Shell Alliance (EXHIBIT 15).

(3) Research West. Has provided information on nuclear power
opponents gathered by burglaries to Pacific Gas and
Electric and Georgia Power. (EXHIBIT 7).

(e)"58.Security coodination with local law enforcement authorities.

Applicant's security plan does not specify standards to assure
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that the combined efforts of Applicant's security personnel

and law enforcement agency's will be directed against industrial
sabotage and theft of SSNM rather than interfering with legal

and constitutionally protected activities by Petitioner, MOCKINGBIRD
ALLIANCE, and other opponents of Allens Creck. Specifically,
security safeguards should be required to insure constitutional
standards will be maintained when the Applicant's security

personnel commnicate and cooperation with the following local

law enforcennt agencies at the Allens Creek Plant:

(1).

(2).

(3).

(4).

Texas Department of ™+1:~ Safety. Has engaged in
surveillance and harassment of Dallas area anti-nuclear
activist Robert Pomeroy in an attempt to undermine

his opposition to the Cammance Peak planc. (EXHIBITS 7,

10, 16 and 17).

Fede al Bureau of Investigatior. Has engaged in political
surveillance of Tetitioner (EXHIBIT 3), Clamshell Alliance,
Abalone Alliance, Palmetto Alliance, collecting information
from utility employees and sharing it with other utilities,
including information obtained from the National Crime
Information Center (NCIC) and distr weed to Georgia Power
Company and Alabama Power Company as well as investigations
on over 2,000 individuals per year provided to the NRC

and DOE. (EXHIBIT 18).

Department of Energy (DOE) . Collected ower 100 pages of
documents in its Division of Nuclear Research and Applications,
office of Industry, State and Iocal Relations on attitudes

of citizens groups in the Midwest opposed to nuclear power;
oonducted "commnity surveys" in the area of the Hartsville,
Tennessee TVA nuclar power plant "to identify supporters or
opponents of the plant"; and maintains "Investigative Files"
on "individuals involved in miscellaneous investigative
matters."” (EXHIBIT 19).

Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) . Has collected intelligence
in accordance with the recommendations of the 1974 Rosenbaum
Report ("infiltration of the groups themselves. . .ongoing
analysis of the attitudes of the people in the plant and

he community around the plant"); the 1975 Mitre Report
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(reconmending surveillance of "any movement which organizes
very lavge demonstrations” by maintaining "a close working
relationship with the intelligence community"); the 1975
Barton Report (recammending “"clearance procedures and continu-
ing surveillance of potential dissidents which create the
greatest danger to association and discussion") (EXHIBIT 20);
to NUREG-0335(NRC-13), which recommends "development and
operation of central intelligence gathering and analysis
program dealing with potential threats to the nuclear
industry" as well as a "program of rewards for information
on potential adversary actions (paid informants. (EXHIBIT 21).
In particular, these intelligence activities, which have
escaped constitutional boundaries, are organized into the
following categories (EXHIBIT 22):
(a) Contingency Planning Branch, Division of Safequards.
In a briefing book prepared for testimony before
the House interior Committee's Subcormittee on Enecrgy
and Environment in 1976, the MC proposed contingency
plans to counteract the legal activities of protest

grcups "loosely organized to pramote a cause by mass

rallies, nublic display, marches and pickets."

(b) Information Assessment Team. Notified nuclear plant

operators and intelligence officials of a false
report in 1976 that "motorcycle gangs and Indians"
would take over the Zion Nuclear Station, and alerted
Pennsylvania police to look for "terrorists" after
high radioactivity levels were discovered at a nuclear
plant there in 1976. (the readings were caused by a
Chinese bonb test.)

(c¢) Manager of Special Projects, Contingency Planning Branch.
Cooperates with Air Force intelligence in ocollecting
information on "demonstrations against nuclear facilities

and weapon sites."
(f) "75. Response to civil disturbances (e.g., strikes, demonstrators)."
Applicant's security plan specifies no standards by which
Petitioner can ascertain whether a peaceful protest will

be met with security personnel force,including deadly

force, necessary to quell a violent "civil disturbance.”
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3. The Applicant's plans for compliance with the "License
Safeguards Contingency Plans" (10 CFR, Part 73, Appendix C),
are inadequate to determine whether they will impinge upon
Petitioner's constitutionallly protected activities in
opposition to the construction of the Allens Creek plant,
including the following inadequacies:

(a) Background. NRC regulations specify that the Applicant's
contingency plan contain not only a description of the
"Perceived Danger" towhich the plan is directed, but
also a discussion of the "general aims and operational
concepts underlying the plar®, a "delireation of the
types of incidents covered in the plan", and a list of
"terms and their definitions used in describing operational
and technical aspects =f +hc pian."(10 CFR, Part 73,
Appendix C.1.) Apllicant's plan does not comply with
this requirement.

(b) (oneric Planning Base. pllicant's plan doec not contain
the required "identification of those events that will
be used for signalling the beginning or aggravation of
a safeguards contingency." Petitioner specifically objects
to Applicant's failure to identify whether lawful
¢ctivities which may be initiated by a peaceful demonstra-
ions will be perceived as "threat indications - either
verbal... or implied, such as escalating civil disturbances"
which will activities the Contingency plans, including
the use of deadly force. (10 CFR, Part 73, Appendix C.2.)

c). Licensee Planning Base. Applicant has failed to specify
either a "listing of available law enforcement agencies"

or "company policies and practices that govern ... response
to incidents”, including Applicant's poiicy on "Use of
deadly force" or "Site security jurisdictional boundaries."
Providing such information in compliance with 10 CFR,

Part 73, Appendix C.3. would allow Petitioner to coordinate
and plan is lawful activities so as to awoid inadvertently
incuuring the response, including deadly force, of the
Applicant's security personnel to a perceived "threat

RRA)

- “Glen Van Slyke, Pétitioner
Z 8 5 1739 Marshall
Houston, Texas 77098

indication" from a peaceful protest.

Dated 3/13/79
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that one original and twenty (20) copies of the foregoing
Supplement *o Pctition to Intervene and List of Contentions, together
with attached exhibits, were this day mailed to the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Corsilssion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attertion: Chief, Docketing
and Service Section.

Datad September 14, 1978 M,
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NUCLEAR POWER
AND
CIVIL LIBERTIES

CAN WE HAVE BOTH?

esearched and Written by

Donna Warnock

on
HT
Questions concerning the content of thi report should be directed
to Donna Warmnock: 324 Westcott Street, vracuse, New York 13210.

'. - =
SCitizens' Energy Project

1413 K Street, NW, 8th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20005
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Thursday. August 30. 1979 Houston Chronicle  d##  Page 2 Section |

Council is urged
to reject HL&P
rate hike request

Ten persons have urged City Council to
reject Houston Lighting & Power Co's
request for a $179.4 million rate increase.

A majority of the speakers before City
Counct! Wednesday said they were mem-
bers of anti-nuclear orgamzations, and
opposed HL&I’'s plan to use a large por-
tien of the rate Increase to help finance
construction of nuclear electric generai-
g plants in Texas.

Bryvan Baker and Caryl Ohrbach, both
members of the Mockingbird Alliance.
said HL&P is “gambling”’ large sums on
the construction of the nuclear tacilities.

They said the company is facing a
tremendous amount of cost overruns on
the South Texas Nuclear Project at Bay
City

Cham Dallas. a graduate “tudent at the
University of Texas School of Pubiic
Health here. said he was not a member of
th anti-nuclear group, but opposed con-
struction of the nuclear plants

He said that w his opimion a mishap at
the Bay City plamt could endanger the
health of the 2 mullion persons hving in

ne Houston area

HIAP requested the rate increase in
July Council has not yet sel a public
hearing on it

Mayor Jim McConn said nuclear encr
gy 18 a “wviable alternative” as an energ)
source. and should be pursued wm the ab
sence of other alternative energ, sources

Severa! speakers urged counct
support a shifl to solar energy as an alter
nalive source

POOR ORIGINAL

EXHIRIT L



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

6015 Federal Building
515 Rusk Avenue
Houston, Texas 77208

July 20, 1978

Mr. Glen E. VanSlyke, III
1739 Marshall
Houston, Texas 77098

Dear Mr. Van Slyke:

This is to confirm your letter dated June 11, 1978
in which you requested information under the Freedom of
Information Act and Privacy Act in our files pertaining to
you.

Enclosed herevith is one page of information from
our files concerning you. For your information certain
exemptions have been claimed in order to deny certain material
to you. These exemptions are set out in the Freedom of
Information Act which you cited in your original letter of
request.

The Freedom of Information Act, Title 5, U.S.
Code, 552, provides for exemptions under Subsections (b)(7)(c)
which exemption has been claimed in denying certain materials
to you as well as Subsections (b)(7)(d). An explanation of
those exemptions are set out on a sheet attached hereto.

For your information, additional informatim about
you which was located in the Houston files has been referred
to FBI Headquarters as provided in Section 16.57(c) of the
Code of Federal Regulations. You will be contacted directly
by Headquarters concerning the releasibility of that material.

You have 30 days from receipt of this letter to
appeal to the Deputy Attorney General from any deaial contained
herein. Appeals should be directed in writing to the Deputy
Attorney General, Washington, D.C., 20530.

Very truly yours,

CHARLFS E. P
Spgcial Age

in Afpharge
A

¢\ ‘ le*/
Epc . BY :

DANA E. CARO, Assistant

&.ng T 3 Special Agent in Charge
1130 289
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CPTIOMAL PORM MO W e r
WAy em . S
Gan rrmun (4 crm) s =X ( 3

UNITED STATES GOV. VMENT e

Memorandum

™ 3 SAC, HOUSTON (100-10839) pae: 5/7/70
FROM : EEEErEsscsnees——— (L) (7) (<)
SUBJECT: NEW LEFT MOVEMENT

Ol
On 4/30/70, GEERSSEMEEMS & Sccurity Officer, Rice
University, made available a list of names of students who he
considers "radical students" on the Rice University campus,
He stated that any demonstration activities occurring on the

campus would normally involve any or all of the below
listed students: ‘

i (b)7)¢)

GLEN E, VAN SLYKE

Action: In!;x the above names for further reference.

1 - Houston
~ DCS/mkh
(1) !

-

Buy U.S. Savines Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan



stitutional, the entrenched political power of the rich has
been significantly reinforced.

The seriovs legal significance of the First National
Bunk decision concerns First Amendment doctrine, Fs-
scrteally, at as this: of, as the Court says, the First Amend-
muni nights of corporations and individuals are identical
then application of the principle must »'so be identical.
The inevitable resuit is either that individuai free-speech
rights will shrink so that we all suffer, or that corporate
free-speech rights will expand—so that we all suffer. One
cxample, adequate if not perfect: it is now a fundamental
principle, though it hasn't always been, that the state
cannot suppress the circulation of, say, Socialist doctrine
n the theory that it is, or may be, a threat to the political
status quo. or that it is “fraudulent.” At the same time,
i is equally basic that corporate advertising is subject
to limits, either because some products, cigarettes for ex-
imple, are thought to be physically harmful, or that
laims for some products are thought to be fraudulent.
I hose two divergent principles cannot exist side by side
0 the law's quest for symmetry, if both corporations and
individuals are 1o share the same degree of protection
under the First Amendment—especially when judges feel
nore strongly about corporations than they do about in-
dividuals. One of the principles must yield.

I'he one answer that serves the interest of *".e vast ma-
ority of the people is rejection of the concept f com-

INTELLIGENCE ON THE ATTACK

mercial free speech, because activities designed to pro-
duce noods and seivices required for human life must be
subjec: to the power of unlimited regulation in order 1o
serve society's best interests. To bestow the protection of
the First Amendment upon business cheapens its purpose

I have one reservation and one paradox.

Corporations which serve as the vehicle for communi-
cation of information and ideas, and for cultural and
artistic  activities—newspapers, books, journals, a:: and
films arc some examples——must have special protection
because of their intrinsic nature. This magazine, for ex-
ample, though a businc.s in corporate form, must be
treated differently than Mobil Oil, which is also a busi-
ness in corporate form. The difference is that government
must be kept at all costs from regulating The Nation's
business of publishing and be required at all costs to
regulate Mobil’s business of producing oil.

My paradox concerns Rehnquist’s dissent. He is the
Court’s hard-line right winger and h+ has no taste for
the idea of liberty. Do not think that in dissenting with
White, Brennan and Marshall he has been converted t0 a
liberal position on the right to regulate corporate speech.
His position rests on the belief that the Constitution al-
lows the states to suppress everyone's speech, including
corporations. It is what he blandly calls his “limited ap-
plication of the First Amendment to the States.” He re-

mains a menace to all of us. O

POCR ORIGINAL

THE TERRORIST AS SCAPEGOAT

“RANK DONNER

Fhanks in large part to the war in Vietnam and the
qualor of Watergate, there has developed in this country
t polilical movement temporarily hostile to the assump-
ons and processes of the intelligence agencies. As a
esult, American society is freer and more open today
wan it was ten or fifteen years ago. But repression has
sell been repressed before in this country and lived to
cturn upon us. There was an exposure of abuses to
cmocracy in tne 1920s, after the post-World War 1
wnting of radicals, but by 1930 the Fish Committee
was able to rally a national counter-subversive constitu-
ncy. The professional patrioteers have always called for
iensified intelligence activities, and Fish was followed by
vartin Dies, J Edgar Hoover, the cold war that spawned
feCarthyism and finally the frenzies of the 1960s. One
st recognize, therefore, that the prospect for a revival
U traditional political intelligence activities is quite realis-
w—that, in fact, present conditions favor it.

Intelligence as a means of containing movemenis of
ange 1s simply too powerful a weapon in a highly

American Civil Liberties
survetllance and author
a forthcoming book on the subject (Knopf)

“rank Donner is director of the

mon research project on political

’
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conscrvative cconomic and social order to be nthli\ aban-
doned. The continuing worldwide ecrosion of capitalist
conomic and social siructures has placed a new urgency
0. the defense of the status quo, and intclligence, a
process inierently secret, is an almost incvitable weapon
of choice for a political order restrained by constitutiona!
norms from taking direct and overt reprassive action.

But how is such a revival of now discredited practices
to be achieved? The trump card of intelligence is the
demos: the agencies claim to act on the authority of a
public that fears unscen foes—domestic Communists,
foreign agents—and will assent to whatever measures are
deemed necessary to frustrate designs on a sanctified
American Way of Life. This way-of-life constituency,
mobilized against political change by social fears, has
historically nuriured the FBI's power. And even todav
the agency continues 1o rely on that protection, citing
a transcendent “responsibility” to “society” or the “Amer-
ican people” its defense against charges (typically
condemned as “political™) of abuse of power.

American conservatism—today called the New Right
though it is hardly new-——is at root a politics of fear
and negation. It cannot function without an ¢nemy, a
hostile “they,” a scapegoat. Perhaps from
Communist menace,

overuse, the
i ats familiar guises, has cons

ider
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ably lost the power to chill. The presence of foreign spics

s still being alleged to justify a free hand for the intel
e agencies, but those that have been exposed are

cen 1o have operated at a level too modest 10

sense of national danger. Fortunately for securi

reaucracy and iis New Coaservative coastituency,

promising scapegoat is at hend

he primary contemporary candidate lor expanded
phcnomenon that

popuiail CONSCIOUSNCSS W &

ugence U,"CIJ'A\H\'\ § 1errorn:sm, a
has ;\,nfﬂd 1dly shocked
countries of the West, even in those that are not theatres
of terrorism. Its intent as a tactic is
and it has succeeded.® Like the word “subversive,” “ter-
rorist” has acquired vague and sinisier overtones which
recommend it for use in creating a chimate favor-
sble to the renewal of counter-subversion. This scnanti

rrate fcar

murkiness is coupled with the fact that tactics associated
with terrorism (hostage taking, bombing, <yjacking)
are used in nonpolitica! crimes, and that terror may be
an intended element of such crimes, as in the case of
kidnapping, robbery, extortion and rape. Thus bank rob-
bery, the seizure of an airplane by a criminal fugitive,
¢ the bombing of a gangster's car sow images that rein-
force the consciousness and heighten the fears of political
terrorism. Expioitation of terrorism a major tactic in
a ¢ ychological warfare campaign to restore intelligence

'
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situation, the intelligence propagandists neve ‘heless retlain
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The propa sts also insist, despite a total lack of
evidence, that version of terrorism 1s a mani-
festation of phenomenon rooted in a shared

esent disavowals of terror merely tactical decep-

ideology »d Cells (successors to the Baader
Meinhof srang), in Red Brigades and the PLO
are, SO tue argumen. runs, constituents of a common
conspiracy wi also embraces domestic groups such
as New Wor iberal Front (NWLF), Red Brigade and
Weather Undergro . all California-oased. Improved
channels of communication and financial support (from
the Soviet Union) will in the future, it alleged, estab-
lish the now-hidden connections between the domesic
bombers and their transnational counterparts. Even if th
till inchoate, special intelligence initiatives are
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have organized their OWn security seminars and training
programs 1o deal with errorism. A document prepared
by the IACP, under contract with IBM's Security Depart-
ment, stresses the need 1o develop a comprehensive
Counterintelligence program, including dossiers on poten-
tial bombers, Kidnzppers ang Extortionists. It adds that,
since IBM has “suczessfully resisted unionization, likely
specific radical effor:s will center on at=mpts 1o organize
and manipulate 1BM workers.” (The Corporation repy.
diated the document after it was published as noy reflect.
Ing managemer policies, ) Recently James R Shepley,
president of Time, Inc., charging that American journa).
ISm s threatened by tlerronism, cited the bombing of 3
journalist in Phoenix and the beaiing of a reporter in Bt
New York's Chinatown. Earlier, Time had dencunceg
letters prolesting a story from members of Synanon, 3
drug rehabilitation sTOUD, as terrorist threats |
Terrorism has also become 3 priority concern in gov- P
€rnment circles, A number of established and ad hoc
bureaucracies, headed by a tweny; six-agency Workin

C B WD S 5 B v e o

—
F
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Group on Terrorism under the direction of a smaller In
Executive ~ ordinating Committee of the National Se- af
cunity Council, have e¢merged to deal on policy and fo

operational levels with existing and potential terroyism. R
It is Sesumed, for example, that airplane hijacking and
h(vsmg:-‘.kmg exploits similar 1o those involving West

as
German an 4 Japanese airliners at Mogadishu in Somalia w!
and Dakar in Bangladesh will soon occur here. Prepara- du
tions for this and other contingencies cover three areas: | ge
intelligence identification, negotiations “TisIS-manage ment cis
and commando liberation, an area for which the Defense int
Department has already organized special assault capa- on
bility. In ail the studies of potential terronst threats in pe:
this Couniry, many of them financed by the Law Enforce- los
ment Assistance Adruinistration (LEAA), the common ter

theme s “intelligence is the first line of defense.” Coy-
bating terrorism by Jc\c!.)pmy mtelligence resources s cul
also a top .FB| priority. The bureay has restructured its

domestic intelligence Operations in 3 pew Domestic

Ss:umyfl’crmmm Section of the Criminal Invistigative 1:%:
Division. [p Congressional testimony ang al a press e
conference in March 1978, Director William H., Webster o
stated that the “Bureau’s domestic intelligence unit was iilu
under instructions o wdentify groups ang movements ,' for
with a potential for terrorism so as 10 be prepared for Py
its emergence as 3 m jor factor in this country.” Meap- are
while, FBI brass instruct businessmen " "How 1~ pro. | -
tect Yoursels Against Terrorists”, 3 special anti-tersorist | zici
course has been instituted at the bureay’s academy in | inwi
Quantico, Va, ang a hot Line installed for instant advice. did
| vga
. . | fors
Federal intelligence Preparations and acltivity have been ! De:
€Specially intense in the nuclear field. The fear of “high c'w‘\
technology™ terrorism  has produce intelligence units “ wits
within both 1he Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) | clai
and the Department of Energy. The NRC Intclligence | tr‘an
Assessment Team (IAT) has developed an interface with |
ali other rudual~wu'chzng elements of the domestic intel- |
ligence community. Yowever, the present intelligence ef-
forts by both the Energy Department ang the NRC are 1‘
not focused in suspected terrorism but op monitoring the poli
anti-nuglear movements and activitjes of environmental. he
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ists and others conceried about nuclear proliferation. The
IAT communicates sach intelligence to utilities involved
» nuclear projects, whici, themselves have become in-
.reasingly committed to surveillance programs, no. for
delense against terrorism but to spy on and neutralize
their opponents. The Georgia Power Co., for example,
has justified its surveillance activities against a consumer
protection group on the ground that it is defending itself
against “subversives,” defined as “anyone who speaks
out against Georgia Power.” A major goal of the intel-
ligence community—both public and private—is (ironi-
cally enough) to put terrorist trousers on n-aviolent anti-
nuclear protest movements. A clue to this priority is the
marketability of such intelligence, as seized upon by a
pseudo-1 ~ft sect, the United States Labor Party (USLP),
n its & .nlist intelligence aid against its rivals.
The USLP's collaboration with the New Hampshire state
police in Sngering the nonviolent anti-nuclear Clamshell
Alliance as a terrorist front is a matter of record. Subse-
quently, the USLP published “Carter and the Party of
International Terrorism,” which claims that a terrorist
apparatus, together with an array of government agencies,
foundations and research institutes, along with the
Rockefellers, is plotting a world nu:lear holocausi.

