Bonorable Bpark llatiunaga
United States Senate o
Washington, D. C. b 1721

Dqgr Scnato: Matsunaga:

.7 . - Youx letter of October 20, 1977, has been rctcrnd tc
thé Criminsl Division for reply. You stated that Reév. Albert
Moniz, Jr., had been present during the %xgcutiou of » search
warrant by the Poderal ‘Bureau of. In%nthation ‘fog Church of

‘Selentology premises in Los Angeles, Rev. Momit apparently S
claimed thst the nusder of FBI agents involved . and the danage //
to Church property was: excessive. You requested’ ‘information

_eoncerning-the reasons for the search and ﬁox the "unusually /%
fﬁatceful unnor“’ in mmh thc warrants mz." """ xecuted. /’

Dn_J.uLyL_&, 1977, the tedaral Bureau of xavntigation
(cxecnted search warrants at three oftices of the Church of
”scieﬁtol.ogy in washington, D, C. and Los hngalm. The
warrants were meea on 1o£qmi:iqn wppnoé by an official of
the Guardian's office of the Church of smentaiogy ‘who had been
, diimvcted using Qfm&cnt Internal Rev nqe.Sexvice denti-
-fication. The infoxment detailed instances of thefts of copies
of g@v&tx’wnt doe p snd the wbuqnent n%eavor to cbstruct
a grand'jury investigation.  Although the ﬁnim States District
Court for the District of Coiumbia found that the warrant was
pateerned after one dppxovd by the:§ npxcme yextyin pndresen . .
sxyland, 427 §.5. 463 (197¢), I¢"¥una are il eads L °
mpplicable to searches for evidence of an illcqal aspiracy ‘7” P
ané -“Pp:uud ‘the fruits of the seaxch. I IS !
' 3 44,1972, Bisc. Bo. 77-0151 {d.D.C., My 2% 1977).
The United States District Court for the Central District of _
California never reached the constitutional issue. ZEETEad it
held t.baf. the District of Coluabia dachton collaterally g Cﬁ
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estopped the government from litigating the constitutionality

of the California warrants. United States v. Yaxrious Documents
Seized frog the Church of $cjentoloqy, No. CV-~77-2565 WML (C.D.
Cal., Auwg. l. 1977). %The qovormnnt has appealed both decisions.

, Alhgations of use of ucuaiyo force in the execution

‘of the seaxrch warrants will be the sudject of further litigation

in the pending criminal matters should the United States pre-
vail on mal. Such allegations are also the subject of

‘pindlng civil suits. Unlike the facts surrounding the issuance
of the search warrants, there is no information that has been
made public oncerning the execution of the warrants. Con-
sequently, Jin accord with the Mﬁlﬁ&ﬁhﬂ policy of the

- Departwent "of Justice, ve regret that. we %annot comment sub-

stantively upon the allegations. However, we are confident
m&#ha dévcmmn%'s acuomu' ftn m: m@t&r wuz be. vindicatod.
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