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To ensure that Department of War (DoW) personnel conduct all 
intelligence, counterintelligence, and intelligence-related 
activities in full compliance with applicable laws, regulations, 
and executive directives while protecting the constitutional 
rights, civil liberties, and privacy of U.S. Persons by 
preventing unauthorized collection, retention, or dissemination 
of U.S. Person Information.

Purpose of Intelligence Oversight
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Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
IO is the principal mechanism used to ensure the Department of Defense (DoD), intelligence, counterintelligence, sensitive activities, and special access programs are executed in accordance with applicable laws, Presidential Executive Orders, DoD, Department, and Service policies.
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1919-1920 Palmer Raids and the RED SCARE

Front page of the Chicago Federation 
of Labor's newspaper, The New 
Majority, January 10, 1920, featuring 
an article that describes the Palmer 
Raids as terrorism

Attorney General 
A. Mitchell Palmer

New York Tribune newspaper headlining the Palmer 
Raids arrests – January 1920

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
The term "Red Scare" comes from the color red, symbolizing communism and socialism, reflecting widespread fear of leftist ideologies in the United States.
The name "Red Scare" originated because red was the color associated with communism and socialism, particularly the red flag used by revolutionary movements like the Bolsheviks in Russia. Americans feared that radical leftist ideologies could infiltrate and destabilize the U.S., especially after the Russian Revolution of 1917, which demonstrated that a labor-led movement could overthrow a government. This fear was amplified by labor strikes, anarchist activity, and political radicalism at home, leading to widespread paranoia about a potential communist uprising

Following the end of World War I and the terrifying success of the Russian Revolution, the United States was gripped by an absolute, suffocating terror known as the First Red Scare. Millions of Americans believed that European communists, anarchists, and radical labor unionists were actively plotting to violently overthrow the U.S. government.
  
This panic exploded when a coordinated ring of anarchist bombers mailed dozens of lethal mail bombs to the houses of highly prominent American politicians, judges, and businessmen. One of those bombs detonated directly on the front porch of the United States Attorney General, A. Mitchell Palmer.

In retaliation, the U.S. government dropped the hammer. * The Operation: In late 1919 and early 1920, Attorney General Palmer launched the “Palmer Raids.” It was a massive, highly coordinated series of violent, midnight federal police raids conducted in over 30 cities simultaneously across the United States. * The Targets: The Department of Justice specifically targeted Southern and Eastern European immigrants (primarily Italians, Russians, and Jews) who were heavily involved in radical left-wing labor unions or political clubs. * The Result: Without securing proper search warrants, federal agents kicked down the doors of private homes, bowling alleys, and social clubs, arresting over 10,000 people. Thousands of these immigrants were held indefinitely without access to a lawyer. Over 500 foreign citizens were mathematically loaded onto ships and permanently deported from the United States essentially simply for their political beliefs.

=======================================
Attorney General A. Mitchell Palmer:  Palmer Raids, raids conducted by the U.S. Department of Justice in 1919 and 1920 in an attempt to arrest foreign anarchists, communists, and radical leftists, many of whom were subsequently deported. The raids, fueled by social unrest following World War I, were led by Attorney General A. Mitchell Palmer and are viewed as the climax of that era’s so-called Red Scare.





1950s McCarthyism Second RED SCARE
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"Any man who has been named by a 
either a senator or a committee or a 
congressman as dangerous to the 
welfare of this nation, his name 

should be submitted to the various 
intelligence units, and they should 

conduct a complete check upon him. 
It’s not too much to ask." 

- Senator Joseph McCarthy 1953

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
There were two major periods referred to as Red Scares in U.S. history. The First Red Scare (1917–1920) occurred after World War I, fueled by labor unrest, immigration, and the influence of revolutionary movements abroad. Events like the Palmer Raids, where suspected radicals were arrested, and the 1919 anarchist bombings heightened public anxiety. The Second Red Scare (late 1940s–1954), also known as McCarthyism, emerged during the early Cold War, when fears of Soviet espionage and communist infiltration of the government and society led to investigations, blacklists, and widespread suspicion.  In essence, the "Red Scare" label captured the moral panic and political hysteria surrounding the perceived threat of communism and radical leftist ideologies, with "red" symbolizing the ideological enemy that Americans feared could undermine their government and way of life.

The paranoia about internal Communist threat (known as the Red Scare) reached a fever pitch between 1950 and 1954, when Senator Joe McCarthy of Wisconsin, launched a series of highly publicized probes into alleged Communist penetration of the State Department, the White House, the Treasury, and even the US Army. 

During this time McCarthy and his lawyer Roy Cohn – with the enthusiastic support of the head of the FBI, J. Edgar Hoover – abused intelligence assets and were responsible for the firing of scores of gay men and women from government employment. Claiming that LGBTQIA+ were considered to be more susceptible to blackmail and thus were labeled as security risks. They further strong-armed many opponents into silence using rumors of their sexuality released by creditable intelligence agencies.

Intelligence was collected on:
Political and Civil Rights leaders
Musicians and Actors
Suspected communists, malcontents, agitators, etc.
Suspected members of the LGBTQIA+ community.

Although Senator McCarthy was eventually ostracized and the false allegations were mostly stopped, intelligence abuses continued.