In addition: o private detective resources, utilities such
as Georgia Power work closely with local police units
which, as in the past when the frJderal presence was re-
duced, continue to conduct trz” aonal anti-radical intelli-
gence operat.ons. These unit have not escaped the criti-
cisms and pressures that have forced a retreat in federal
intelligence activities but, 10 an extent now not possible
on the fedcral level, they have invoked law enforcement,
scace-keeping and counter-terrorism as covers for their
long-established radical watching. Courses in counter-
terrorism—in at least one instance financed by the LEAA
—have been incorporated into local police training
curricula.

It seems plain that, as in the past, these urban intel-
ligence units, using deceptive covers, will Jominate polit-
ical intellie=nce, at least until a federal presence is fully
restored. loday, the cities and states are where the
power and culture of counter-subversion holds undimin-
ished sway. Surely it is a portent that in the 1978 racc
for goverror of the nativist heartland, California, the
two leading contenders for the Republican nomination
are Los Angeles Police Chief Edward Davis, a general
in the war on political and cultural dissent, and Atty
Gen. Evelle Younger, a one-time burecau agent who was
involved in the 1941 T.idges wirctapping. (A third can-
didate is state Sen. John Briggs, a crusader against
“gays, grass and godieisness.”) Despite promises of re-
form and the shredding of files, a Los Angeles Police
Depariment team in March 1978 invaded the City Counci
chamber to take sull and videotaped photographs of
witnesses against a proposed nuclear power plant. A
claim that the picture-making was for purposes of police
training was later admitted to be false.

The themes of decentralization and conczalment of the
political intelligence function are exemplified by a unit
under Attorney General Younger's direction and control,

THE NATION/ May 20, 1978

the Organized Crime and Crimiral Intelligence Branch
(OCCIB). Founded in 1970, oste .sibly for “controlling
and suppressing organized crime,” it has devoted much
of its resousces to data collection on the backgrounds
of leftists such as Joan Baez and Jerry Rubin. When the
heat rose, its former targets (“revolutionaries,” “sub-
versives” and “militants™) were metamorphosed into “ter-
rorists.” In 1975 it broadly characterized prison reform
groups as “effective conduits of terrorist-type activities.”
OCCIB agents and affiliates infiltrated Chavez's United
Farm Workerc and the Abalone Alliance, a nonviolent,
anti-nuclear ¢ oup. The official in charge of the latter
operation h ween a lecturer in an OCCIB course on
terrorism ar = “particularly [on] groups operating under
the cover ot . legitimate front . . . or legal activity.”
As for its claimed organized crime mission, the Cali-
fornia Legislative Analyst's Office has repeatedly noted,
in its annual evaluations, OCCIB’s continuing focus on
the activities of “militant groups and motorcycle gangs
far removed from ‘organized crime’ activity for which
the unit was established.”

The OCCiB is the coordinating component of a nation-
wide intelligence network, the Law Enforcement Intelli-
gence Unit. Organized in California in 1956, the LEIU
was conceived primarily as a counter-subversive national
structure, a network for the e¢xchange of dossier-type
information about radicals ard radicalism. Urban intel-
ligence units and the strong personalities who led them
had formed the group in an attempt to declare a measure
of independence from the FBI, which then dominated
the field, and to restore urban operations to its former
prominence. Although it comprises an estimated 225
representatives from major cities in the United States
and Canada who are connected with law-enforcement
agencics supported by public funds, LEIU insists that it
is a purely private confederation of individuals with no
official status or connection. While member agencies will
respond to requests that they keep tabs on a mobile
subject, LEIU's main interest is information exchange.
Unul the carly 1970s 15 ideological preoccupation was
unconcealed: information about dissidents was regularly
exchanged at regional meetings where also speakers lec-
tured on subversion and the funding of radical groups
by foundations, This cmphasis was suppressed when the
group applied for funding to convert a portion of its
manual file collection to the federal computerized Inter-
state Organized Crime Index (1OCI). Under a law-
enforcement cover, it has gone on accumulating data
about noncriminal and ideological subjects. A mor: open
acknowledgment of the concerns which brought it iato
being awaits only a change in climate.

The LEIU has carried out another task of counter-
ibversive intelligence: the recycling of blown informers
wd undercover operatives. Douglas Durham says that,
fore the FBI recruited him as an informer against jhe
merican Indian Movement (AIM), he was detailed by
it2 Des Moines police, through an LEIU arrangement,
to work undercover for police departmenis In Lincoln,
Neb. and Cedar Rapids, lowa. His assignments included
the surveillance of leftist

The extensive investigations and reports on federal
domestic intelligence in the 1970s have concerned them-
seives primanly with its excesses, the propricty of its
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standards for initiating an investigation, its scope and
techmiques Tlese woatiers have been the subject of guide-
lines like those imp scd by Attorney General Levi in
1976. But it is univer-ally admitted that the F8I today,
as in the beginning, licks clear authority to engage in
any domestic intelligence activities. Congress must face

the issuc whether to grant or withhold investigative
authority that goes beyond established, clearly understood

law-enforcement  jurisdiction and enters the  political
sphere. Should the bureau have the power to selec

targets, groups and individuals on ideological grounds; ac-
cumulate background information on their poncriminal
activities; conduct yearlong nonstop investigations (in-
cluding informer infiltration) of key targets, surveil in-
dividuals solely because of their association with such
targets—in short, cngage in practices beyond the scope
of conventional criminal investigations? The bureau and
its Justice Department spokesmen have insisted that not
the probability of violence (the criminal standard) but
the mere possibility of violence, however remote, requires
that Congress approve domestic intelligence activities
This bid for an in® .nal security mandate is accoinpanied
by assurances of oversight to prevent the abuses of the
past by linking security investigation more closely to
criminal law objectives.

Though the need for a more extensive authorization is
asserted primarily on the ground of prevention, a Novem-
ber 1977 GAO report based on an audit of 319 current
cases reaffirms carlier findings that the bureau's activities
had yielded “few visible results . Only a few cases
produced advance information of planned violent activities
useful in solving related criminal investigations.” The GAO

also observed that it was possible the FBI's * ontinuous
coverage™ might in itself have preven':d the implementa-
tion of pians for vioience by extremust groups—a view un-
reservedly endorsed by the bureau. It is possible, but
it would appear that the predictable abuse of intelli-
gence power to chill and repress legitimate dissent far
outruns its proteclive benefits, whether measured in posie
tve or negative terms. Given a society programmed for
fear, traumatized by three assassinations and reluctant
to take the political risks necessarily entailed in a com-
mitment to constitutional democracy, and given the polit-
ical stake of conservatism in the social myth of sub-
version, the outcome of this debate is uncertain. What
alone is certain is that the institutionalization of domestic
security as . police responsibility in a country faced
with long-supp. <sed tensions and poised on the cusp
of upheaval will ea e the path to reaction. The history
of the modern state .stifies the fear that the present
ciimate may well nuriyre ;lanned provocation of vio-
lence and bombing in the United States to justify re-
pression and to increase dependence on a secret polit-
Ica. police. Authoritarian repress.on along such lines
15 a goal of European-style terrorists, who hope to polar-
7e a society and precipitate confrontation. And a
home-g-own version of terrorism would presumably also
welcome such a response, even though deliberately in-
stigated by the state. For terrorism, especially in its in-
fancy, thrives on martyrdom and the kind of lunacy that is
characteristic of America when it deals with its ingrate
enemies. The pos: ibility of such a development offers a
grim perspective lor the survival of democracy in this

- L s
country. O

LIBEL, A WEAPON FOR THE RIGHT

ISIDURE SILVER

In early March, a New York State Supreme Court Jus-

tice upheld the libel a lawsuit filed by Roy
Cohn

count of

against NBC n connection with  last year'
“docudrama.” Tail Gunner Joe. Cohn's temporary vic-
tory in itselfl may not be important; he will” probably

i .
point later in the litgation. But the
judge’s finding, when considered with a spate of
recent libel hitigation

> '
lose al  SOuc

olner
15 of real significance. It seems
cicar that figures prominent on the political Right are
increasingly attracted to the libel weapon as a way (o
penalize, intimidate, and perhaps ultimately silence their
canics, especially those in media. Libel
been a familiar, even traditional, conservative weapon
in political and economic struggies, and it is not sur-
prising that, today, William Buckley Jr. sues some of
his more vitriolic that complaints against the
police are being increasingly met by civil charges of
defamation against complainants, or that Roy Cohn has

the mass has

Crilics,

Isidore Silver s u professor of constitutional law and history
at John Jay College of Criminal Justice (The City Umi-
versity o/ New York)

594

osen 10 litigate the tumultuous 1950s. What is sur-
ising is that the landmark 1964 ruling of the Supreme
Court in New York Times v
such suits (indeed, plaintiffs
libel by conservatives in a

again fundamcntal

ch
pr
Sullivan has not defeated
have often The

varicty of
questions  of

prevailed)
resurrection of
siyations raises once
frecedom of the press

Understanding the arcane

law”™ of libel is not nearly
the nature f
libel litigation, | retrospect, there s said
for Justice Goldberg's concurring view in Swliivan that
there unconditional privilege

should be an “absolute,
" Had the Supreme Court
r

SO imporiant as  graspit and politics

much to be

to cniticize official conduct

adopted that position, at least the Cohn and police suit
cas would have Deen untenable. Justice Brennan's
majority opinion in Sullivan condemned the most notors

ous histor.cal example of misuse of libel law by Amer-
ican public officials, the Sedition Act of 1798 which
denied right of frecly examining public characters
and measures, " He <id not recount the multi-
farious instances of stare (rather than federal) abridg-
ment of the Madisonian principle that “/F/ree public
discussion of the stewardship of public officials” is a
fundamental attribute of scli-government

“the
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POOR ORIGINAL

Y Rory 0'Connor
Hustration by Anthony Shultz

Are US federal agencies curremly girectin
anC operaling a comesiic surveiilance an
mieiligence-gathering network aimed at th
anti-nucicar movement? There 1s mountin
evigence thal this may be .he case. Not sur-
prisingly. the Centra)
(CIA) and the Feder

™ n O

Intelligence Agency
! Bureau of In

vesliga-
: FBl auk:o datas tar 1

on (FBi) are the ieading candicates for the
roie of coerdinaung agency. in addition, the

Law Enforcement Assistonce Admimusira-
won (LEAA) 2 special federal fund
apency estzbhished by Lhe

and Sale Sireets Aci of

Omnibus Crime

96k, 18 belicved 1¢

¢ Lhe concuil for al ieast some ¢ ne vas
sums of monev involved

Lawyers for the csiale ‘of Karen Silk=s
w00d nuciear power plant
IEChRICIUN KHIeC 1N 3 MVSICTIOUS automobdiie
accident wn Oklahoma 1n late 1974, clam
that @ nauonwide “'secret surverllance
wwstem™ has heen tliegslly spying on nucicar
ac workers anc other Amernicans for ihe

past Dive yeurs. A civil sun fied eighieen

monihs ago by the Silkwood family charpes
hat herr-McGee conspire? with the F8I 1o
sunppress informa on & vniawly sur.
veiilgnce aci es aimed at the late techni-
cian ‘union crganizer. Evidence uncovered
recenilv by nves ;; 0TS wOre 'F wilh the
SiHkwooC lewvers aise sugpests that there
may have been ClIA involvement in Silk-

he Silkwood «:de has sources believed 1¢
ave been aciually involved in iliegal su
veiliance Accoraing 10 these sources, this
nationa! *py svsiem involves nutlear cur
poralion securiiy personne ocal police
mieliigence units, sizie bureaus of invesiiga-
1on, member & quasi-privaie ' oic boy
imieiligence clud known as the Lew Enforce-
meni inieijjpence Al (LEiL the ' Bi
LEAA und CIA

Although- an uciear lorces have iong
suspecied tha! thev were the obiecis of
itegal surveillance, the Silkwoo€ lawyers
are the firg ciaim that they have uncov.
creC an exiensive, n
spyving effort. Recently, however, more anc
more of the above eiemenis have begurn i [
Whemseives in he larger puzzie. as delails
aboul dboth pubiic and privaie anti-nuciear

¢
ciligence operalions siowly emerge

In August 1974, for exampie, & Texas
siale apency scknowiedped that it had con

nieC 2 Cossier on the heaC O @

Eroup Orpani2ing against a proposed power
-

plant neer Uallat Leler hal same vear

ioca nREewsRapers ‘reveaieC tha n

Cf arresi anvwhere in the state and access 1¢ Mothe
confideniial ciiizen’s records normally ava M
at or C JIC gnC 10Ce ce chow
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theorgie Ol Liberties Umion, the ubi-
wuious Raiph Ngger and even reporiers
unsymputhelic (o nuclear power,

Sourees 10l Juwrnal reporiers Tom Bas-
ter und Mike Chrisiensen that Georpia

lPoutv's surverliunce teum pesd eyuipment
“hetter 1han that used by any police derec-
l tive unit in the siate,” that some of the infor-
Tmation gathered cume throuph “yuestion-
able navonal iniclligence sources,” that
TEPOrIE on InL-NuCicar ¥Clivists were sent 10
Cother private securdy depattments and law
enforcement agencies, and that 5 aational
Caetwork exisis lo orculie secrel informia-
non on so-calied dissidents ™ -

Georgia Power aiso empioved a1 least 1w o
privite anicihpence vutliis than specialize in
political spying and informanion gathering.

" The two, Rescarch West and Injurmarion
Migest, have 3150 been used 1n Californiy by
the siate’s lurgest wulny, Puacific Gav und
Elecinic.

In California. however, spving has not
been himited 1o the privgie sector, Jest last
month, Los Angeles's police comanssion
churped that the Tos Angeles Police Depart-
ment was harasang antenuclear govocates
who testilied helore the Ciy Council on the
proposed Sundesert noclear power plant.
The LAPD filmied the teshimony  and
Cluimed that they were smply making o
pobee trumng Gime Los Angeles Police
Chael Darvt Guies later admnied 1o the
vomnmsaeners that s was o he. Gnven
SUHOE DCIVINES and COver RIgnics, 1S gL sur-
prosang that groups ke the LA -Rased
Citizens Commusaion on Polwce Repression
suspedt that “The LAPD s workmg with the
uhhiies.” s one spob esperson pui it

fore onunously, the Ahglone Alliance, 2
Clamshelicinspired anti-nuclear group tha
peacefully occupied the siie of the Digbio
Canvon Nuciear Power Plant in San Luis
Ohispo County on August 7. 1977, found
oul Iwo months luter that 1we of i forty.
seven occupicrs were police plants. “The
undercover ugenis were the only ones who
ever even mentoned the possibiiny of
violence.” said Raye Fleming of 1he
Abalones. “One in pariculur seemed 1o
want wonaite it He 1ned o smugple wire-

« Cutiers oniu the sine, and attempied 1o pet us
. 1o chunpge our route gt the lust minuie. Bul
- whal can we do? We don't have either the

funds or the knowhow 1o check everybuly
oul

Closer 1o homig, Ny peonpie are now
aware that last spring’s charges by ‘Gover-
nor Moldrim Thotson of New Hampshire
and by the AManchesier Union-Leader of
“werronnt” anvolvement 1in the Clamshell
Alhvance were hused entirely on

cihgence’™ supphicd. by iwo Bosion

members of the right-wing US Lubar P.ll'l)'(

{(USLP) (alto known us the Nutional

Covcus of Labor Commitiees) According”
10 documents ohtined by the Clamshell, the®

USLY briefed New Hampshire State Pohce
Licvicnart Donalé Buxton on April 3.
177, <horiiv before the lest occupation of
e Scanrous silg -

Source sey thut Lreutenunt Buxion was

WARINE Lot Fower Froeet, tne hiberal




S vrienpre Jhooe geigrT
th |0 dusion 31 the supgesiion of one
lerhert Bean, who was the highest ranking
asie Polwe derective in New. Hampahorg
il he 100k & joh in the privine scoior
ccently. Bean's new posi? Sccurity admine
sitgiur for the Public Service Company of
New Hampshire, the wiility that plans 10

A¢ the 1win 1150 mepaw il nucicar power
dunis gt Seahraok that the Clamshell
Mhance has pledged 10 siop.

Lately, PSC has tohen 3 mare diect
pproach 1o s Usecurny ™ problem with the
Lamshell. The Keal Poper has igarned thin
rovate secersty fiem krown as Operation.
| Sysiems Incorporaied (OS1) was granied

conireci lasi vear by PSC 10 prepare o
aruingency niun 10 desl with polentiul
vty problems g1 Seubrook According
» gocuments on file with the Federa!
nerpy Regulaiery Commission, PSC pawd
12836 10 Operavona! Sysiemn for whai i
excningd o8 Usecurity svaremis” Two other
rms, Sunion and Sysiemuncs General
¢re alaoe contracied o Gu sCLuriy work for
SNAET @MIQUNIs

Inctgtional Svaiems ing. 18 the most nier-
«ing of the three, however, because of 1ie
fficers and direciors. OS! s & security con-
ulitng unc “sysiems ntegryior’” company
Bat spun out of o hape Teaan conglomer.
e numed Tracor. Twe of iy durcciorns,
Liwhard Velde and Pag! Wormeli, were high
Wnuineirators an the LEAA. Wormeli. whe
¢ bsied gt g vice-president of OSI. aike
crved as the coordinstor of Project Search
or five vears

Accorging 10 Wormeh, Projeet Search
basicatly o “comsorium of sgtes”
wdicaied 1o exploning “the apphcaton of
cvimeed  technaology 1y eommal  esice
ceds, The consurtium recenved LEAA
unds 1o develop o priojape compuierized
eiwork o “lacibiaig mformation-sharing
ciween salen,” gecording o Senaic hgar-
128 on the subeci. Operation of the com-
vicr prowy pe develeped by Progeer Scarch
as bner taben ovgr by the FRIL “parsgam
y b direcive of Atiorney Geoeral John
tuchedl of

Vs

December 10 1970 Tha
rolaiype has, unee become the 1B
ationgl - Crime  Information Center
NCICS, -

Prawet Scarch, however, continues o
visi, funding various Proecis on criminal
wice information techngingy. One of ix
inciuded the development of vl
auther miersiaie criminal justice commpeter
cwork In 1970, 8 coonrdination wak the
EILT and wabh 1Y muthon i Jederal dollars
ioplied by the LEAA, Scarch began des ol
yment ol the computernized
rrpanized Came Indes (10C))

Advhough the alleged mient of the LLIU
od Prowdt Search an esiabliching the 10C]
<8 L0 CTEIIC an ntersiuic neiwork of Cuia
rerganized erime, few observers think ihyt
JC1 Mies hmted  sinctly 10 mob
PR S i ;n.’.‘f(\\:p"..-n Ih'g’\;l‘L.‘-kl.'
LEIU » no
vhitng, l!\c: T
ot drssgnt W ol

RN 2

latersiate

ag
w. The neresied
interestivd n

) 3
khow Thgt thes

frd ity

sy

] of G 6 s T TR e ol
publicly  funded “private”™  compaienzed
formaton-retneval eodem waith 1HAA
money, Wormeh became o deputy admimn.
rawet a1 the LEAA. When the Caner
admmciration ook over, heleh LIAA und
moved hack 10 the privane secior

According 1o Warmeh, OS] hecame
mdependent of Teacor an July 1977, wiih
headguatiers i Arhagion. Virginia. Three
months later, o regional office wis set upn
Bovton, atatfed by o nomber of ev-l LAA
men who peaped from the public 10 the
provate seoior n October
LEAA weprona! offices sere dnmomlod

Bosien regonal manager Georgg Camp
hell conflirmed thay OS harda sccurity con-

1937, when the

wact with PSC. revealing shat it was o
provde o Teontingeney plan™ 16 ihe uiiliny
For what conningencies? “Ii's & general plen
an how a facilny would hundle
emergenaes.” sawd Camphgl!

Viarnmmas
That could
nclude amvibung lrom puciesr 1erranam 10
P! demaonstzsions
- ¢

oth Camphold

‘\\'n*r.?m; o
an! hevioy ol
Bosiur ONT offiec, the PSC coniruct “cunse
o of the Arhngron office.”™ and ol work
wis done poor 10 the estabhshnient of The
bBosion Ql“-l\’c o

lohn thy

Contavicd hy phone Tar comment, Pyl
Waormeh confirmed that OS) done wark
tor PSC last sear, but refused 1 ghe any
detinis mher 1hurs 10 note Tha thy woh hyd
heen fimsbed. W ormeh ol cenlirmed than
he met wuli Governor Meldrm Thomason
and Cammmnsion or ©rime and Dobingnency
head Kuoger Cromdey an i posernor « office
shortly afier the Just Seahroch oo ion,
hut he chimed that 1the meening and the syb-
SNl CoRiract werg unretacd

According 10 o source within ine New
Hampshwee staie gavernment, securin plan-
ming for the Scabrovk &iie was one Hem on
the apende. Mr. Crowley s gnavailibie for
camment due o o prolenged iliness ang
Thamson's office has revsained sHEnt un the
matier, Waormeh alve refuses 1o dn wige any
detaiis, other 1han 10 sy than iy meehing
was anobdly difleremt comiext” from 1hy
PSC contrict. and was mereh o Ceourtesy
meiing mu‘n.ncd by Mr Crow ey 7 gony
bk to dadk abow the wark 1 do
explamed. Y1 1 dad 1 woulde'
chients. | duin'y ¢ven hmow
Clamshell Alhance”

Woarmeh
Bosg anm

there wie g

The purpose of the current Silkv oud vl
. 1t 30 prove thal the laie haren Silk.
WOOU was Ihe viginn of an ey ol domesiic
micilipenve-gathering operation, lunded by
federal money ond comitolicd by lederal
dpendies. AR andereover | BD agent baogim
\v-m); fwha pesged e AU U AW ARaneT
repatier and wrote o naaenudlear ook ). hae

adnutied hearimg from securnny cpcraines

Whab allepal servedisrce was performed
dpanmst Sdhwood ong 00 assactates Angd
Just last month, wher Stoun and her FBI

contact special agent Lowrenge Qloen were

duesiongd  about ‘oapecis o theer under.
VOART Wl 'y wo g CEL T
.|-I\l\;"J\.\ o Justhigy Ll ML) 1) WALT, o
Frommds of TRatau s oty

¥ edderal st s Brank Thy

"
US Spying 0#
1 Conitivined fram previeus poge,
eventuulhy gllows testimony ahoy 1

MeCiee surverliunce, the Siawnoyd lun')c; /

thank 1hiot they can prove that the aciual spy-
g was done by four Oblaboma Cuy
Intethgence Unit policemien The Oilaboma
Gty PO s om active member in the LEIU
The bev 1 the Silkvoond s vers' theory s o
new v discovered micilipence traming school
i bon Lauderdale, flordy, bnown ax the
Audi Tnichhigence Devclopment Corpora.
tons 1 as their contention that ATD. which
has tramed foreien iniethipence agemis from
fran, Aencoucha and Chile 19 the past. and
whivh speciabizes 10 the design, manufig-
it sale and frmng in e wse ol highh
sapdipshiganted spang

DN

(FRERE £ ISR 1T T TN
vistend waih Centregl Inielhpenee

Voverdmg to court docwmenia fiigd hy the
Silhw onw! setibied w oo per-
sl Sheehan, a 1lare
ave graduaie whin e been duc\'lmg
MDD w1 fromt tha Bas g cover

sliornes s, i

miervew warh 1

SO
vard |
Ny s
a8 0 TTIMEROHET CleviTonig s cillange CQuID.
ment varporadmn Sheekan savs than such
n'.',.,j,.“;-r.u; fronis camg ncregsngiy antp
play an domesiic spy airddes alier hath the
(1A PRI were canght o 1970
engagong i llegal apannsg
Jomestiie eiizem’ groups s aoresult of this

andd b

sunveiangg

pubhy embarrassment, hoth agencwes for.
madhy stepped having ther dareet emplos-
ces engagee in domesig senveilianee. Insicad.
b ibe Solhoswoud lassers, “an ¢laharaig
schiome wiis estahlinhicd By migans of whagi
the some domigsiw SRR OPrabions wry
SORILIGICE o 1 domestic surveslinee
the Ceniral
Imethipence Agency ang the FBI “deniubil-
Iy waih respedt Lo ther operations
Althouph Jis charier prohibus ClA
Miohvement in Jamesi i mnicihgenve, thn
hoasn i stanned SECnCY N the pac,
Anparentis, 1wy highly senvitive areas of
domesin remaned under
afier the public scan
Cais 01 the carly Seveniies. Thes: two areas

QIR IZ01H0ONN e u"\*lns

the

\u!'.g't!!.ﬂug
ity CiA comtral
Buoih smvabied auciear maierials ond were
vonsitdered y the CLA 10 he of vl agtional
secirity vongern. They were the safepuard.
ML Ol e Gomestic conmumtalions svsiem
el arecis and commun.caies with Ameris
vy fuclear msdiles, ané the proteenon of
Gomuesig nyclesr power fucilines

Rith of the ahove multers wele eonsid-
ervd By e CIA e Bave iftermational
dimensions and purcly nulijary papects, As g

resull, the apengy irusted on retiaining
ahaoding control mogr (heir profevimn, n
matler what s Jharter saud By b
pubbonveshs CLA oo had 1o seairch out g

means a! conducning the acvessary domestin

servstomge . ny o oavuess o the Qata

' $ ] » 4 e LTy
vebivotee.  ane s wing  ahig t Sena

mvolvement, shonid the surveillange Be diss
(AR IR

".. SN aoettdine 1o IM_vS‘I'..
# L

WOOE SHOTACYL. 3 e wgs ekighiished

WG simnpink

thuse 1hrge guch



Aol imelligence Development Corpora-
‘uon of Fort Lauderdaie These “'private cor-
porstions” have the cover ©f researching,
developing and producing elecironic sur-
vedllunce euwipment and sejiing it 1o
mcividuzls und organizations,

Second, the federsl governmen: begins
sending money 10 corporations Jike AID,
throuph the LEAA. 10 finance research and
Gevelopmen: of elecironic surveillance
tguipment.

Third. AID begins 10 use the federal
monies 10 research n=w ang guile sophisi-
valed surveillunce equipment, such 2s the so-
cuiicd hurmonica-amplifier elecironic
monnenng device, which can be hooked up
to any ielephone and used 10 wirciap am
othet telephone in the world simply by gial-
ing s number. The harmomca-ampiifer
2is0 cun oCt oy ¢ bugping device even when
the revenving phone 15 hung up. %ince 1 18
euuipped with gn “overnde” that prohibise
“ewtofl” swilch 1hat is normali

T30EC W Acn the receiver
nanner. the

re uspa!
1S down. In ths

reven ng leiephone caon hecome

2% ¢letiromic monitoning device in the home
cen when no one s gang the phone

| vuril AD and similar groups hcp n
seiing the equipment angd giving frec irar.

I W geenis ol whgivver Organization

Once the methodology was developed on
the sizic and federal tevel, municipal law
enforcement inteliigence units beyan 10 get
in on the act, alse using LEAA money.
Sheehan charges that the sizie &nd
municipal law enforcement intelligence
operatives then returned from their 1raiming
in Florida 10 conduct illegal surveillance
apainst “'poinical cissidents, members of
politicelly unpopulzr local cnizens’ groups
and essentialiy anvone the ClA or FBI
wanted placed ender surveillance ™

All information collected by agents of the
domesiic spy svstem, including tha
resulting from the 12pping. break-ins and
surveillunce in-the Silkwood cuse, would
then be given o the local LEIU member,
who would n 1urn put it on the federaliy
funded 10C! compuier developed by Pau!
Waormel: and Project Search

Finallv, charge the Silkwood stiorneys.
the CiA cquipped the LEIU comauter with
an clectronic device that sliows the
10 remove nformanion from
Craw-gown” on the s
ithgrawe of cate 1c

apent

the computer

withoui amy siem,

hich would ceuse & w

he notived. The informution érawn from the
LEIU fies ie then (5ed by the CIA as 2
pesic Cuie bank from which inmelhigence

sSiimaltles arte

pregzreCc by the

-~
¢

' ar far
protect nuciear 15¢

agency 10
vres and the US nuclear

purchases s eguipment. (One  recently
reporie ALD sule of equipment wae 10 missile communicalions svsiem
: f ¢ P~ 1 -y .

- ’ - .-~ - - - =4 s | Ve = = -~ o= . -
AWYETS 10T 1Ne esigie O \UKIaNOME NUCIEAr DI&Ni WOTrKer
. Q N \ .

- = -t - v ~ - N
Kéren SiKwood ciaim thel & nglionwiae secret surve

‘ 3 « 11 1
e 4 . . =11 ot el e 2o o gt
énce sysiem nas Deen llieCally EpyIing On nucCleadr iacliy
A . -
! 4 , : i b fine L
WOTKETE ana oiner Americans ior the past i YEeE&rs. lhey
2 X Y 5 = 3 =
believe Silkwooc t about

c's death was brouc
comesiic intelligence-gathering

o :peret;or.

iMichae! Tewnley, an Amencan who acis as
@ Chileun secrel agent. Towniey 15 helieved
10 have purchzséd o racic surveillance
cevice from AID for the DINA, as the
Chilean secrel police were then called. The
Justice Department has charged Townley us
¢ conspirator 1w the Sepiember 1676
assassingtion of Oriando Letehier, 2 former
Chileun Giploma! whose car was blown up in
Washipion, D C))

Once the operations of AID and other
training ceniers were under way, sav Silk.
woud's lawyers. the LEaA htgm sendmg

hlack granic 1o domeshic sigle b bureaus of
nvestipation. These state-level law erforce
meni agencies generaliy have atl least one
officer who 15 zlse @ member of the nation-
wige “privaie’ organizaiion known a5 the
Luw Enforcement Inellipence Unit. The
LEIU consisis of roughly 225 members, il
of which are associuted with the inielligence
unie of large mumeoipsl or siute law en.

reement upencics

Atiorney Sheehur says that at least ¢ por-
per of the LEA A block-money grants given
to sldte mielhpence units was useg 10 pur-
«nce equipmen! from
toamizations bae AID Other poruions, savs
Shecher, were used 1o tragnsport the sigle
agencies’ LETU members from Flonida for

TR 4 L3 %
ring e

o ME sufsy

th 4 ot
T eguipment

“The sysiem 18 reall: neat,” savs Danny
Sheehan, who acquired t.is own investigative
skills while working with F. Lee Baiier
“The iliegality of ns Cl A supervision is cov-
ered by seversl factors. First vou have
‘front” organizations like AID 10 provige
distance from the actual evenis. Then vou
have an aliegedly private police crgamiza-
tion, the LEIU. wiuh ns own federulls
funded computer. The “privaie” sizius of
the LEIU ensures that 1t is not subject 1o

ny federal or siate freedom of nformation
laws or regulation Finally, the Cl1 A involve-
ment 18 covered by 1wo of the Executive

Depariment’s most closely guarded secrets =

- Us ability 10 wireizp end monnor with

such devices as the harmonicz-amplifier,
and ins ability to withéraw information from
inielhipence compurer svatems such 2s 10CH
without leaving & 1ruce. This entire sysiem
appeurs 1o be whui karen Silkwood und her
umion gssociates o' 1he Kerr-McGes nucleur
facilily werc ur azeinst, just before her

¢euth ,1";; 500

As noled 1n & specia ,‘\Ln:s'

Regulatony
Commussion reny reieased 1n Ocigher
|c‘§‘ "the possihiins of contihuing sur-
veillance 98 probab’s 1he mos! severe civil
libernies effect of o riviomum recveie deer-
s T!n; Sy T8 WAEW ST ot Jii Limes

it would not be restricied 10 emergency
sitzations. )t could have 2 chilling effect
First Amendment discussion, particulatly |
the nuciear area.” Over the pas: five vears
0, 2s the Cangers of nucicar power ha
molivalec intreasing numbers of people
&C' 10 510D nuciear prohieraiion, the chill
wing of such federaliy sponsored “contin
ing surveillance” has abrupily chang
direction 2nd is now blowing direcily in 1
face of anti-nuctear aclivigs

Faced with such overwhelming and coasmmemms
lescing opposition, the niclear indusiry u\z
ihe federa) imelhigence apparatus lwvr
foreec into 2 “"nalional security™ posture :?—
an attempl 10 regain the momentum towar
extahlishing 3 nuclear-powered energy
cconomy. Confronied with the prowmg
force of the anii-nuclear movement, indus-
try. government, ithe military and law
enforcement apencies have hnked up in un
¢fTort 10 neutralize future provesis and dem-

onsirations. Thu! povernmenial/corporate
¢ffurt 15 heing conducted under the guise of
protlecling Amency from unspecified and il

delined “nuclear

\"C 'E”\"'
one of muny cemmissioned
the subiect of threuis 10
facihies. One such
Seprember 1975 by

ierrorism.’”

2t just been cied 1s bul
hy the NRC on

heensed nuclear
report, submitied in

the Mitre Corporation,

gl n

vdeC ©n 1ts consulimg leam the late
Wilizm Sullivan and Churies D, Brennan,
men who had formerly cirecied the FBI's
previous 1llega! comestic surveiliance oro-
gram, COINTELPRO. One .' the
recommendations of the Mire pori
naturaliv, s that the NRC "mainizin u close
working relationship with the ntellipence

community,

ierrorisi

in-deptn information abowt
and viher (hreolening groups
inakhics mine] shouid be obiained by NRC
frem these apencies, inciuding any informa.
uon indicauing 2 polenhial threat 10 the
ingustry penerally, or 1o 2 specific con,-
peny.’

Obviously there are ceriain jusiifiable
security concerns surrounding the opera-
von né mamienance of any nuciear power
facilny. Nobody in their right mind wants
plutonium 10 be readily availuble, either 1o
the odd kook or ihe gedicated revolution-
ary, and 1t's quite clear tha! there must be
some gdeguate leve! of security precavtions
i the noclear arena. Bet the fear of
terrorist’’ 3ltacks on nutleur S1alions — g
vahd fear — is being mamipulaied by boit
the povernment and the vulity companies,
and the cost 2ppeers 1o be 100 hipt S

Whiie claiming 1o protect US citizens, it
instead that the federal povernment
fact be nveived in sinpping away
our MOSL NTECIOUS CUNtLILULIONS! TIENS ant_
guurantees. 1f simply roversial”
may be enough 1o qualify one for classifica-

Eppears

-, i

Seme "'CON
oting &«

won @s @ potential “ierronisl,” then the price
we ure paving for “cheap” nuclear fue!l s
ump'y 1oo high. There seeme 1¢ be no mig-

€ LTOUNC Y

the expiosive ated of nuclear
W T, MRCTE o ogriicy ang
security concerns clasn. Insiea
o ehiminaie the Firs
we g0

nuic) RS
(LA o wtg

soeguate
¢ of choosing
1 Amendment, woulon'l
10 stop the iion of
instend .

betrer proifer.
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| woman sat wucked away in a |
remote corner of the Shoreham |

e

T 4 BIG trade-associa-
von conference of the |

Atomic Indusinal Fo-
rum, & slim, atiractive blonde

Americane Hotel. Above her
was wrtten the perplexing
message: “Worried About

| Those Beyond the Fringe?”

I Wi

| some sor of collecuve,

' plant security,”

Corporste execulives were
fiacLing 1o her corner.

* The fringe,” it turned out,
porirayed by a senes of
prc ires depiciing masses of
pocioe. all of them so out of
fozu that only therr most gen-
outiines were perceplibie.

and clubs could be made
out in the pictures. and several
bearded, long-hawred figures
wore expressions of hatred and
anger. Thewr faces were dis-
torted and disfigured. It was as

they were going through
irra-
tcnal catharsis, some highly
disturbing group nightmare.

*Irrational behavior by
forces from without is creating
& new scenano for nuclear
read a bro-

cie

e
ol

| chure the bionde woman was

handing out to the eager execu-

| uves. “So, if you're becormung

increasingly concerned about
those beyond the fninge, Over-
ly has the products to protect
your people and plant. Overly
does what others don'L.”

In fact, others do. Overly
Manufacturing of Greensburg,
Pennsylvania, may consider it-
self unique, but it 15 one of
many companies selling secun-
ty devices and poliucal-intelii-
gence data on private ciuzens
to clectnc-utility companies
operating massive nuclear
power stauons. The utilities,
mundful of the nsing chorus of
criticam and doubts ebout nu-
clear power, have fueled this
secunity / intelligence industry
by indicating interest in NS
wares.

The last several years, nu-

(lear-powered utihities have |

toeneaposed forspyingon law-
utiding ciizens and groups

cret dossiers have been com-

vdonconsumer and environ:
menial organizauons nion
n ngs have been infiltrated.
&.7ty tricks and advanced sut
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THE SHIFTY
EYE OF REDDY
KILOWATT

by Richard P. Pollock

e e A — A —— -

N

veillance devices have bezn
used. Reddy Kilowatt may be
watching you.

- . -

“We ., . don't run a Gesta-
po,” thundered Georgia Power
Company president Robert W,
Scherer in an mteme\s with
the Arlanta Journal. But Scher
er had a rough ume dispelling
that notion after it was dis-
closed that his utility had kept
files on citizens and groups
considered opponents of the
firm’s interests.

Last winter, Georgia Power
Was Operating an exiensive
plainclothes section in two un-
mashed sulles 1n downlown
vanta. The offices coordi-
rited nine full-time investiga-
tors and operated on & budget
of $7%0,000 a year. The oper-
stives were drawn from Army

¢!ligence, the Bureau of Al

hol, Tohacco and Firearms

i the Geoigia Bureau of In-

Susanna Natl
vestigation They owned equip-
ment th -t only the most ad-
vanced intelligence operauons
enjoy — James Bond gimmicks
bike chanpeable headlights and
taillights on their cars that, at
the flip
the nm,urauon of the car’s
lights to confuse any party un-
fer surveillance.

The targets of the Georgian

| investigators ranged from

Ralph Nader and the dwector
of the Georgia Civil Liberties
Union (O news reporters un-
sympathelc 10 nuciear power.

The utility and its neighbor,
the Alabama Power Company,

of a switch, could alter |

Power security operative, |
boasted to NBC-TV news .or-
respondent Paul Altmeyer, 1
could get anything | wanied on
your backgreund—by going
directly to a shenfT or possibly
g chief of police in this state —
or anything that had been fed
into the national computer.™

* And there was no hesitancy
on the part of the police or the
sheriff o give {this kind of in-
formaton] to you?" querned
Altmever

“Well, their only hesitancy
was this,” Lovin replied
“They ¢ say, ‘“When we give
you the computer printout

| =5 soon as you've transcnibed

I mati

!

|

|
also received informaton from |

many law-enforcement agen-
~i0s, including the FBI's Na-
1wonel Cnme Informauon Cen-

that link most police de-
rariments around the countrs
b computer

In December of 1977, Wil |

liams Lovin, & former George

POOR ORIGINAL

o, burn g’

Utilities are also turning 10 |
private intelligence firms that
dabble in political spying. The
1wo mast prominent outiits are
Rescarch West of the San
Francisco Bay area and Injor-
m  Digest, & newsletter
compiled by a former police

ndercover agent in Washing- |
ton. DC

Georgin Power Company
and the Pacific Gas & Electnc
Company of Califorrua bave
acknowledged that they have
used both firms. While infor-
mation Digest seems 1o mere.y
publish details on purported
“Jefusts and their sympathiz-
ers,” Research West has had a
history of more active opera-
tions — principally burglaries.

The House Subcommutice
on Oversight and Investiga-
tions of the Commerce Com-
mittee 1s investigating Research
West and surveillance of cit-
zens by nuclear utibiues. The
i subcommittee will hold hear-
ings ontheseissues nextmonth;
1t has already subpoenaed rec-
ords from PG&E and Research
West. Importantly, the sub-
committee is looking into the
possibihity of FBI cooperation
with the private investigators
and utihties. News reports in-
dicate that Fesearch West may
not cooperate with Congress
and has not furmished sub-
naed documents

One of Research West's
more famous 0] ralives was
Jerry Ducote, a former district
leader of the John Birch So- |
Re- l

noe

cietv. Ducote worked for

1 .
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search Wost when it functroned
under the name of Western
Research.

By his own admission, Du-
cote has performed burglaries
against targets he considered
“leftwing. * He szy< with some
pnde that he hus broken into
homes and offices 17 times
One of Ducoie’s most recent
targets was Grace McDonald,
a 90-year-old Ssn Francisco
woman who lobbies for munic-
ipal ownership of utilities. “We
went Into the basement of her
. home,” Ducote said during
one televised interview. “We
piched up a st of her sup-
poriers throughout the state
who were people working on
her various commitiees. We
picked up the documentation
[my chents) were looning for.”

Pacific Gas & Electric has |

filed reports 10 the Securities
and Exchange Commission
showing that between 1971 and
1976 the utility paid nearly
$90,000 to Research West. The
largest sum (about $25,000)
was paid n 1976, when Cali-
formia anti-nuclear activists
fought to get the Nuclear Safe-
guards Act passed by statewide

referendum PGAE described |

the Research West agents as
“investigative consultants.*

Georgiz Power spent more
than $113,000" in 1976 for out-
side “secunty services,” a por-
unon of which went to Research
West. The Atlanta-based wtil-
iy refuses to divuige details of
the types of services 1t received
i from the intelligence firm.

A study conducted by the
Critical Mass Energy Project,
8 Washington, D.C.-based
consumer organization, re-
vealed that the nation's 58
electric utilities that now oper-
ate nuclear power plants spent
more than $2 8 aulhon in 1976
alone for “outside security ex-
penditures.” Twelve of the
utilities paid more than §50,000
cach for private detective serv-
ices and investizative agencies
in that year, socording 1o docu-
 ments filed with the Securities
and Exchangs Commussion.

In contrast. smong the top
60 non-nu.ics: clectne uth-

| ing the nauon's commercial

nucles. | wer facilitics might
mean abrigging consutution-
aliy guaranteed civi! hiberties

around 1974. That vear, the
Texas Department of Public
Safety achnowledged that it
had compiled & dossier on
Robert W. Pomeroy, 2 37-
year-old commercial-airline
pilot who had founded an or-
ganization called the Citizen's
Association for Sound En-
ergy. Pomeroy's sin was his
criticism of the Dallas Power
& Light Company's decision
1o build 1ts Comanche Peak
nuclear plant.

Copies of Pomeroy’s dossier
were sent by a siate police
agency to Pomeroy's super-
visors at Continenta! Airlines,

their way to the miot himself.
The police ultimately apolo-

cials refused 1o say how many

| other people or organizations |

opposed to nuclear power in
Texas they had moniiored.

| Several months after the

Pomeroy disclosures, umion

organizers at the Kerr-McGee |
piutonium plant in Oklahoma !

began raising questions about
the health and safety of atomic
workers at the facility. Karen
Silkwood, an employee at

secured sensitive documents
| about management and qualny
control at the plutonium facil-
ity. En route 10 @ meeting with
| & representative of her union's

international office and & New |

York Times correspondent,
Silkwood was kitled in a car
crash, and her documents were

of Silkwood's death gained na-
tional promunence, Congres-
sional hearings on the tragedy
| were held in Washington. In
| the Silkwood hearings, the FBI
| sdmitted it had been maintain-
| ing files on nuclear criics. The
l Bureau claimed s surveillance

was strictly limited 10 alleged
| “Communist” or “revolution-

| ary”™ groups. But that claim |

| was a little hero to swallow in
the case of Joc Cury
|

ties, only on - company found . s .
[0 onpecessany 0 use private | Joseph Cury w . a grocer
security firn | from Jacksom Florida, who
The nouon that safeguard- | was running for & scat on the
N1AY JO7R

L

! local aity coiin .
| outspohen cr...

| inghouse Off-h or¢ Power Sys-
| tem (OPS), whick was plan-
surfaced 1n @ meaningful way !

Kerr-McGee, had apparently |

never recovered. As the story

¢! the West-

ning to build four nuclear
poweer plants off ih: coast of
Flonda outside of Jackson-
ville. Cury disce . =7od that sev-
eral people link¢C 10 the West-
inghouse Eleciri. Company
were trying, thiough FBI
friends, 1o obiain private ar-
rest records from his past from

. his home town of Allentown,

Pennsyivania. Trese law-en-
forcement records are strictly
off-limits to cornorations like
Westinghouse, which have no
official access o them.
William Swuanton. a former
FBI agent, was at the time

, president of OPS Cury ac-
| cused Stanton of mastermind-
where they eventually found !

ing the move to odiain the un-
authorized police records, in

|
l " hope of discreciung his cam-
| gized 10 Pomeroy, but the offi-
|

paign _and costung Cury the

; election

As 1t turned out, the assist-

{ ant chief of prlice in Allen-

town was a friend of J eph

| Cury's. When h: received the

request for the records, he |

traced ¥t back to Jacksonville

and short-circui.ea the inguiry. |
. A . !

One of the most authorita- |
tuve reports on the nuclear- |
security “ish was conducted by
John H. Barton. a consultant |
commissioned by the Nuclear |
Reguiatory Comnussion to do
a study on it. The Barton re-
port concluded that “the pub- |
hic's response to a nuclear
emergency could be one of re-
acuon agains. dissent.” And
for the public itself? Citizens
mighi have to tolerate area-
wide searches, seizures of
property, detailed searches of
homes, restriction of travel,
massive “preventive” deten-
tion of suspected dissidents,
press censorship and orders 1o
“shoot to hill.”

If you think this sounds e bit
like the government's response
to the Watts riots, you're right.
But then nobody ever said the
nuclear state would be gentle.

' Richard Pollock is director of

the Critical Muass Energy Proj-
ect. He bus wriren for The
Progre:s The Washington |
Post v r preblications, '

.
s
M
:
-
:
P

v ogee

LSLEREETRE U ST TR T i

eI

ey

TArhugrity s




Organizing Notes

Volume 3 Numbol 3 April-May, 1979

Nuclear Power -

v’ : wa t  Party C
Opponents Respond to wa Cty. nav t four
4 . {1 " aqgr ¢ 1 it T actore W
pying t-Nuke  7a shaen st
44 ' ' y - i ¥ T
¢ )
y y
. ’
" 4 tar s
California ' v
' ’ 4 ' 3 Y f ¢
v A e
A 4 € ' | £ Py r 3 'l~‘ H 3 N \ ’ v " ‘ ' T
| ’ A b )
A e A ¢ APA 1al¢ WAas ameé i\ ot Mo N a Y & { Fre
" A 10 ' > . ’ A DI i
. y 4 1€ Arqg ! 1t LA} . 4 ' . 1q Rat 1g § hg
. 2
' y B¢ hitrated se ra i ANtt-r ear A { t N not mmediatl )
{ v v
] £ ¥ a | r untff thi omrer o \ : e
N § ' PR
L i i J § | { } foyr 1hi¢ ttor Nt ré o |8 filed
] . ‘ + 4 A
1 v y a Angelies which Bq - ' owith FRB nder b A ekin 3
| ) 2 4
i Ne¢ 4 { 1 [ € 1t T e} t 1AM« + ” » Mor - - 1t thie ¢ r 2 T
' ] N t r 4 ¢ 4
¢ A 3 Hasade R} na 3 | ' t
A $ ' re i e request iing that iIch threat 1r¢
T A r 3
va ' { ' '
ja Contact » Marsde
S € § x 374 . A A } 489
3 ' {or ' ' were he
» | r ' 13
: , | osipes g " ichigan
vt 4 :
' bdg 1 tity vy v ot 1 A widd f 1y \ f Anr r
r te v 3 F § ¢ demy AMiAla Mict . tanod v A
¥y y y vi! Y 13 1 ¢ r £
AVA Contact Vale 26 fial Ny " A . i "
-3 'h 24 ’ S a s s Fikig
¢ 10221278 B oart 1
. the . A ¥ e ' f |
Georgia , { ¢
. T review t  Contact
\ - ' b4 ' ) N .
J ] | i . 3 vt ¢ § v ! i nnNnaw ..‘ sl
' that NR re ¢ > entior .
" ' ’ 4 e G Rt Power mpany
' " "t N ’ ; NF s
‘ , e 4 New Hampshir
w t ' W Pany { 4 r 1 ’ eaan it 1Y
] ' ‘ ' A ’ ' L 4 [ SR
' ML ' ‘ ’ ' ' Py 4 [
viN < { o A v b .
' v v ortig TaTe té 1! + ' 13 8 18 3 3 M f 1
Pow b ect [an a €ar groug verllance ymst ) fr Party p
al ¢ ' s ath ) and dema ¢ . g 14 ¢ ¢ 74 ;M id 18 W
nent right » uest s based pr arily { v ted by report ' bnds - ; v
borr ] > that thie mpany filed false thie . g A 3 ¢ " b W on {1t '
tatement the riginal  proceeding POW pponent 19 janiz
1’6 An NRC resg se pend 1 A DYy f the Notes V 1 N i and N ind 9
y Lion is av ab ¢ rom the 1 paqg
; ~ rd l’ -
e -’ i \,’ "



(Continued from Page 1)

Gregory M. Smith, Deputy Attorney General,
responding for Knowlton, failed to address Read's
questions. Smith wrote, "We are not required to
disclose the contents of that information or the police
methods n gathering the ir’ormation .} can
assure you . that the ac' ons of the State Police in
these matters have been legal and proper.” Contact:
Robin Read, Clarmishell Alliance, 62 Congress Street.
Portsmouth, NH 03801 (603) 436-5414

New Jersey. The arrest of SEA Alliance activist Clay
Colt has provoked a heated controversy in Ocean
County, New Jersey, because of possible threats to
the cwil liberties of concerned citizens attending
public meetings On April 1, an undercover police-
man was recording the hicense plate numbers of
cars driven by people attending a forum on nuclear
power The policeman refused to show his credentials
to a group ol people after stating that he was a
detective with the township police

Colt. who was aware of the extensive surveillance
carried out in the past by Jersey Power and Light
Comparny insisted that the Cetective show his| D The
SEA Ailiance member reached for the pad on which
the numbers were written Upon touching the pad
Colt was handcuffed. held overnight and charged with
“assault " A hearing on the charge will be held May 10

The otficer later admitted that he was recording the
numbers tor “intelligence gathering” at the request of
the state police Contact: Clay Colt, PO Box 271,
Mt Vernon, NJ 07976

New York. A ciass-action lawsuit charging that the
City police spied on an Apnil 18 anti-nucler demonstra-
tion was filed in Buffalo. New York on April 19
1979, on benalf of Jonathan Welch and Dane!
Pholtzer. Police Prhntographer Nelson D Pasquale
told reporters covering the rally that the police
department always photographs demonstrations and
that the pictures are routinely sent to the Ant-
Subversive Squad (ASS).

T.e lawsuit seeks an injunction restraining
the pohce from engaging in surve.llance or, taking
pictures at future meetings or demonstrations It
also seeks an order requining the police commis-
sioner to turn over and eventually destroy all ASS files
regarding demonstrations within the past three years
The class action sut s seeking $500000 in
aamages. plus costs and atiorneys fees Contact: Bar-
bara Mornson, Jay. Klaif and Morrison. Eliicott
Square Building. Buffalo, NY 14203 (706) 856-6300

Pennsylvania. On March 26, the Pennsylvania Public
Utility Commission heard arguments in Keystone
Alliance et al v Philadeiphia Electric Company et al
The Philadelphia plaintifts requested that the PUC
investigate the company's surveilance program,
which was made public last summer by a company
otficial A decision to imitiate a formal invest-
gaton s stll pending (See Organizing Notes.
Vol 3. No 2. Vol 2 No 7 and 8) Contact: David Kairys.
Karys, Rudovsky. Maguigan 1415 Wainut Street
Philadelphia P~ 19102 (215) 563-8312 g2 A

| 506
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Texas. On April 41979, the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission refused an appeal by the National Lawyers
Guild, Houston Chapter. to be recognized as an
intervenor in the Allens Creek licensing process.
The L:icensing Appeals Board upheld an earhier
decision to refuse recognition to the NLG because
the group would not provide a listing of chapter mem-
bers and their addresses (See Organizing Notes, Vol
3. No 2) The Guild's petition to intervene argued
that spying and harassment of Guild members and
other political activist: could be expected to
occur f the nuclear facility was built outside
of Housion Contact: Glen Van Slyke or Alan
Vomacha, NLG, 4803 Maontrose, Houston, TX 77006
(713) 236-82M%

Utah. Efforts by the Mountain Fuel Supply (MFS) of
Salt Lake City to obtain a rate increase trom the
Utah Fublic Service Commission have been chal-
lenged by a group of people who were the targets of
surverllance by MFS two years ago. The utility critics
argue that consumers money was used to pay for
the spying and therefore the company should not
be granted the rate increase

Realizing that he and MFS nad acted improperly,
Bruce Cocklin made the surveillance public in June
1978 Conklin, former head of the Federa! Security
Network Agency (which provided security for the
company), said that «n 1977 he sat in a van and
watched the Salt Lake City YWCA buiding. where an
anti-nuciear group was meeting Two FSNA
employees attended the meeting wearing body bugs to
transmit the proceedings of the meeting to the van
Ofticials tor MFS justified the spying by saying that
they were apprehensive about protests at the time and
that "we've since found out that the majonty of the
protestors are concerned cihzens {and] peaceful
Contact: Brian M Barnard, attorney for the utility
critics, 214 East Fifth South, Salt Lake City. Utah
84111 (801) 328-9531

Washington On April 23 the Washington Senate
passea SB 2584, which would give nuclear facility
operators the power to create police forces which
couid function with the authority usualily reserved for
local and state police (See Orgamizing Notes, vo! 3
No 2) Before passage, the oill was substantially
amended through the efforts of the Seattle Coalition
on Government Spying. the Crabshell Alliance and
other environmental organizations

The amended version requires facility operators
to enforce county requlations rather than granting
them the authority to establish requlations of their
own, a< originaily proposed Any arrests by facility
police would be itigated in city or state courts Ancther
amendment imits company access to police records.
allowing access only to the criminal records of
prospective employees SCOGS charges that, while
the amendment may seem to protect individual
privacy, a 'loophole’ may have been created because
the amendment does not explicitly deny to facihity
operators all access to police intelhgence records

5B 2584 15 now being considered by the House Rules
Committee as HEB 825 Contact: Kathleen Taylor,
SCOGS. 2101 Srmith Tower. Seattle, WA 98104
{206) 624-2180
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On April 12, 1977, Captain Richard Campbell instructed me to make contact
with ¥

larry Shermen
and
Graham Lowry

of the U. S. Labor Party at 120 Boylston Street, Room 230, Boston, Mass. 02116.
The Captain informed me that Colonel Doyon wanted any irnformation concern-
ing the planned demonstration at Seabrook that the above two men may have.

On the same date,I called Mr. lowry and mede an appointment for 2:00 P.M.
on April 13, 1977.

On April 13, 1977, I met with

Larry Sherman

31 Monroe Terrace
Dorchester, Mess.
Tel. 617-436-6289

at the lLabor Party Headguarters. A few minutes later we were Jjoined by a

Graham Lowry

27 Moultrie Street UR\G\NA\-
Dorcbcsge:, Mess, i)(]{)

Tel. 617-$36~1129

lhese two very well informed gentlemen felt that the planned demonstrztion
on April 30, 1577 at the site of the Seabrook Nuclear Power Plant is nothing
but a cover for terrorist activity. Not all of the logistical cetails are
known at this time, but the method of operaticn will be the same as reccnt-
ly used at a bloody anti-nuclear power plant demcnstration in West Germany.»
The Seabrook site will be the rajor focél point of a cooréinated national
demonstration. There are a numler of other demoncstrations planned to coin-
cide with Seabrook throuchout the country, but it is felt by the national
orcarizers that if Seabrook is stopred, all nucleazr plents will be stopped.
The support for this terrorist c¢rour is bzseé on the ezst ccast, and is

essentially the same network which worieé with the Fourth of July Bicenten~
nial Committee, and is now weriing with the Cle=skell 21
ber of participants is uninown; it Iis felt that they rey
but they would like 20,000 or rore. 7s ©f this tire the
. "“\.’.. - ” 1',:" etk . /) P
o /- 1//,4} /1 EICED: I8 Ly 7,
\,; & J. - / ] / F a8 g . o J =
= ~ Lomr ol Lo S Ly  Fa. g )t P 0 s




INTELLIGENCE REPORT

P SUBJECT OR TITLE GF INCIDENT EVALUATION OF SOURCE CONTTDENTIALCD

FLIABLE v UNFELIABLE =2 UNKNOWN I—
[Nronmrzau ACQUIRED BY:

NVESTIGATION [ DOCUMENTS rzqromu:n Q/

DQTRS. -
ISE ‘ :
LY: CIU: - DATE :

SEABROOK DEMONSTRATION

€-14-77

falling below expectations.

.‘)t
The major participants have been training for this activity for sometime.
The basic method of operatiocn will be to divide into "affinity groups"”
of five to seven people with one person designated as the "spoke” or,
spokesperson for the group. They will assemble on the Hampton Falls
common, cross Route 1, and travel south on the Rail Road tracks tc the
Seabrook site. They then plan to seize the construction site. It is
essential to their plans that a confrontation take place. They have )
pudblicly stated that the only way they will leave the site is if they are
killed. They have told their recruits to bring gas masks and food enough
for seven days. The New Hampshire leaders are not known and they are in-
stigating most of the action. The leaders feel that even if the turnout
is small, those who do show up will be well trained and dedicated, and will
bhave the effect of shock troops.

The raticnale behind their actions is to prove that a nuclear site is
vulnerable to attack and because it is (based on a recent decirion by a
North Carclina judge - which is being contestec) not eligible for limited
insurance coverage and therefore, would be unable to afford unlimiced
coverage.

They are trying to gain respectability by involving educators, legitimate
environmental g-oups and local political leaders such as Dudley Dudley,
but essentially treir aim is the destruction of property and possibly
bomdbing.

After their confr-ontation, they are planning a national meeting to outline
the future strateyy.

It is not felt that labecr will be involved in this action. UUR anﬁlNAl

A possible course cf action to defuse this situation would be to better .
- educate the general public as tc what is going on, and to bring an injunc-

tion by the New Harmpshire Attorney Gereral to prohibit the demonstration

so that he may ask guestions as to origin, people involved, and the finan-

cial backing of this group.

lowry and Sherman acreed to provide énv further informetion they
of. 1
I

ray learn

508

-

——

\
J\l
s,

Attached plcase find publications, incivcing intellicence reports,pubiished

PR T

P




INTELLIGENCE REPORT

* SUBJECT OR TITLE OF INCIDENT FVALUATION OF SOURCE CONFIDE)TIALC

RELIABLE =2 UNRELIABLE "=2 UNKNOWN C—=

NFORMATION ACQUIRED BY:

EABROOK DEMONSTRATION NVESTIGATION T3  DOCUMENTS er/ INFORMER r_“_,/
DQTRS.
SE
bNLy: CIU: - DATE: 4-14-77

by the U.5. Labor Party.

~

>
The cpinion repeatedly expressed by these well informed men was that the
state of New hHampshire should do everything possible to avoid a confronta-
tion. A confrontation is exactly what the demonstrators want.

The attached counter intelligence report provides the names of the national
organizers, many of whom are from the Massachusetts area.
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JCP&L Photogs Admit

osillg AS Newsinenf'

By JAN BALRY
/0 photographers working for Jersey
ral Power & Light Co. have admitted
epresenting themselves as news pho-
sphers at an antl-nuclear power
h-in near the utllity®s nuclear gen.
‘ng plant In Ocean Co. last Sunday.
e two Warren County men gave dif-
g versions 6f why they claimed lo be
ring the event for the Eastor Ex-
s and the “'Phillipsburg Forum," the
r a fictious newspaper, as well as
iding false telephone numbers and a
' address, ' A ~
[lity spokesmen have denied any res-
ibility for the incident.

Just panicked, I guess,”" Louls
eler of Belvidere, told an Atlantic

Press reporter who. queried him
n last week after Initially being told
'heeler on Qunday that he was work-
or the Easton Express. Both Wheel-

nd JCP&L officlals say that, in fact,
‘as on assignment by the utllity to

ograph the Lacey Township teach-in
sored—by- a local environmental
p and the SEA Alliance, a statewide
nuclear power organization.

signing a teach:in sign-In sheet,
cler also listed an address in Easton,
veside his notation of the Easton Ex-
s, sald a leach-in organizer — an ad-
« which the editor of the Pennsylya-
ally says does not ex|s
weler's assoclate, Craig Mayham of
it Meadows, later admitted (0 a
n last Sunday to be working for the
ilipsburg Forum," as well as giving
nonworking telephone numbers. The
r of the weekly Forum in nearby
ettstown, who expressed great con-

that the Mtisrepresentation might
involved that newspaper, says there
t a newspaper of that name in Phil-
urg. :

“1f Was poor judgmeni on my pest."
Mayham sald. He says he made up the
misrepreseniation on the spur of the mo-
ment to cgunter a8 questioner. “You say
what you Rave Lo to get a Job done," said
Mayvham,

JCP&L spokesman Sam Lalrd,.ex.

- pressing surprise at the incldent, denied’

that the two photographers had been sent

to spy on the nuclear power protesiers ~

a statement echoed by Mayham and
Wheeler. The latter has been on contract
with the -utllity for the past two years,
mainly covering retirement dinners and
other company affairs, Lalrd sa'd.
Wheeler, nowevei, was previously sent

to photograph a ballon-releasedemons-

tration outside JCP&L's Ocean County
nuclear plant at Oyster Creek last Au-
gusl. He was also assigned to cover last
Sunday's teach-in, at which a uthity
spokesman gave a presentation, sald
Laird. “We didn't know what to expect,
so I asked him to be there to take pic-
tures. We did not instruct him to take
photographs of license plate numbers,”
sald Laird. T

The misrepresentation incldent came
to light when a SEA Alllance member
spotted a photlographer apparently tak-
ing photos of license plates, In an appar-
enl repetition of a filming incident last
August al a SEA Alliance demonstration
near Public Service Electric & Gas Co.'s
nuclear piant in Salem County. A PSE&G
official promptly admitted that surveii-
lance, although the utllity now says it has
since destroyed the film from that inci-
dent.

ElhBT Il

Mayham clalms, on the contrary, that
he was only photographing bumper stick-
ers on automobiles parked outside the
buliding where the teach-in was bring
held. When suddenly asked what he'was
doing, he admits, he then ¢clalmedto be &
news pholographer.

Adding to the confuslon of Identitles
and assignments al the teach-in, which
drew about 100 persons Including a large
utllity delegation headed by JCP&L Pres.
ident Shepard Bartnoff, State Polioe
spokesmen say that they had plainciothes

,‘observers” al the event, possibly is.

1
)

cluding a photographer.

- State Police Capt. J.P. MeGann, who
charatterized the teach-in as “pesceful,’
said he didn't know why the department
was assigned (o cover tha event. -
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Area Power Firms

Keep File on Critics

- By Joanne Omang .
Wasb'ngton Post Bialf Wrier x

Electric utilities in the Washington\.

metropolitan area keep files on their

eritics, lisiing where they meet and
what is said and done—Ilu public. Any

implication that there is more in the .
files than that, the companies uy i

wrong. )

“We sttend their meed"z! but not
undercover” said Jim Buck, who is
with the Virginia Electric and Power
Co. in "Richmond, summing up the
general attitude.. “We have informa-
tional files on the people and what
they say, but we don't go into their
background. We'd be derelict in our
duty to the public i we dldn‘t kcep

-

some sort of track.” < .

L

Officiale at Vepeo, Potomu tloctnc '
and

Power Co. and Baltimore Gas
Electrie Co. are unanimous in resent-
ing what they see as an attempt to
make the mere existence of {lles ap-
pear sinister. They say their critics
also keep files and attend company
neetings, . simetimes  incogmito, and
there is no public vutery about that

Opponents of nuclear nower plant
construction acd others entical of
utilities’ impact on the environment
concede there is no proof as vet that
any illegally or covertly obtained in-
formation is included in local utility
files. Still they are concerned.

“We were astonished to learn that
even back in 1873, (Vepeo) would send
someone to monitor a dttie movie we
were showing in a high school audito-
rium.” said June Allen, president of
the North Anna Environmental Ceali-
tion. “We harddy umoun'ed to any-
thing thea.” .

Vepco has been plagued since 19"1
with bomb threats at its nuciear plant
construction site ¢n the North Anna
River. Confidential documents of the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
(NRQ), obtained by the Committee for
Science in the Public Interest under a
Freedom of !nformatinn Act request,
list 29 bomb threats there between
1971 and 1976 e

Utilities are reluctant to talk sbout
bomb threats, reasoning that public:ty
creates more of them. In 1975, Vepco
asked the Virginia state legislature to
give the utility police powers of arrest
as well as to allow it to have access (o
citizen criminal records. They wanted
these new powers. ther said, to com-
ply with federal security regulaiions
regarding new employees at puclear
installatior«.

The reguest was turned down
Yepco has no plans to reintroduce the
bill, spokesman ZSuck said, ‘even

though NRC documents show .‘m s

‘\-.-vk 3

\

et

curred un year “'zm wis far more
than occurred at auy ‘other plant in

“the country. “We don't need it.” Buck

sajd “We pow bave access to the rec
ords of the central (po.xce: c."tmmal

record exchange.” ; ” \

b Fo added that the exchmu was

- used only for backzround checks on

prospective employees and not on
Vepco's eritics. . T |

A Baltimore Gas spckesman said
the firnr has a three-man Investigative
team within its security  department
to investigate thefts and set up secu-
rity proeedures, The team does not in-
vestigate cumpany critics. nur lt’cnd
t.bex.r meetings, the spokesman s

Baltinare Gas “years ago” lud ad~ |

cess to police files on prospective eme
ployees, the spokesman said, but does
%0 no longer. Neither does the com-
pany receive police m!cmnwn on ac
tivist groups, be said ;,';’, 4

The work of compiling the uuh’y
files is gene-ally handled by the pub
Lie rel2tions depariments, the compa-

nies sand. Hal Stroube, who was Pep-.

c5's publie affairs officer from 1572 to

I SRS

197 and is now a private consultant, °

said his staff “covered meetngs like
reporters.” Written reports of the pro
ceedings went to the Atomic Indus

trial Forum and Edison Electric Insts |

tute, both national trade associations,
and were disseminated in those organ-
fzations’ bulletins, he said

“l watched Jetters to the oditor,
wz2nt {2 meetings, got on mailing uste
of these groups and so on, trying to
understand what the concerns were
that these antinuclear people had. so
we could answer them "™ Stroube s:id
“Damn few of those meetings got any
publicity in the papers, so we would
£0 ourselves.”

It would be Mrresporsible not to
keep track of antinuciear protest
groups, the officialy sajd.

d i e

“T'd have to he pretty dumb not to '

want 10 knew why was involved in
that deczonstratior at Seabrook (N H,
where 1400 protesters were rre'?rd
last May), and what they did and
whether they were viclent or nonviol
ent or what, so that when our turn
carse I'd have some idea how to han-
cle it.” Stroube said.

To call that counterintellizence or
Watergate-stvle surveillance, he went
on. is “ridiculous. urfounded. It does

the utiliies a real disservice.”

The a:i‘_:ur':e::' Sroups are uncon
vinced. '~\e know that Vepco :‘:s
fired people who exposed constre uet.e
FrUniems a1 the nyclear plam :.,;d
June 3llen of the rth Anra Em
rogmern:al Cealition. “I'm rot worried

asnyt the files themeeives [i's

reallv
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In Va.
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‘orker

nfiltrate

Protest Groups

By Gienn rankel
Washington Post Staff Writer

A top security official at the North
Anna nuclear plant infiitrated antinu-
clear groups in Virginia earlier this
year at a time when the organizations
were planning a civil disobedience-
style protest at the plant.

Assuming a false last name and oc-
cupation, Charles Pickett, senior secu-
i ity supervisor at the plant for Stone
& Webster Engineering Corp, at-
tended at least three strategy sessions
of the Piedmont Alliance for Safe En-
e 2y of Charlottesville and the Virgi-
nia nshine Alliance of Richmond
during April and May.

Piedmont Alliance members say
Pickett participated in discussions of
tacties to he used during and after the
protest, which took place June 3 and
at which 120 persons were arrested.
He also sat in on a session in which a
member reported on negotiations for
the protest between the antinuclear
or zanizations, law enforcement offi
cials and representatives of Virfinia
Electric and Power Co., owner and op-
erator of the plant

Alllance members say they were tip-
ped off to Pickett by a plant worker
whe said the security supervisor
boasted of infiltrating the group. They
ronfronted Pickett at a June 2 rally in
Louisa County, where he admitted he
vorked for Stone & Webster but de-
nied he was a spy.

In a brief telephone Interview late
last week, Pickett said he had “a per-
sonal basis” for attending the meet-
ings but refused further comment.

Spokesmen for Vepco and for the
Boston based Stone & Webstey, which
had contracted with Vepco to design
and build the North Anna plant, de-
nied tifey directed Pickett 1) spy or
gather information an the andinuclear
groups

The North Anna incident comes at a
time when civil hiberties groups say
they are concerned about an increas-
ing number of cases of utilities and

CHARLES PICKETT
+. . at June antinuclear rally

law enforcement agencies spyng on
antinuclear activists.

“We're finding a tremendous In-
crease in the use »f security and un-
dercover techniques” said Joha Shat-
tuck, director of the Washington leg »
lative office of the American Civil
Liberties Union.

“While this may seem to be a smuall
incident, the facty aren't clear and I
wouldn't be at all surprised il it was
part of a larger security operation
that Vepeo had put into effect.”

The short. strange career of Charles
Pickett, antinuclear activist, began

See FICKETT, BS, Col. 1

¢

PICKETT, From B1

<t February when the Piedmont Alli

e peceived a letter signed by

Charles Martin,' expressing interest
in civil disobedience.

Alliance members recall “Martin”
Jirst started coming to the group's bi
weekly public mestings ‘n Charlottes-
ville sometime in April, {e stood out,
thev said, because he had relatively
short hair and wore dark glasses, even
indoors

He looked like a redneck lost
among a bunck of hippies” said
woody Greenberg, a reporter for the
Charlottesville Daily Progress, who
met “Martin~ at the June rally. "He
wore - reflector-type shades—and you
just" gon't see those at most protest
rabies.

The antinuclear activists said “Mar-
tin™ did little talking at the meetings,
which were devoted to nreparing for
the June 3 protest at the plant. But he
did describe experiences he claimed
to hive had a year earlier at the
large scale protests at the Seabrook
nuclear plant site in New Hampshire
Those protests served as both model

and inspiration for the Virliria dem
onsirators

AJisnce member Donal Day, a Uni
vermity of Virginia researcher, recalls
that ,“Martin” suggested those ar
rested not ! ke authorities by re
fusing. to_accept bail

*He warn~d us that the judze would
probably hand out more severe sen
tedces if we practiced ‘hail solidarity
and overcrowded the jail,” said Day
“in eftect he was making it easier on
the oificial

\t ope of the meetings Richard Du.

lee, @ Virginia graduate student who
is the group's treasurer, recalled mak-
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Vort’l Anna

Worker Infilirated Meetmgs ol Nuclear Protesters

ing a lengthy report on the negotia-
tions he and representatives of other
antinvclear groups were having with
Vepco the state police and law en-
forcement officials in Louisa County,
where the North Anna plant is lo
cated.

“I gave people my impressions of
how the negotiations were going and
what we shouid do.,” said Dulee. “It
was information that couid have been
useful to Vepco.”

“Martin” volunteered to attend a
May meeting in Richmond of the Vir-
ginia Sunshine Aliiance, a coalition
group, at which final plans for the
protest were set.

He accompanied James Sprinkle, a
Madison, Va., construction worker, to
the meeting. Sprinkle, xho said he
was suspicious of “Martin" because of
his appearance, recalled that “Martin"
teld him he was a self-employed land.
scaper and again recounted his experi-
ences at Seabrookon thowaytoun
meeting.

But when they got te Richmond,
Sprinkle said, “Martin” told him he
felt sick and waited outside n the car.

“l got really paranoid that he was
contacting Vepco while we were in
there,” said Sprinkle. “But I feit we
had nothing to ‘hide from him So
when he kept asking me questivns on
the way home about what we'd dis-
cussed in there, I told him exactly
what we 'd talked about ™

Soon afterward, Day said he heard
from a friend at North Anna that
someone there was bragging about at-
tendinz Piedmont alliance meetings
After some investigating Day Greg
discovered that it was Pickett who was
doing the boasting.

Dulee then checked with directory
assistance and found Pickett's address
in uontpcher Va, was the same as

that of “Charles Maitin "

Piedmont Alliance members said
that when they confronted “Martin”
at the June 2 rally, he admitted his
real name and that he worked for
Stone & Webster. Pickett then told
the antinuclear activists that he had
used the alias to protect his job.

“That didn't add up,” said Day ~If
he was so conucerned about his job,
then why was he bragging around the
plant about what he'd don'C”

Day and others told Pickett not to
show up again at antinuclear meet-
ings. None of the activists say they
have seen him since the rally.

“He was very nervoud that last
day,” said Sprinkle. “He knew he'd
been caught on our ground and |
think he thought we'd come over to
stomp him out, even though we're
nonviolent ™

Alliance members, who insis: all of
their meetings and actions are public,

say they would have welcomed Pick-
ett’s participation u he had been open
about who he 'u and what he
wanted.

“His infiltrating us was kind of silly
because there's nothing to infiltrate ”
said Sprinkle. “I don't think he was
trying to instigate anything dut I do
think he was tryving to gather informa-
tion on us and he wasa't very good at
i
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ANTI-NUCLEAR POVER

In three veeks time, opponents of nuclear power plants will mount
the first mass demonstration of the year at the site of a proposed
power plant in New Harpshire. Depending on their success or failure.
other actions in different parts of the United States where nuclear

powered electrical generating plants are either in operation or plan-
ned can be exp-~*ed,

The New Hampshire demonstration is being organized by the Clamshell
Alliance (CA), operating from P.O. Box 162, Seabrook, WH [603/964-6514
and 436-5414). The Clamshell Alliance is calling for massive civil
disobedience ["nonvioclent direct action"] and plans to occupy the
Seabreok n..lear power plant site on April 30, 1977.

e

Formed in July 1976, as an outgrowth of the Seacoast Anti-Pollution
League, (‘e CA organized a series of rallies and demonstrations that
culminated in a Hampton Falls rally on August 22, 1976, in vwhich over
one thousand people participated. From this rally, 180 demonstr.tors
moved onto the Seabrook site and announced the' were not planning on
leaving. The Ycivil disobedience” group were arrested on vrespass
charges, After their convictions in the District Court, most appealed
to the Superior Court: £five who did not appeal were sentenced to 40
days hard labor.

This yea~ the CA organizers hope that 5,000 people will attend the
rally and that 1,800 will occupy the nuclear power plant construction
site.

) * The Clamsheil Alliance inclides some fifteen anti-nuclear power
and ecology groups such as Concerned Citizens of Seabrook, the Cranite
State Alliance, the Alternative Energy Ccalition of the Nerth Shore,
Brattleboro Political Action, the Portsmouth People's Energy Commission,
and Nuclear Objectors for a Pure Environment (HOPE) of Montague, MA,

Leadership roles in the CA have been taken by the Alternative Energy
" Coalition (AEC), 31 Federal Street, Greenfield, WH [603/777-5580] and

" two individuals, Guy Chichester, formerly with the Seacoast Anti-Pollu~-
tion League, and Sam Lovejoy of NOPE.

It will be recalled that NOPE leader Lovejoy surrendered himself
to police on 2/22/74 after ioosening the bracing cables of a preliminary
weather tower at the Montague, iMA, nucliear power plant site. The $50,000
tower collapsed. In a prepared statement to the press, lLovejoy admitted
*full responsibility for sabotaging that outrageous symbol of a future
nuclea: powerplant.” After a week-lorg trial in which Lovejoy defended
himself as having acted in the public interest, the judge direcied
acquittal o3 grounds of 2 faulty indictment which charged him with
destruction of personal, rather than real property. Lovejoy then tolad
the press, "The publicity *** was a2 great victory, and we've entered
the issue of civil Aisobedience into the environwental rovement.'

April 8, 1977 -113-~ (more)
Information Digest
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Tmn-nucmn (conT,)
; During 1975 and 1976, Lovejoy worked to forge anti-nucleaf_puuer

alliances with activist groups such as the Yar Resisters League (WRL),
Women Strike for Peace (SP) , and Ralph Nader's Critical Mass, In an
article in mid-1976 published in Grass Roots, the newspaper of the
People's Party, he described heu h: suggestad s:botage of a nuclear
power plant's electrical transmissioc: lines to the Project Survival
group in San Luis Obispo, CA.

This month, the concept of destruction of property as "civil dig-
obedience"™ has been both espoused and expanded by “public citizen®”
Ralph Nader in an interview published in the Village Voice (4/74/77)
in which he said:

- "What activists sve trying to do is make new law based

on the settled Anglo Saxon tradition of self-defense that
stretches back through Bluckburn's commentaries,” Nader replied.
"That is, if sonsone tries to break into your house you can
retaliate lewfully. In the casc of a nuclear reactor, the
‘self-defense is projective. IJut what are you going to do, wait
until radicactivity is all over the place? Shoulédn't you
destroy property before it destroys you? Here you are violating
& minor law to get judgment on a more important one, the way
they did in the civil-rights movement when they sat at those
lunch counters.”

"You know,” he said, ¢-<turing sharply out the window
of his office, "if it hadn't bsen for those demonstrators, the
war would still be going on. The government was afraid of civil
.war. I'll make a prediction: If they don't close trese reactors
down, we'll have civil war within five years. Therz'll be &
big accident, say, out West somewhere, and those conservative
ranchers will find out that their land and their cattle are
worthless and thep'll use theiy guns.”

With acts of civil disobedience being planned against nuclear
. enexrgy facilities in California, Oregon, South Cerolina and New York
(on Yong Island), it can be expected that the Clamshell Alliance's
militant "Declaration of Nuclear Resistance” (vwhich f:llows as page 116)
will proliferate.

As for last year's Seabrook demonstration, the American Friends
Service Cormittee (AFSC) is providing the Clamshell Alliance with train-
ing in "nonviolent civil disobedience.” AFSC's support is also civing
the CA something of a national crganizing capability.

The tactics for this ycar's t.raining sessions parallel those
for the 1976 occupation of which one partizipant reported:

"Every participant in the occupation had to idertify
her/himself befcre hand, undergo a training session in non-
{olence and join en affinity group |based on one's place

April 8, 1977 -114- (more)
Inforration Digest ‘4
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ANTI-MUCLEAR (conT.)

of residence],that would stay together during the entire dem~
onstration***. The affinity groups created a mechanism for
democratic decision making during the action. Thus, each
affinity group had its own designated spokesperson (or ‘spoke’)
as the connecting links of a wheel. The spoke would represent
her/his affinity group in a centralized decision making body.
S/he would also carry information back and forth between the
affinity group and the coordinating body, so that the decis-
dons of the latter would be dased on the input of the collective
affinity groups.”

The advantages of this tyne of organization at a Gemonstration were
OVbiibtdlin'tho-followingutcrmsi e LI

"#** a large number was not the Clamshell's first priority.
instead of 2 mass demonstration distinguishable only by its

size, they wanted a tightly knit group that would gain the
experience of collective action, maintain a nonviolent discipline,
guard against police wgents, and then remain together as an
organizing group *** (for) when the hard work of building support
for the next occupation would begin.”

idlitart action to stop nuclear powered electrical generating
plants has occurred in Furopean countries for several years.. In 1974,
at Wyhl in Vest Germany, 28,000 people occupied the site of a prososed
nuclear pover station in a nature preserve. For more cthan “wo years,
the site has been continuously occupied by deronstrators: construction
of the nuclear plant has been effectively stopped.

The Wyhl dermonstrations and perpetual sit-in has been the model
for the Clamshell Alliance organizers. The Uyhl & ~onstrations have
been given considerable publicity in recent months by HIW magazine,
associated with the 'lar Resisters League (URL), and it has bheen
reported that the Clamshell Alliance has established "fraternal
relations” with the llest German anti-nuclear activists.

Although the CA is in contact with groups such as the 7-year ol4
flew England Coalition on Muclear Pollution which has foucht nuclear
power plants in the courts, the Clamshell Alliance is committed to
achieving its goal through direct action in viclation of the law cul-
rinating on physical occupation of the site of the Seabrook Plant.

The Clanshell Alliance's statement of principles follows:

April 8, 1977 -115- {(more)

Information Digest P“““ ““\“\“N_ i

518



WE THE PEl _E demand animmediate 3nd pumanc( 2ltiothcconsiruchonasden-
port of nuclcar power plants,

. Nuclear power is dangerous 1o 21l Tiving creatuies 2nd their natural enviroament, liis
designed 10 concenlrale energy, resources and profits in the hands of a powerfil few. It
hreatens 10 undern.ine the principles of human libzration on which this naiion was
founded. .
A nuclcar power plant at Scabrook, New Hampshire — or clsewhere in New England |

. — would lock our region on this suicidal path. As an affilization of 2 wide range of groups

and individuals, the Clamshell Alliance is unalterably opposed 10 the const.uction of this
o and all other nuclear plants. We recognize that .

1. The y'usc.nt direction in energy rescarch and development is based on corporale
eiTorts 1o recoup past investments, rather than on meeting the real encrgy needs of the
people of America. 4

p The.rﬁS a malignant relationship between nuclear power plants 2nd nuclear weap-
ons. The arms industry has used the power plants 25 a shicld 1o legitimize their technel-
ogy, and the rezctor industry has spawned nuclear bombs 1o nations all over the world, as

e
=
S
]
Q well as, potentially, 1o terrorist grovps and even organized crime.
=]
o~
o~
)
Q.

*~-118

3. Nuclear plants have proven 1o be 21 economic catzstrophe. They are wasteful and
unreliable, and by their ceniralized nature tend 10 12k e control of power away from Jocal ~
. communities. ‘ » .

4. The much-advertised “need” for nuclear encrgy is based on faulty and inflaied - -
projectivas of consumption derived from a profit system that is hostile 10 conservation.
The United States is 6 percent of ihe world's population consuming 30 percent of its en-
ergy resovrces. With minimal advances in conservaiion, architecture 2nd recycling pro-
cedures, the alleged “need” for nuclear encrgy di~zppears. .

5. The material 2nd potential destruciiversys of nuclear power plants is utterly hor-
rifying. Mt ranges from cancer-causing Jow-level radistion 1o the possibility of major melt-
down catastrophes 10 = 2y eation of dcadly plutonium which must be stored for 250,000
years, 10 destruciion of our Jz2kes, streams and oceans with hot water. The murderous con-

. tingencies have 2lready filled many » olumes, and they cannct be countenanced by 2 sanc
socicty. No material gain — rea) or imagined — is worth the assault on life iself that
alomic energy represents. e

- 1
WE THEREFORE DEMANL: e

1. That not one more cenl be spent on nuclear power reaclors exept 15 dispose of those wastes already crez
and 1o decommission those plants now operating.

*nfhrmnéion Dicaest

2. That American energy resources be focused entirely on developing solar, wind, tid2], geothermal, wood =
other forms of clezn energy in concert with the perfection of an efficient sysiem of recycling 2nd conservation.

3. That any jobs lost through cancellation of nuclear construction be immediately compensat«d for in the naty
energy Neld. Niturz! energy technology is labor-intensive (2: opposed to nuclear, which is capitsin tensive) 2nd
create more jobs — permanent and safe — than the atomic industry could ever promise. Any dislocation caused by
shift from nuclear to natural energy must be sbsorbed by capital, not labor.

4. That z supply of energyisa natural right 2nd should in all cases by controlled by the people. Privale mono;
must give way to public rontrol.

2lized, so that environmental damae;

S. That in concert with public ownership, power supply should be decentr2
the individual,

’

,.
furthur minimized, 2nd so that control can revert 1o the local community znd

wWe have full confidence thal when the truz dznpers and ex pense of nutle. r power 2r¢ made known 10 the A

this tr apzriment in nuclear suicide, which has already cost*

ycan people, this nation will reject cutl of hand t ¢
much in healih, environment qUaY.()'_and material resources., 1 1 :) % ? 1 9 y
| v of

Sic
The CLAMSHELL ALLIANCE will continuc in its uncampre miting opposition 1o 2ny and 2"l nucizar cons!
tion ia New England. .
Qur stand is in defense of the health, safety 2nd geaeral well being of ourselves and of future gencralivns

T o e
hving things on this planet.
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c \r i s wig r C { - o T 4 Ll L | o . ? oW ”



.,,; e

.I-'~. M ‘-.
5&"“‘"‘»&' dhﬁncz
Hompiled 3 dossisr on v. "" ' ,......’
Sitline pilot w L s
OPposed 10§ ” »*‘.‘

B power pm
D B Nlu
Séis mbahawm\ """“’“wwmhe
i8ince ‘destroyed mon ssier, Dul 0 nded +
. Mt Tiuses (o say how many i !h(ar
d Rob- | Other persons or o:.,.uw;r ns Mrs Butle
uaber| oPpased o angygiéar pewer g Balfsio e
-t n hifm.‘ed end and pr fantd
] : R C &0 man “Q Do™M I
bolicitg. 'ain their fileg - jat Gumstoo ind in Franc
: *This would Bréach the con-\She was married 10 Me Butler! +8

- fes, said|in. 1908 "“""""r
hfw‘ hWWWermm 143
raise

ity of ;




PN

b | T Word ol the dossie! became | SRS

o lUbI’C 1ast week Mhen  Robeflaerniray .

3 .‘ Pomess 33« yea i '1\‘ I8 m .
0 -

‘vor((-( Ve ! vn't Airhined. W l!‘ ‘.ﬁ(
“ ‘; gavg copicy ¢ the drasier ‘1ol

{ M.
3ttomeys S e M‘an A tomy ’(ﬂ' 1!
i Salety n"'_xr.smg Board «
o o

[ the Atomic_Entrry, Commis| ud\d“m ittee.
won-at & heanng st Wi s Jobking it \N e ey |
f;: ate Gloy Rose ]h-vu CO'&W ol ;', gt -.'
TRl iles so st hwest -of Fort !,Q'U't o

itiaens,

- | and 5. miles ‘20 ithwes! “ Me, Kehwarll ‘('(, lll"
ot Dallns, Glen RosR, koW ‘"‘"'m m that' the “‘t
M cipally for s foss uind 00 o ull S nvestigatips +was
ME mue tracks, I the procosed oo oted by e from |

e igite of he \'uac“f ?rxnv'."m very  industiy™

Ceer piail, to De DU : sedl” hy: Mr, Pmmtoy--th- s 2

N Way Dallag Powet .Ll‘l\"‘ ‘ﬁ h,YYY ‘(m Ii MY » W“n
in'other Texgs utility d)mvl"’ﬁ‘ “; oHa: desty ow ar " g
*;1’ information Exchanged  Toneist (ol x,«.wm-r -
, LM Pomeroy, # (m’nmwtﬂnt &'mul _

p‘th'wv«yﬂﬂﬁd ;

warell i scqived §.00py of Mum»ﬁgmn ‘( mtlear_u
Ume ona tment ea rt fhom N\{wvwm : :

mmedizte supervmer, who M| ¥ fpolioimmt ﬂxdnﬁum
H' -g_\g it oo "»!‘ "~"".'1A"m¢\ ﬁtﬂm’.mm e‘,
fold 1 geles, Contingnta ap- {3 would, e difieylt’ @ pravel. Jak

j Loeb :>-~" y reghasted & copy of thar igvestgations sacit A Oy |
0 it report fri n\tb"(?PH’ el o iné

pert -k exchangs:for Biograph: 4
ta ¥ alio! . 1he . 10 ﬁ

Marioe: \.om .

D Mo, Mo oe-roy. .wbl\es "ed"

¥ £ e gUBUrD @

i f-do have
' too? Why sm.h

&

o #7&)" ’ﬂb l’\ﬂ' tw i
IR
i »

*ﬁ:’v‘“



Sl he s i ym! for crenti
Ei’s ‘tepors. Indhed '
ners to Mr. P macoy's |y wll cond
a { ( ’y{!( wy of dnt 4 U
4 ',: The program,
, .1(/ v]‘, by ire
A /'

. fough dryg !
€ snig CASE Jap acrony oot o Sl S
wifes Sssocietion for Sourdy” B
* Vi) as «"”4‘& A’U ¥ '”"' | afess
- ; » | CVER Profe
1 : or a REpH NAder:aTion il wdir
& Assad if the . departmen: wiy 't \:'h:x \ﬂ‘
: e st n.<‘ut‘p. Mr Nader, why »ﬂ" 3 Y Teaa,

LNR R BALy m‘.lb uwmmun

‘,J

. ‘ st agleatplants, Mr- i .»a.’
wson Sald that T was Bot
“ : ol “nthF Spe :‘\v'd?'
-3 'the ‘departient, issued » stats-4and. acien
-7 2 et theough  Mr  Robmson) Ph
fan - saying that My Dtmvﬂ vio-|

- plated dcpr'mrrz

Nicy bv

".' a\’prl

P“‘;

mito" pare dafa

g+ sV eral urf'gn
lﬂir.qmn; iscael,
2 {Ousta Rica and
RS d“ " 0" “r ” S0 atie )1
. w.lﬂ tha an wf-lyn. ecis of Ne

Delieves sabjecth

Psychiatry

Dr. Jo
ipr ngn"}

’ w)\Nﬂ ente D.yd’l” nre ” el P
¥ ‘ i_"".P'i; ',;;‘.H —i’iu L5 who m vile
qsi"' 28 ; oTH 10 shucy the marketing ;
’ tractions have bre'- e ’""a @d‘ New YJdg C»')’ o e
our ngeru in the fig 1
< jimit  Cheir Investige (io: n'F DA, ACCbSCd Of Bmmq }um
inyol an
ity o ikl hew ypurieion DO
W', | The  statement “added.. thet) - i
, . NDJSdzdaotr'amnae"m“Go ,-\ug‘ 0 APy L
oas ’Hue any re 10 believe thay /AMencans suflenng from hy
Mr. Pameroy aged m.ﬁ”""“’"r"' migh gres-4
\any Viegal sincere (S o a0 - Dang
‘ |y rogret this Incidut and pu. 4ruas Tound. o by
- ’li:iy .m ,Of m m_itf’.‘uﬂeﬂ' Vuf u' ‘
* |rassment it may have caused
‘ Calanel Speir was not avail
v #bie to questjons about

Food
Drug ‘Administration has not

ko
‘opponents off nuc power.

Gav, Dol Mscae me(
da v with

compku b"ﬂl
; nle Pomeroy «aw
. (nclording 16 Robert W Hardes-
- Uy the Govermor's press aide
-1 Gevernor Br scoe asked oned

T

proved thess ' <t

gh 'they bave been 'undt s ,
fo' and _effective’ by ﬂn'
mh

The editorial, written-hy Dr,
Edwlrd R Fress, senior M
Jead mﬂﬁ*nv».k 2t e Vet-
jerang Admingitation ’Hosmu)
in Washmig oh sayy the Bnmh

" --* ‘

. PR
et Speit for “a complete review of have “had® aveilaie in l’&"t' ‘:, i
40d- ihe coineria; under hich - fnes years three new drugs
DPFS. -conducts sutl  acti¥is be o b $
eatmenl + high Blo P"' s
lnr'ﬂ fies, MF Ha: ”ﬂ) said, but ¢! sule ‘ ', '.hu" fie. debris ."~ of -9
,,.o Ak & alonet Speir whetherqgher, bGUIne .'\,, n)p!l'\u‘d hvdll)- it
B S Tengns PORed 10 DWCIeRT | hineidd v o m
* n‘\"' proRer pm s h»d DOOR. inVes . e - Eaeis. said LA FDA G
A ' "‘""4 ; i app! qm.m ‘applhication for
" i State Sematar A R Schesnty the . use of “debnisoquine, and!
rf (Jl’\"”ﬂ ‘suid the interhal had  mat l\"l‘ on the other! &
T linvestigation - ordered by My two agency hae smd there W
l:‘k lm. e wnuld not nrw* 3 ot MﬂML eviden: o! i
& - anything’ He calied the deplart- n-m the drugs are’ sifective, % “
- mends investigation - of M. Dr, Fm wrote. ‘
£ I,f 6 R :'_ [
’ # ; . '
SR s S = SHESS ;";_/” T, o e P

w Ar-m ity

OV and T yoandtens Om
e N wrnnu D'.m..g

. ' ‘.. 5
munm Duetihy &

vo & - : M T
’
_f Ve l e e * ”
et ang - f len s .
byre|. Theretn o u.w' -
et PR, 3 L .A
> A e g'_,«.—
Pl Fieme omir ¥

and A
e ’Jh;




—ld
m NEW %rx TIMES.

Wﬁ AGENCY
D {N TRXAS

J‘

3 b I e Tence
POOR ORIGINAL
The admission that ths Tetas
Departinent of - ™ Safety
compiied & dodsler of an alr
Hne st, Robett W. PAmer
) . ' ey = § 47
*Ar ;‘-n.'\v‘-
rthy. has L
tated 1 X stAle eONbraovrY v
his week State Senatar D«
Vistzy of Dallas u el
A risprudencs subrhmAiries
heariag to investigatethe stair
police agency. That hesring or
Manday and athers that have :
hern P'd""'d ‘Are *""ﬂ% he L
s 1o cocument nstancewin/
Mwh the brmnt of Puls!
} \af'{v on . the
f'l"'t of - chtizeny _of Tetaa,
and b recommend kgh ative:
actiom to make Sure tha: this
dnes not happen dgan ™
('7?, Wilson E. -Spelr, dm
of the state’ agrney, !
-nrvmv at the hearifiy Um Ing-
islators shBuld “net  “overrs |
"strigt the'‘proper Use of (e in- ;
teligence !un thn in Jaw en
forcement.”

Quotes Comiis. Strip

Colenel Speir conefided his!

satalement By quoting the Ay’
sertion of & Jeading ‘Character!
in & re -'nt COmie  Strip  that
ever sinee Waltrgate, .peopie
treat inteligence work as if
it were & nang. Which must!
be poodénews for' il bad hoys
around  the werld who' Are!
waitin l&m‘ the Unitcd sut-
N crack ™

Meanwhite David A, Dimbek,s
the intel'igpnce sgont who com-
piled the dossiéy on Me Pom.
eroy Jahd gave #* copW of. it
tn the escurity departments pf'

Cantinental - A testified
..a' the hearing that Be o
Wyide o4 Rt “in_the Teaim. of
possiminty” " that: Me. Ponetoy’
might criikh his passenger plane
ntaT B nhetegr  DeWRe. phnt,
Mr Pamarny dalled (ﬁ‘l -
lgdicrdus 88 10 an Iﬂ:
Mr. Dimlik, 1 28 -yearplds
highwiy pstroiman ind"”
— 'nrcouwwt. satd he'

AL nd N Ry Aitkat TR




WA David A Bimick?

rho intalligénce sgent whs com.

ird the dossier on Mr ?rmp’
om. ond gave & copy of WPN
1o the security depattment of
Captinental Airlines, testified
#t the Dedring that:i e con
sidered 1 "a the sepim ‘o0 -
possihility™ that Mr. Pameroy %
might crash his passenper olane %2
mte 4 Ntiesr wer ang. |
Mr  Pomerns. cal thai n‘
udlcrous a8 My an u
Awer

'Mr.  Dimick, q n-m ,’
Prermer nWy
farmer nargetics
bélievad he had ”‘
possibi ity ol »‘, ' i
with . the t i
. sad he “ ant : iR
ofibe 1o it, ', w,
3 -yearold

rpe eantain, ¥y e
MLion afuthe mm i
ty aftet he

ity Council Mﬁ

‘WATY, shortly

th* proun (lh‘d i AMY r J
Gation for _Sound t !« )

0Ppete ronst
rleu rmvu ,I M ("«

m« ¢i

;\\ th, by & Safisort ‘
ol mmmrnml&r ‘
DNellas M4 )

ey,
Mr.

t

goneraind !:hlun that
sie - police had

;ftblr ndf and had inftiated,
ﬁ‘mﬂ& of iy
v . Jex& : lt*::;'

Y—.*—-—-—

.2 2 e R , " .
The Pomeroy controversy' A 1
pamerated. charpes that  the -
smte police had owv ptd

—T1%F bounds and had

o

pliticsl lavestigdtions rw i
merous Texss citizens 8t M‘
behest of the p:‘mlc
financially powesf Fie

W, A "Cowsn. “,,k
carge of the $0-man M

it of Public uﬁﬂ
pence gaction testif

much more dtfﬂcu!
foe m. comm itee maq’
mipg the extont (o "
mﬂm dhmu:lb“
) y B
o? ¢ifizens Jr Thelr porsuit. - ©
. of Rwiyl! ldiﬂt,' LA.'_'
Mr lrm chyreh * i
whs cited jx Mr Dknnnrt BE
4t becuse it was the forum i’
fof a debate between Mr. Pomi:
frov and & spokesman for M/
Iax Power and Light, contipusd:
"Although this paper nbrv
dirg mlv Dot . in g
mnse ¢ d.tructin ¢
evidence, b- ;nfnl
and n £ many .
zeny, it Constitute & m
sive admpi o ‘mu
pert of the PS * !

quesliong
kind ahout

goIng o I, r
think & mkn
AM‘“ . are
less 'm bln :

i Ry S Pred
Ann::rl;e' m‘" h‘




-55.

THE_FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ENTERS THE NUCLEAR AGE

"Over the years, we have been warmed about the dangers of

' suwbversive organizations ... organizations that would ineite and
perpetuate violence, pit ome American aroup againet amother ...
there is an organization that does Jit thoee descrintions. It

18 the organization (the F.B.I.) that hae been most active ir ite
warninge to be on guard againet such organisations, "

‘ == Senator Phillip Hart

The Federal Bureau of Investigation has amassed files and indices on over
6.5 million American citizens, political organizations, and events., It has a
cross-reference index that cont: -s over 59 million cards and it employs 8,313
Special Agents in 59 Field Offic. s and 500 Resident Agencies across the country
to do its legwork. In 1978, the Bureau operated on a total budget of $513 mil-
lion, of which $402.6 million was used to finance domestic security and criminal
investigations (including $2 million for undercover operations).

The degree to which the agency is involved in surveillance of the anti-nuciear
movement and other persons and organizations suspected of being threats to nuc-
lear facilities can only be guessed at. Aside from the fact that much of the
Bureau's activity is veiled under the cover of "national security", access to in-
formation is alsc frustrated by the fact that many FBI investigations/programs
are disguised by the use of such vague labels as terrorism, sabotage, national
defense, or internal security. However, enough data has been gathered by the
authors to confirm that the FBI is heavily involved in nuclear power intelligence
gathering and surveillance.

One starting point for consideration is the nuclear involvement of the late
Wi_ioum Sullivan and Charles D. Brennan. Sullivan had been the Director of the
Ot.ice of National Narcotics Intelligence and later the Assistant Director of
the FBI. With the assistance of Charles Brennan, Suliivan headed the FBI's
COINTELPRO operations during the 1960's and early 1970's (COINTELPRO is the
code name for a Bureau sounter-intelligence program that relied upon a range
of covert and illegal actions to disrupt the political activity of anti-war
activists, leftists, and the civil rights movement; .s tactics included IRS
tax audits, harassment arrests, attempts to defame organization leaders, ard
police raids). Sullivan was also the lobbyist for the FBI's Huston Plan (a
federal intelligence community program to use burgulary, wiretaps, electronic
surveillance, and mail coverage against “"individuals and groups in the U.S. who
pose a threat to the internal security'; after a short life, the program was
scratched by FBI head J. tdgar Hoover).

Following his retirement from the FBI in 1971 after a falling out with

| Hoover (who Sullivan felt was becoming too cautious about conducting surrepti-
tious entries and covert operations), Suliivan went to work on the Rosenbaum
Report for the Atomic Energy Commission. He was a member of the small team of
consultants which prepared the study under the aegis of Dr. David Rosenbaum;
and Rosenbaum, interestinglv, had previously served under Sullivan at the Office
of National Narcotics Intelligence. As noted earlier, their final Report placed
primary emphasis on intelligence-gathering and infiltration of suspect groups as
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a deterrent to nuclear theft aloag with "ongoing analysis of the attitudes of
the people in the (mué¢lear) plant and the community around the plant",

Both Rosenbaum and Sullivan's former colleague Charles Brennan worked on
the Mitre Report for the Nuclear Regulatory Comvission several years later.
That study recommended surveillance of any group that organizes large demonstra-
tions and any person "expressing undue and unusua' interest in plant activities
and the like." In other words, Sullivan and Brennon, with the assistance of
Rosenbaum, have set the stage for the revival of t}e COINTELPRO program in nuc-
lear intelligence operations. The sequence of events reminds one of the old
French adage: "The more things change, the more they remain the same."

The FBI's involvement in anti-nuclear intelligence goes far beyond the acti-
vities of its alumni Sullivan and Brennan, however. And tha* involvement has been
extensive. Although the FBI received its authorization for .uclear intelligence
operations from the 1954 Atomic Energy Act, it began exercising an interest in the
auclear area long before that statute was enacted. For example, the FBI used
physical and electronic surveillance to spy on J. Robert Oppenheimer from 1941
through at least 1954. Oppenheimer is known as "the father of the atomic bomb".
According to documents released under the Freedom of Information Act to the
Chicago Sun-Times, the FBI at one time had three cars cruising Princeton, New
!‘c_x:\u to tail the scientist.

The FBI also investigated the Federation of American Scientists (FAS) from
1946-1950 during the period when FAS sought civilian control of atomic energy in
the form of an Atomic Energy Commissien. During that time, the Army gave the
FBI a report that among those FAS officers involved in "communist front activity"
were J. Robert Oppenheimer, Harlow Shapley (former President of the Amefican As-
sociation for the Advancement of Science), and Nobel Prize-winner Harold Urey.
The FBI closed is FAS investigation in 1950 with precious liitle substantive
information in its FAS dossier.

More recently, the FBI's nuclear interests have apparent!y picked up. Pos-
sibly in response to the bad publicity it received after the revelations of the
wrong-doing under the COINTELPRO program,'the agency began looking about in the
early 1970's for new reasons to justify continuance of many of its old operations.
Nuclear power was among the issues the FBI seized upon; a new era was unrolding.
Indicative of the new direction the agency was chartering for itself was its 1974
Annual Report; the document noted, in part, that:

"...publicity concerning the possibility of nuclear blackmail by
terrorists has made availablc to the public detailed information rela-
tive to nuclear energy, radioactive material, and storage and trans- t
port of nuclear weapons. This has resulted in an increase in the num- :
ber of investigations involving possible violations of the Atomic En-
ergy Act. This trend is expected to continue."

- —— T ———

More recently, the FBI has turned its attention to the anti-nuclear movement.
In response to the question of whether the FBI inve tigates groups that occupy
nuclear facilities (such as the Clamshell Alliance ir New England, the Abalone
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Alliance in California, and the Palmetto Alliance in South Carolina), the answer
is an emphatic "Yes". According to James Adams, FB. Deputy Assistant Director,
"(W)hen they step on that government facility it is trespass., And, under the
Atomic Energy Act, the FBI has the investigative responsibility to investigate
trespass on an ERDA facility." 9 @

Adams has also commented that "1 would be incorrect if I took the position
*hat we don't have anything in our files dealing with the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy pro or con.'"” 'On whether the agency meintains dossiers on nuclear opponents,
Adams has been less specific: "not ... soley on an individual's opposition to the
use or expansion of nuclear energy. However, such information may be developed
and maintained incidental to other investigative activity ... it could become a
relevant issue "3

The justification for the FRI's interest in anti-nuclear activity is trace-
able at least partially to the "communist threat" theory. Adams has explained
that "the Communist Party of the United ratcos. o ick s dominated and controlled
by the Soviet Union ... has as a program to try to discourage the use of nuclear
energy in the United States."**Therefore, the FBI apparently rationalizes, if any
other organization has an anti-nuclear stance, it automatically becomes suspect
under the Burcau's investigation of the Communist Party. In early 1977, FBI Di-
rector Clarence Kelly underscored Adams' remarks when he reported that spying by
agents of Communist countries in the U.S. continued "unabated" explaining that
their targets included scientific and technical resources. Given the "level of
the threat currently posed", Kelly announced, the FBI "will have to be much more
diligent with "full utilization of all existing counter-intelligence resources."

Consistent with this attitude, the FBI has been providing both the Depart-
ment of Energy and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission with advance warnings about
individuals and groups that it believe may pose threats to nuclear facilities.
FBI files include the results of over 2,000 investigations per year for ERDA/DOE
and the NRCY " In fact, the FBI has consistently conducted more investigations
for the nuclear energy agencies than for most other federal agencies and in 1975
It surpassed them all.’ “Every FBI Field Office has one or more Special Agents
who are assigned to act as liaison officers to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Department of Fnergy, and local nuclear facilities. Through this link, as well
as at the national level, a flow of safeguards information passes from hand to
hand. In addition, information about the more than 200 bomb threats against nuc-
lear facilities ir the U.S. is waintained in the agency's National Bombing Data
Center in the organized crime division.

In 1976, the General Accounting Office released a report on its lS-month
study of the FBI's domestic intelligence investigations. The GAO found that
utility employees were regulatory used as "confidential informants" in the
FBI's investigations. As discussed later, many utilities have apparently de-
veloped file-keeping systems to monitor local anti-nuclear activities. Pre-
sumeably, this information has been among that provided to the FBI. The data
received by the Bureau goes into the permanent FBI files and is disseminated
to other federal, state, and local law enforcement agencies,

fhe FB! also received arrest records and other information from various
police agencies around the country. This data is recorded in the agency's
National Crime Information Center (NCIC) computer (whose funding the Carter
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D.O.E. SNOOPS

"if we have it in  ze filee, we gtve it out .. . "

~= @ DOE offieial

i. A Few Choice Selections:

"Hyperactive fellow" was the term an NRC staffer used to describe Illinois
State Representative Richard Mugalian in one of the files released to the au-
thors under the federal Freedom of Information Act by the Department of Energy
(formerly the Energy Research & Development Administration -- i.e. ERDA).

Another ERDA memo reported that all of Kansas' major office holders sup-
port nuclear power except for the Attorney General -- '"the only Democrat in
the group."

A third file stated that "the political climate in Missouri seems to be
gener.lly hostile to utilities". The file further commented that according
to a Missouri utility representative, former Attorney of Jackson County (Mis-
souri) Teasdale was "excessively and irrationally hostile towards utilities."
And a supporter of the citizens' initiative for a nuclear moratorium in the
State wa: described by the file's contents as a "gadfly".

Further similar DOE/ERDA files came to light when an lTowa group called
Free Environment got its hands on one page of ERDA's records describing anti-
nuclear activities in that state; the file was entitled simply "IOWA". The
citizen orgunization pressured ERDA to release the full records for the state
on lowa's nuclear program and policies; subsequently, FRDA released over 100
pages of materials to Steve Freedkin of the group. A large portion of the
documents contained notes prepared by Ruth W, Gussman, an analyst in the agency's
Division of Nuclear Research and Applications who had been assigned to the Of-
fice of Industry, State § Local Relations when she developed the data., Her
notes contained information on current nuclear power generation and the pros-
pects fo- .dditional capacity aloug with information about anti- an. pro-
nuclear activities in ten midwestern states.

The Plant Siting Commission in Ohio was described as being hostile for
"its demands for information and its reviews beyond areas which the utilities
deem appropriate for its charter". Gussman also reported that the prime mover
in the Ohio safe energy initiative was Ohioans for Utility Refom -- a coali-
tion composed of eighteen groups (these included Operation Push, the Ohio Coun-
cil of Churches, the Ohic Coalition of Senior Citizens' Organizations, Counci)
455 of the Communications Workers of America, the International Chemical Work-
ers, Western Block, and “he Richland County Labor Council). "Despite their
impressive names," Gussman recorded, "some of these organizations represent
a small number of people."

The last point may appear insignificant. However, when juxtaposed against
reviews of organizations sympathetic to nuclear power, it can be easily seen
that DOE/ERDA's records carry a heavy editorial bias -- possibly great enough
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to be considered distortions and fabrications of iniormation. For example,
consider the rother positive commentary on the people working to defeat the
California Nuclear Safeguards Initiative and keep nuclear alive in that state:

"A broadly-based coalition of labor, industry, utilities, farm,
science, and minority groups has been formed to counteract the initi-
ative efforts ... At present, the group wishes to avoid seeming to
subvert the democratic process by urging the electorate against sign-
ing petitions, but should the initiative effort qualify for the bal-
lot, the coalition will be pPrepared to move out with a campaign."

The Gussman documents also described 4 question/answer television show on
nuclear power which was aired in Towa on March 12, 1974; the show featured
William H. Smith (the Assistant Manager of Information § Security at the AEC's
Ames Laboratory) and Skip Laitner (then a member of Citizens United for Respon-
sible Energy). The following day, Smith reported to ‘ary Pitchford of the ALC's
Chicago Operations office that the Program was unusually animated. He <aid:

"I would not say, hovever, that we left the opposition
battered and bleeding.

"Skip Laitner is an articulate spokesman and has a tremendous

capacity for recalling a prodigious amount of information ... Skip
tended to monopolize the evening, interrupting all participants,
and reiterating previous charges. This, | think, must have been

irritating to the viewing audience."

The authors followed up on documents released to Free Environment by request-
ing similar records for all the other states. [OE attorney Nancy Speck responded
that “they (i.e. DOE) might have gotten rid of them ... as a result of this
other (i.e. Free Environment's) request. They might have discovered that they
were collecting information they shouldn't have.'

Later, when Ruth Gussman was asked how she responded to industry requests

for information such as that found in the above-described documents, she replied:
"if we have it in the files, we give it out."

I1. ‘Agency Surveys:

It would appear that DOE/ERDA has relied on a number of methods * 5 acquire
the infcrmation that accumulates in the agency's files. Among these have been
numerous surveys,

For example, in 1975, the Social Impact Assessment Group at the Oak Ridge
National Laboratory (which is operated by the Union Carbide Corporation at Oak
Ridge, Tennessee) conducted a study in conjunction with FRDA of the community
around the proposed site of the Hartsville nuclear power plant. (The plant was
to be constructed by the Tennessee Valley Authority near Dixon Springs, Tennes-
see; it would consist of four 1100 MWe units and be located just 35 miles east
of Nashville in Trouvsdale County on the Cumberland River.)

The community survey was conducted to collect data and assess attitudes,
expectations, and group membership. It looked at "stress indicators, group
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formation, and intergroup relations" in order to develop a "theoretical frame-
work for social impact analysis which, among other things, would specify the
-ypes of major impacts to be expected at each stage in the life-cycle of a
power generating facility,» Additional goals included:

"specification of the characteristics of the most intensely-
affected segments of the community population and assessment of
the feasibility and effectiveness of amelioration strategies that
might reduce adverse impacts."

The project conducted two attitudinal surveys in Hartsville and Trousdale
County in 1975; the second was conducted Jjust a month before licensing hear-

ings were scheduled for the proposed plant. Among other things, the surveys
focused on:

“= sources of information about events in the town and the proposed
plant and the perceived reliability of these sources

-= attitudes toward the Proposed plant and toward T.V.A.

== perceived likelihood of various outcomes that could accompany the
plant and the desirability of these outcomes

-- basic demographic information about respondents such as age,
education, and OCcupation,

In addition, the surveyors presented the respondents with information
favorable to nuclear power and to the proposed plant,

Not surprisingly, one of the purposes of the surveys was admittedly "to
identify supporters or opponents of the plant." The exact use to which this
information would be put to, however, wuas not made clear. But a number of

events that fol lowed closely on the heels of the survey suggest possible uses
that were made of the data,

On June 4, 1976, not long after the survey was completed, evidentiary hear-
ings were held in Nashville regarding the proposed Hartsville Nuclear Power Plant,
There had been a great aeal of activity surrounding the hearings and anti-nuc-
lear activists had tause to suspect that their phenes had been tapped. The
telephone company manager refused to respond to reques

Sts to investigate the
possibility. On June 3, the night before the hearings, the home of a member

ot Concerned Citizens of Tennessee in Hartsville was broken into and footlockers

were ripped open and searched -. apparently as part of a searcn for documents,
the felon was never apprehended.,

H1I. DOE's File System:
Under its Privacy Act guidelines, ERDA/DOE e subjected to a number of re-
Strictions in its filc-gathering activities, For example, it cannot:

"collect, maintain, use, nor disseminato» information concerning
an individual's religious or political beliefs or activities or his
membership in associations OF organizations, unless (i) the individ-
ual has volunteered such information for his own benefit; (ii) the
information is expressly authorized by statute to be coilected, main-

tained, used, or dissominutod; or (iii) the activities involved are
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pertinent to and within the scope of an authorized investigation
or adjudication activity." "/

Although the guidelines seem reasonable on the surface, they actually allow
ERDA/DOE a great deal of discretion; and upon examination, one may wish to ques-
tion whether the agerncy should be allowed such generous leeway. In some cases,
it appears that DOE has flagrantly violated its own guidelines,

DOE has an elaborate filing system'?or the information it gathers. It also
has a liberal dissemination authority. The catch-all title "Investigative Files
== ERDA (now DOE)" has been used to identify records kept on:

"current and former ERDA and contractor employees who are the
subject of investigations and individuals involved in miscellaneous
investigative matters."

No further explanation or guidelines have been provided by the agency of
what constitutes a "miscellaneous investigative matter". It could be presumed,
however, that if such investigative files were soley pertinent to violations of
the law -- as the agency's limited authorization for investigations would re-
strict such data to be -- then they would have been included in the earlier
category pertaining to such matters instead,

The Investigative Files are generated by what had been the Office of In-
ternal Review and are now in the Inspector General's office. That office conducts
investigations of alleged improprieties of ERDA/DOE: "guys that are making it
with the secretary," explained one ERDA official. The Karen Silkwood case was
among the "improprieties" relegated to this section.

The Investigative Files contain "reports, memoranda, letters, and (when
applicable) performance evaluation of the assigned investigator". As with
other files, these are open to law enforcement agencies as well as to the
General Accounting Office, Congressional oversight committees, the Department
of Justice, and to federal, state and local agencies investigating equal employ-
ment opportunity complaints.

ERDA/DOE's Security Correspondence Files covered people "of interest to
Energy Research & Development Administration officials". No further descrip-
tive guidelines are provided. The files, according to DOE/ERDA, are composed
of "correspondence from individuals, news media, and information reports" (which
could include reports from informants and agents). These files were indexed by
the individuzl's name and are available to federal law enforcement and investi-
gative agencies,

Information found in the above-described files can include data received
from the FBI as well as from other sources. For instance, in 1965, the Atomic
Energy Commission contracted with Wackenhut Services, the third largest detec-
tive firm in the country, to guard AEC's Nevada Test Site and provide "other
related services" (unspecified). The contract totalled $50,941,000 as of Decem-
ber 1976 (monthly rate was about $27,000).

In a contract amendment written to comply with the 1974 Privacy Act, ERDA/DOE
finally specified to Wackenhut in 1976 that it should:
A 2
1150 332



"comply with the Privacy Act of 1974 and the rules and regu
lations issued pertinent to the Act in the design, development,

or operation of any system of records on individuals in order to
accomplish an agency function when the contract specifically idq
tifies (i) the system or systems of records and (ii) the work to
be performed by the contractor."

n

There are several problems with the above. The tirst is simply that the

Privacy Act is written in generally broad terms and the subsequent DOE/ERDA
guidelines have not greatly added to the statute's specificity. Perhaps more
importantly, the amendment may, in effect, exempt Wackenhut from Privacy Act
regulations for its "other related services'" to the NRC and FPDAZDOE since
these are not specifically spelled out in the contract. As noted earlier,
Wackenhut apparently relies for some of its information on the records of

the Church League of America which include the files of former Senator Joseph
McCarthy; the Church League is reported to claim to have the largest collec-
tion of files on communists and the new left in this country; it would ap-
pear that most of this information is unverified. Thus, one can only specu-
late what Wackenhut's "other related services'" might entail and how the Pri
vacy Act loopholes might allow the use of incorrect or otherwise impermissable
information sources and files.

-
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE POLICE STATE

"The firet and one of the moat important lines of de fenee
againat groups which might attempt to illegally acquire gpecial
nuclear materials to make a weapon te timely and in-depth intel-

’
ligence,

~- The Rosenbawm Report

There have been several government reports, working papers, and studies
that have recommended the use of intelligence in assessing and deterring the
nuclear threat. Most noted are the Rosenbaum, Mitre, and Barton reports, all
of which the government attempted to suppress.

The first to become public was the Rosenbaum Report‘dhich was released by
Senator Abraham Ribiceff on April 26, 1974, It had been prepared as a secret
working paper for the Atomic Energy Commission. When the A.E.C. learned of
Ribicoff's plans to disseminate the document to the préss, one Commission
member phoned to urge the S.nator to "sit on it",

The Rosenbaum Report concluded:

"The First and one of the most important lines of defense a-
gainst groups which right attempt to illegally acquire special nuc-
lear materials to make a weapon is timedy and in-depth intelligence.
Such intelligence may involve electronic and other means of surveil-
lance, but its most important aspect is infiltration of the groups
themselves. It is not the AEC's business to conduct this sort of in-
telligence-gathering; (the responsibility appropriately belongs to
other agencies) including the FBI, CIA, and NSA (which) focus their

attention upon this particular threat to our national defense and
security,

"Since safeguards are really the protection of the system a-
gainst events which are determined more by people and their atti-
tudes from day to day than by the outcome of many fixed decisions
of some time past, what is done on one day affects the nature of
the result on the next ... ™ere must also be an ongoing analysis
of the attitudes of the people in the plant and the community
around the plant."”

The conclusions of the Rosenbaum Report were reinforced by "The Threat to
Licensed Nuclear Facilities"’§ study prepared by the Mitre Corporation for the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission in 1975, Stressing again that the safeguards sys-
tem must be prepared at its weakest point, the NRC consultants threw up their
arms in the air ind said that the stakes are so great and the range of possi-
ble saboteurs so wide that the potential threat couldn't even be characterized.
The number of members and strengths of groups are not accurate barometers of
its potential for nuclear violence, they argued, since any single incident
could be devastating. For that matter, said Mitre, any group which organizes
large demonstration is suspect since, despite its own position on violence, it
could "attract cxtremists to the cause." Communities surrounding nuclgq{ pla
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should be monitored as well for suspicious actions such as "individuals ex-
pressing undue and unusual interest in plant activities and the like." Mitre
urged the NRC to distribute the intelli
officers at each nuclear facility.

Among the observations to be found in the Mitre Report are the following
key thoughts:

"We believe that our country is likely to continue to have fewer
violent domestic insurgent problems than most other large Western
countires. The primary issue of interest here, however, is not that
of the number of groups or their numerical strength, since even one
major incident would be very serious.

"Some future revolutionary groups in thas country may be made
up of educated, intelligent, highly-motivated youth ... It might
also include members who have had training in various engineering
and scientific specialties including nuclear ... It is unlikely that
such a group would come to the notice of law enforcement authorities
before it conducted its first violent operation. Thus, the safe-
guards system must be prepared at its weakest point to stand an un-
expected attack from a group skilled in both technology and weapons,
domestically-based, and with inside collaborators.

"Any movement which organizes very large demonstrations at nuc-
lear sites might attract extremists to te cause. Such demonstra-
tions could escalate, either by accident or design, to confrontations
and clashes with police forces. Increased militancy of a clandestine
nature, including the use of explosives might follow.

"A group intent on destroying a nuclear plant to cause a sizeable
public exposure to radioactivity would probably try to learn as much
as possible about the relevant engineering details ahead of time.

The success or failure of an attack might depend in large measure o.
such information, much of which is now available to the public

We recognize that the public itself has a significant need-to-know
about many aspects of the licensed nuclear fuel cycle. A balance
must be struck therefore, between the need to inform the public and
the need to keep sensitive information out of malicious hands.

"There is no possible, simple, numerical characterization of the
threat to licensed facilities. There is unlikely to be any single,
simple answer which will assure us of complete safety against mali-
cious action. The threat is intrinsically complicated, being linked
to the ingenuity of the threatenar ... The fate of nuclear power in
our country and the world hinges upon finding an adequate answer.

"We recommend that NRC maintain a close working relationship
with the intelligence community and keep intelligence agencies a-
ware of the information needed by NRC to meet its safeguard respon-
sibilitios. In-depth information about terrorist and other threat-
ening grcups should be obta’ ied by NRC from these agencies including
any information indicating « potential threat to the industry gener-
ally, or to a specific company generally. NRC should have personnel

gence data it gathered to the security
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qualified t» evaluate this information and to act on it, because it

is through such liaison that early warning signs of a potential threat
may be received, NRC should insure that the appropriate intormation i
disseminated to security officers at each nuclear facility to enable
them to take the necessary action."

The NRC had the foresight not to totally overlook the civil liberty impli-
cations of nuclear safeguards. On October 17-18, 1975, it sponsorec a '"'Working
Conference on the Impact of Intensified Nuclear Safeguards and Civil Liberties"
at Stanford Law School. Under an NRC contract, Stanford profecsor John H. Bar
ton prepared a ‘Lapv-f‘ Stmmarizing the Conference discussion. The conclusions,
which one reporte ' B()lI\T( d out were politely couched in the future tense ("After
all, NRC paid for the st u«i)'".ﬂ warn that the government will increase surveillance
wiretapping, use of informants, clearances, and psychological testing. All Con-
stitutional limitations would be threatened, particularly freedom of association
and ‘[‘(‘L'\’:’l.

Barton noted, in part, that:

"the government will seek to prevent nuclear theft and sabo-
tage by watching groups thought likely to carry out such action
ge by ‘ 8 ;

in the future. NRC would presumably assign responsibility for such
surveillance to the FBI -- some incremental increase in the use of
wiretapping and of informers is a likely response to the plutonium
ha l"'.

"Many of the proposed safeguards procedures are extensions of
ictivities in which the federal government and some of its private
contractors are already engaged.

"In constitutional language, the most serious effects are on
freedom of association and discussion (particularly on nuclear is-
sues) and on privacy. It is clearance procedures and continuing
surveillance of potential dissidents which create the greatest dan-
gers to association and discussion."




SEAFZGUARDS SYSTEMS CONCEPTS
FOR
NUCLEAR MATERIAL TRANSPORTATION

Final Repbrt

POOR ORIGINAL

Objective: To obrain infurmation on potenual adversary actions so that action may be taken to

Subsysiem No. 2 -

Intellivence Management :

counter them; to provide a source of informauon for the monitonn: and upygrading of safeouards
system performance.

Desiin Recuirements:

® Lovelopment and operation of u central intellicence sachering and analvsis prosr deul-

ing with potential threats to the nuclear industry (this desio re Gquirement should cover

lined facilities as well as the 1 msport sequence).
e Development of procedurcs for response 1o identified potential threats or conspir yoies.
® Program of rewards for informution on potential adversary actions
Orgunizations Involved: Fedcral Government, licensee, local and stare guvernments.

Discusc on: It will be possible 1o discover and halt some potentra! adversary actions by ol raning
and analyzing information on indic AHGNS st 1 acuons might tahe place. At present, Liw enforce-

ment azencies are obtaining information on persons and grouns which have the pot aual for

conducting an acticn against un SSNM slupment. The recomi onded subsy stem would provide a

mech.r o for the acquisition and . rcanization of relevant 1 .ol for an lysis speciiicaily
direct: o o identifying threats of m eyl Nt action against S5\ [t would require the d-«igna-
tion « nitrol agency responsi o g the intelligence func: v definition of procedures for
rout:; fopnate data to the | 1ied ageney and the id. won of what dar, o 4. rop-
nate o t sources they ¢ med from, Technig nalyzing t vr
fers B SUSSMIC T rt of the system 4

. e ments wientified threat
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THE N.R.C. JOINS THE ACT

"To the extent that we have civil liberties at all today,
had to ask questtious like whether it 1p bet-
7Y

. ) 5 > o / - | - '3 38 v P4 'y o
ter to torture a suspected terroriet than let a @1ty go up in flames.

t¢ because we have not

-- Husgell Ayres, Esquire

The roots of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's involvement in intelligence-
gathering and surveillance as a safeguard measure appear to be traceable to a
series of events over a period of years. These include a number of studies done
by the Mitre and BDM corporations as well as a progression of real and imagined
threats to nuclear facilities. The NRC's surveillance network further appears
to have grown in direct response to the agency's own perception of the intensity
of organized anti-nuclear activity in this country.

I'_NIDS“EQM RORQEL:

une of the first known ventures by the NRC into the area of espionage and
intelligence-gathering following its creation under the 1974 Energy Reorganiza-
tion Act was the commissioning of a study by the BDM corporation; the study was
entitled "Analysis of the Terrorist Threat to the Commercial Nuclear Industry."

The BDM Corporation, a Virginia-based think tank and research firm, pre-
pared a series of in-depth studies in 1975 profiling the people and groups who
might pose a threat to nuclear power facilities. It reviewed te~ classes of
persons and organizations who might be threats; the review was ased on a set
of 475 profiles of individuals it had compiled plus a survey of some 200 publica-
tions from 1968-1973. The classes included domestic groups, individuals, ad hoc
groups of two or more individuals, criminals. dissident employee(s), sociopathic
groups, separatist groups, revolutionary groups, re.ctionary extremists, violent
issue-oriented groups, and anarchists.

In describing the '"violent issue-oriented groups', BDM noted:

"The characteristics of this group are that it is libertarian,
issue-oriented and has democratically-selected leadership. The
group has reaconable cohesion and addresses its appeals to the
educated and the middle class in its efforts to attract supporters.
ihe motivations (attack objectives) of this group type are protest
@us public statement and the targets attacked by this group are
symbolic and protected. The tactics (types of attack) used by
this group have usually been legai and within the systenm. They
have focused on protest and demonstration and violent tactics have
tended to be spontaneous and relatively short-term. The resources
of this group are significant. The organization reflects a reason-
able degree of discipline and capacity for detailed planning. It
has a high level of knowledge and understanding about the target.
Its personnel are sufficient in numbers and have the necessary
skills and training technically. However, it lack weapons and
tactical assault knowledge, both of which it could secure.
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"An illustration of this type of group is SANE which was founded
after World War II. It is composed of professionals and other indi-
viduals who come from the educated and middle class sectors of the
community. The group's efforts have been largely devoted to demon-
strations and sponsoring educational programs.

"When nuclear power becomes widespread in its use, a raised
'consciousness' might result on the part of anti-nuclear groups
and possible hostage actions might result."

In the event that the above was not clear on this point, BDM and presumably
the NRC define '"violent issue-oriented groups" to include those same organiza-
tions others would call environmentalists or public interest groups.

Among the NRC's earlier programs for dealing with such violent issue-oriented
organizations was the development of a number of classroom programs for the agency's
security staff. The classes allocate two hours to the nuclear threat and its
tactics and motivation. The Mitre Report and the BDM study are the reading ma-
terials along with the publications "On Organizing Urban Guerilla Units" and
"Women as Terrorists' (both issued by the International Association of Chiefs
of Police. The course material tecaches that the types of individuals who might
become threats are disgruntled employees, mobs, demonstrators, organized crime,
and terrorists; the individuals in these groups, the course professes, may have
no c¢riminal record, no delinquncy history, may be well-educated, welcome matyr
status, may be organized and in groups, possess military skills, and may be
women.

1T NRC's Views on "Protest Groups'":

In late February 1976, the Contingency Planning Branch in NRC's Division of
Safeguards prepared a briefing book for Kenneth Chapman to use for his appearance
before the House Interior Committee -- Subcommittee on Energy and the Environ-
ment. The book, which have been treated by the agency as 'classified, confiden-

tial national security information", included the following description of "Pro-
test Groups':

"Characteristics: Included in this level are those gorups, loosely
organized to promote a cause by mass rallies, public display, marches §
pickets. Violence emanating from their operations tends to stem from
spontaneous reactions to confrontations during rallies or marches. Vio-
lence has reached significant proportions, however, during or following
mass rallies in the form of vandalism, arson, bombings, and looting.
Protest groups rally to draw attention to their cause and attract sym-

pathizers. The larger the rally, the more attention ic focused on the
injustices perceived by the group. Activities of these groups have, on
many occasions, included seizure of public or private property, sit-

downs, occupation of areas, blocking traffic and entryways to facilities,
and confrontations with police or other authorities. Violence-oriented
groups have sprouted from protest groups. These splinter groups fall
into the level of terrorists,

"Incentive: Real or perceived injustices to individuals, groups,
or society are incentives for banding together into protest groups.
Mass action is most frequently triggered by some event which is dis-
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taseful or repugnant to the group. As an example, protest groups that
are particularly interested in the protection of the environment may
target the facilities and operations of the nuclear powver industry

due to suspected or perceived threats to the environment in the form
of heat generation, radioactivity, etc.

"Tactics: Mass rallies, demonstrations, marches, picket lines,
public appearances and public disruption are the tools of the protest
group. Violence, whether or not planned, usually has been the result
of confrontation or a follow-on activity from mass rallies and demon-
strations. These groups could attempt disruption and confusion at a
fixed site or attempt to disrupt a convoy by blocking roads or in-
flicting damage on transport vehicles or their contents. Attention
of the press and public is an essential element in their plans.
Heavily populated areas or locations subject to a high degree of
public visibility are more subject to operations of protest groups.

"Threat: There 1s no reason to believe that groups interested
in ecology or concerned with other subjects could not rally to harass
the nuclear power industry. The greatest threat would probably be
blocking access routes to facilities, bombing support facilities and
disrupting shipments to arouse the public. This type of group is
more likely to toss a bomb or molotov cocktail at vehicles transport-
ing material than to launch a violent attack on sensitive facilities

at fixed installations.

"Terrorist organizations ... have the capability or could very
likely obtain it to carry out malevolent acts which could result in
drastic consequences for the nuclear power industry and the Nation.
Obtaining possession of nuclear material to be used for threat and
extortion (although this is a more extreme action than has been exe-
cuted previously by such groups) could be a potent means for promot-
ing the goals of terrorists.”

Rapid Growth of the NRC Intelligence Network:

Another early benchmark date in the evolution of NRC's surveillance pro-
gram was the so-called "Memorial Day Alert".
the Federal Protective Service in Chicago told the F.B.I. that he had learned
through unidentified sources that a "motorsycle group” and "some Indians" were
going to take over the Zion nuclear station on May 30, 1976.

The following day, the NRC issued this report to its licensees:

"The FBI liaison agent of the Chicago Field Office advised 1E:ITI
{Chicago) that a rumor emanating from Wisconsin, received through
three sources of unknown reliability, indicated plans are being made
by "motorcycle gangs and Indians" to take over the Zion Station dur-
ing the Memorial Day weekend."

On May 18-19, an FBI confidential source (who reportedly had provided reli-
able information in the past and who was extremely knowledgeable regarding motor-
cycle gangs and groups in northern Illinois) told the Bureau he didn't know of
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any such plans. Nonetheless, less than two weeks later, on May 25, the NRC head-

quarters announced that it wanted the threat "considered a probability rather
than a possibility". The agency's decision was apparently based on reports of
threats to facilities in Washington State =nd California that had been received
by United Engineers and Constructors. In addition, an anonymous bomb threat
was made to the North Anna, Virginia nuclear plant and reports were received
of persons "under suspicious circumstances in the vicinity of two power plants
in Connecticut."

The NRC responded to the situation by issuing an alert to every nuclear
facility in the country for the period from Friday May 28 through Tuesday June
8, 1976 -- the day of the California Nuclear Safeguards Initiative vote. It be-
came known as the "Memorial Day Alert". The NKC requested its licensees to re-
port "any security-related or even occurence" at each nuclear facility.

News of the alert was leaked to the press leading to coast-to-coast wire
service stories. Anti-nuclear forces have since suggested that the entirv alert
if not just the leak of it was designed to influence voters in the California
referendum. The referendum failed, nuclear power was given the green light in
California, and the suspected attacks never materialized. And at least two
NRC officials were not surprised by the last; Richard McCormack and Tom Carter
told the authors they would never have classified the affair as an "incidont"
in the first place.

However, the episode stimulated the agency to begin the build-up of an
sver-more intricate intelligence network inside the NRC itself with links to the
rest of the intelligence community. On May 27, 197., the NRC moved to consoli-
date its operations and improve its capabilities through the formation of the
Information Assessment Team (IAT); the IAT was composed of representatives
from the Office of Inspection and Enforcement, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regu-
lation, and Nuclear Safety and Safeguards. NRC Chairman Marcus Rowden explained
that the IAT would:

"...encompass all functions necessary to effectiveiy compile
and evaluate all available, pertinent intelligence data concerning
licensed nuclear facilities and materials; including, specifically,
the development of intelligence liaison with all agencies which
might serve to provide such intelligence. The Directors of the a-
bove three offices determine appropriate responses to threat infor-
mation and implement same. Such actions primarily are the joint re-
sponsibilities of IE and NRR for reactors and IE and NMSS for fuel
activities. The Directors of these offices coordinate such activi-
ties with the Executive Director for Operations,.."

Based on its determination, the Information Assessment Team can trigger the
national Incident Response Plan to counter any actual or potential nuclear threat
or hazards, even when the threat is "not immediate" or has "relatively insignifi-
cant effects". The plan, which details procedures for notifying other ugencies
with emergency responsibilities, was first employed during the Memorial Day
weekend period in 1976. Subsequently, the IAT was called on again and again
for similar incidents.
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For example, on June 15, 1976, a reporter from the San Jose Mercury-News
called the San Francisco NRC office to tell them about a photocopy of a flver
he had received "anonymously in the mail". The NRC concluded that the fiver
contained "an apparent threat against the Diablo Canyon nuclear facility near
San Luis Obispo, California. The flyer was printed by Friends of the Future,
a non-violent citizen group which had been active in the California Nuclear
Safeguards Initiative campaign. The NRC's report on the supposed implications
of the flier read like the writing of a dire paranoid:

"The flyer...referred to the fact that Mothers for Peace, in
San Luis Obispo had been waging a legal battle for two years, but
said 'stronger action is necessary'. The group made a vow that
Diablo Canyon will 'never go into operation'. The flyer said the
group's 'immediate goal is July 4' but did not elaborate.

"The San Francisco NRC office notified the NRC's Information
Assessment Team that the Pacific Gas and Electric Company was 'in-
vestigating the letter' and would advise the NRC of any further
developments."

In the summer of 1976, the NRC was alerted to unusually high levels of
radiation at a nuclear power plant in Pennsylvania. Within minutes, the NRC
contacted the Energy Research & Development Administration which in turn
called the FBI who put local police on notice to look for possible terrorists.
The high readings were later found to be reflections of fallout from a recent
Chines bomb test.

On December 2, 1976, Joseph Yardumian (Manager of "Special Projects" in
the NRC's Contingency Planning Branch) met with members of the U.S. Air Force
Office of Investigations.““The Air Force group was headed by Charles Torpy,
the Deputy Director of Counter-Intelligence. Torpy told Yardumian that the
Air Force could provide the NRC with "analysis and support capabilities" to
serve 1ts intelligence needs. The meeting was held with the approval of the
NRC's Kenneth Chapman who reaisoned that since the agency was responsible for
safeguards and licensing extends to export, import and proliferation, the NRC
would necessarily become a consumer of Air Force intelligence. Chapman fol-
lowed the Yardumian-Torpy meeting with a letter to the Commander of the Air
Force Office of Special Investigation, Colonel Ray C. Tucker Jr.*! Among other
topics, he requested intelligence on the following:

-- threats, theft, or sabotage against nuclear facilities, nuclear
weapon sites, nuclear transport

== extortion threats using nuclear weapons or devices

== rumored or actual illicit sale of nuclear materials

-- terrorist capabilities, characteristics and tactics (including
inter-group operations)

-- analysis of trends in terrorist activities

-- "sophisticated capers"

-- white collar crime

-- demonstrations against nuclear facilities and weapon sites

-- nuclear proliferation

On December 20, 1976, Chapman issued a memorandum to the members of the
Information Assessment Team entitled "NRC's Interface with the Intelligence
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Community'". The memo authorized members of the IAT to engage in liaison acti-
vities with other agencies. According to the memo, NMSS, IE, and NRR were:

"responsible for the effective compilation and evaluation
of all pertinent intelligence data concerning domestic licensed

nuclear facilities and material, whether adversary is U.S. or
foreign; including, specifically, the development of working

liaison with all agencies which might serve to provide such in-
telligence"

The inclusion of "foreign" in the memo is significant in that it confirms
what became apparent in the Air Force exchange: that the NRC's intelligence
staff was to work with agencies other than the one authorized by the Atomic En-
ergy Act to investigate nuclear matters -- i.e. the FBI.** The "foreign" clause
enabled the IAT to work with the Central Intelligence Agency, the National Se-
curity Agency, the Defense Intelligence Agency, and the military intelligence
services as specified by Chapman.

From these agencies, Chapman solicited intelligence on national and in-
ternational terrorist groups; data pertaining i- tactics, capabilities and
equipment employed by terrorist groups in the U.S. and abroad; chronology
of terrorist activities against military, industrial, and government facili-
ties; data concerning threats or incidents involving foreign nuclear instal-
lations. lie also contacted these above-noted agencies as well as others
asking for the same info originally requested from the Air Force as well as
information on thefts of conventional and military weapons such as automatic
rifles, grenades, etc. and on thefts of radiological monitoring devices or
handling equipment,

The intelligence ~vailable to the Information Assessment Team was broadened
in early 1977 when the NRC and ERDA initiated an "Agreement on Special Informa-
tion". The Agreement was signed in February 1977 by Edward B. Giller, ERDA's
Deputy Assistant Administrator for National Security and in March by NMSS Di-
rector Chapman on behalf of the NRC. The Agreement ©.rmalizes procedures for
the mutual exchange of intelligence ("special information") on terrorist activi-
ties, threats, thefts, sabotage, nuclear weapons design, manufacture, and utili-
zation. The memo outlines the different responsibilities for ERDA and NRC.

It reads, in part:

"...NRC has responsibilities for safeguards, including contingency
plans for dealing with threats, thefts, and sabotage relating to licensed
nuclear material, high-level radioactive waste from licensed activities,
and issuance of licenses fur import/export of nuclear materials and related
facilities. To support its decision-making in fulfillment of its responsi-
bilities, NRC may require certain special information bearing on these
matters.,

"ERDA develops, receives, and evaluates certain nuclear-related
information for the United States. Included in the information are
nuclear-related data, intelligence, and technology which are special
information, yet could have bearing on decisions taken by NRC in ex-
ecution of its responsibilities described above. NRC does not in the
course of its normal operations develop information of this type. Both
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ERDA and NRC do require and receive information, including special in-
formatio:, from sources outside their organizations.

"ERDA and NRC will make ecach other aware of, and share on a con-
trolled basis, such information as they may possess when it is rele-
vant to the execution of their individual responsitilities ... Sharing

of intelligence information will be subject to applicable provisions
of E.0.11905 and its implementing directives, applicable directives
of the Director of Central Intelligence, and any other applicable
intelligence community controls."

To maintain such information as well as information on other matters, the
NRC maintains what it calls "Protection Support Files and Associates Records"
which include information regarding NRC facilities and NRC contractor facilities'
security programs and associated records. They also include i.tormation on in-
dividuals visiting NRC facilities; NRC employees and NRC-related id ntification
files maintained for access purposes; actual or sus, (ed violatiuns of laws
administered by NRC; copies of investigative reports from other government
agencies; records of individuals' firearms; and other documents relating to
the safeguarding of national security information. The information is kept in
file folders and on forms, and is indexed and accessible by name, facility,
badge number, identification card number, chronologically or a combination
thereof. The files are used to provide licensees and contractors with the in-
formation necessary to maintain an adequate security program and for any neces-
sary routine uses.

The NRC's Division of Security is the central point for exchanging "hard
copy" intelligence with the Intelligence Community. Except when the material
arrives in code, it is turned over immediately to NRC operations which have a
"need to know". These include a very limited number of persons -- at least in
theory. The actual practice is less clear,

IV. NRC Denials:

According to J.M. Felton, Director of the Division of Rules and Records in
the NRC's Office of Administration, "The NRC does not maintain separate files on
organizations," who are opposed to nuclear power. However, if an individual or
organization has ever written to the NRC, "copies of this correspondence and the
agency's response thereto would be maintained as part of the general files of
the NRC".

The authors sought access to NRC files on cit.zen groups and others who
might be the subject of monitoring by the agency. Robert B. Minogue, acting
for Lee V. Gossick (the NRC's Executive Director for Operations) responded
with an invitation to submit a formal information request under the federal
Freedom of Information Act "specifying particular individuals or groups by
name or identifying particular 'events'". If done, he said that he would be
"happy" to process the request.

Accordingly, files on a number of organizations and events were requested.
These included the Clamshell Alliance and the occupation of the proposed nuclear
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power plant site in Seabrook, New Hampshire. The materials received were ob-
viously incomplete so the acthors issued a strong protest to the gency. The
NRC wrote back that, in rechocking their files, they had overlooked the mater-
ials that he been received from the FBI. ...

Over and over again, the NRC has denied having any role in intelligence-
gathering. Likewise, time and time again, there have been indications to the
contrarv. For example, in 1976, the NRC hired a consultant to report on "Es-
tablishing 3 Tactical Intelligence Function Within the Office of Inspection
and Enforcement, NRC, Septe,ber 20, 1976" (prepared under contract AT(49-24)
by Operational Systems, Inc, 1600 Wilson Blvd, Arlington, Virginia 22209).
The report 1 irned:

"It is important to note that the mere establishment of IAT
+».in and of itself infers that information is being collected,
investigations are being conducted, and files are being main-
tained. Consequently, it behooves NRC to move without delay in
correcting any difference particularly insofar as they pertain
to the Privacy Act of 1974 and 44 U.S.C., primarily sections |
<101, 2909, and 3301. These sections establish requirements and
procedures for Federal Agencies to foliow insofar as records and
files management, retention, review, and di_posal are concerned.
Suffice to say at this point that Federal law provides severe
penalities for violations of or failure to comply with provisions
of the above."

And in October 1977, Barrett Riordan, the Director of the NRC's Office of
Planning and Analysis, resigned from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, offering
this scalding criticism:

"...1 view the increasing involvement of the NRC in Execu-
tive Branch national security and intelligence aff.irs, with
their attendant need for secrecy, as basically at odds with the
goal of regulaticn conducted openly and with full public parti-
cipation. Certainly, the NRC has a legitimate and necessary
role in the national security arena, but such activities are se-
ductive and contagious and capable of compromising the integrity
of the entire regulatory mission if not carefully controlled."

Will the NRC control its involvement in the intelligence field in the fu-
ture? Has it done so in the past? As long as the facts about protection of
commercial nuclear power plants is kept from public scrutiny by the veil of na-
tional security, there cannot be any guarantees that the nuclear police state
1s not just around the corner.