In the midst of the Cold War, a US senator from Wisconsin took the meaning of anti-Communism to a new level when he accused federal government employees of being disloyal to the nation due to communist ties. The term McCarthyism is named after Senator McCarthy and is often used synonymously with the height of the second Red Scare.  In the early 1950s, the American public was advised to be wary of communist influences lurking across the nation, and it caused mass hysteria. As the Soviet Union was spreading the Communist movement across Eastern and Central Europe and parts of Asia, communist expansion in the West became an increasing threat to the public and national security.
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1960s-1970s Intelligence Community Violations

A bipartisan US Senate select committee (The Church Committee) investigated 
abuses by the CIA, NSA, FBI, and the IRS led to the permanent US Select Committee 
on Intelligence.
 The most shocking intelligence abuses included:
• Drugging / torture unwitting US citizens as part of human experimentation on mind control
• Surveillance & infiltration of American political and civil-rights organizations
• A systematic propaganda campaign with domestic / foreign journalists operating as CIA 

assets and dozens of US news organizations providing cover for CIA activity
• Major telecommunications companies sharing their traffic with the NSA (while officially 

confirming the existence of the NSA to the public for the first time)

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
In the 1960s and 1970 members of the intelligence community conducted gross violations of US Persons’ rights by inappropriately collecting on civil rights activists, women’s rights activists, and anti-war protestors.

President Ford signed Executive Order (EO) 11905 (Superseded by EO 12036):  UNITED STATES FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
President Carter signed EO 12036 (Revoked by EO 12333):  UNITED STATES FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
President Reagan Signed EO 12333:  UNITED STATES INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
President Reagan signed EO 12537 (Revoked by EO 12863):  PRESIDENT’S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD.
President Reagan signed EO 12334 (Revoked by EO 12863:  PESIDENT’S INTELLIGENCE OVERSIGHT BOARD
President Clinton signed EO 12863:  PRESIDENT’S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD

In response to the findings of the Church Committee, President Ford signed Executive Order (EO) 11905 which created the Intelligence Oversight Board. President Reagan later replaced EO 11905 with EO 12333 which solidified the "Goals, Direction, Duties and Responsibilities with Respect to the National Intelligence Effort". In 2008, President Bush renamed the agency to the President's Intelligence Advisory Board.

In 1982 DoD 5240.1-R, “Procedures Governing the Activities of DoD Intelligence Components that affect U.S. Persons” - the governing instruction for Intelligence Oversight - was released.




• Gross violations of 
US Persons rights
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Why Intelligence Oversight

• Intelligence Oversight 
Laws, Executive Orders, 
and Regulations

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Understanding where we came from is key to understanding why we are here.  The Founding Fathers distrusted large standing armies and cherished individual liberties.  Americans have a long tradition of distrusting government.  It is upon this tradition that the requirements of Intelligence Oversight are laid.  Abuses of power by the Intelligence Community during the 1960’s and 1970’s, exposed by the Church and Pike Congressional committees, led to tighter controls on Intelligence activities. 



• Constitution of the United States
• Executive Order (EO) 12333, “Intelligence Activities of the 

United States”
• Department of Defense (DoD) Directive (DoDD) 5148.13, 

“Intelligence Oversight”
• DoDD 5240.01, “DoD Intelligence and Intelligence-Related 

Activities and Defense Intelligence Component Assistance to 
Law Enforcement Agencies and Other Civil Authorities”

• DoD Manual (DoDM) 5240.01, “Procedures Governing the 
Conduct of DoD Intelligence Activities”

8

Criteria

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
While other intelligence oversight policies and regulations exist, the primary law, Executive Order(s), and issuances identified here are the main intelligence oversight references to be retained on file for reference. 



• Secretary of the Navy Instruction (SECNAVINST) 3820.3F, 
“Intelligence Oversight within the Department of the Navy”

• Marine Corps Order (MCO) 3800.2B, “Oversight of 
Intelligence Activities”

• Intelligence Community Directive (ICD) 107, “Civil Liberties, 
Privacy, and Transparency”
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Criteria
(Continued)



• Procedure 1:  Governs the scope 
of and provisions for 
implementing DoDM 5240.01

• Procedure 2: Governs how and 
under what circumstances you 
may collect U.S. Person 
Information (USPI)

• Procedure 3: Governs the 
retention of USPI

• Procedure 4: Governs the 
dissemination of USPI

• Procedure 5: Governs the 
conduct of electronic surveillance
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DoD Manual 5240.01 – Governance

• Procedure 6: Governs the 
conduct of concealed monitoring

• Procedure 7: Governs the 
conduct of physical searches

• Procedure 8: Governs the 
conduct of mail searches & 
covers

• Procedure 9: Governs the 
conduct of physical surveillance

• Procedure 10: Governs 
undisclosed participation in 
organizations 



• Mission:
ꟷ To enable USMC personnel to effectively carry out their 

intelligence and intelligence-related legitimate functions, to include 
non-intelligence sensitive activities, while protecting the 
constitutional rights and privacy of U.S. Persons

• Vision:
ꟷ Intelligence oversight law, executive orders, and policies and 

regulations are carried out by USMC personnel performing 
intelligence and intelligence-related activities, to include non-
intelligence sensitive activities

11

Mission and Vision
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10 U.S. Code § 5020 - Naval Inspector General
Deputy Naval Inspector/Inspector General of the Marine 
Corps

IGMC Organizational Structure
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IGMC Organizational Structure
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Presidential Intelligence Advisory Board

Policy & Guidance

Inspections

ReportingReporting

Deputy Under Secretary of the Navy 
for Intelligence and Security

Senior Intelligence Oversight Official

Intelligence Oversight Board

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Under Executive Order 13462 (issued in 2008), the IOB is legally established as a standing committee of the PIAB.

Feature		The Parent Board (PIAB)		The Subordinate Committee (IOB)
Primary Mission	Advises the President on the overall 	Monitors the legality and propriety of intelligence activities,
			quality, quantity, and adequacy of 	specifically reviewing potential violations of the Constitution, laws, and Executive Orders 
			intelligence collection, analysis, and 
			management 
 
Membership		Consists of up to 16 distinguished 	Consists of no more than five members who must be selected from the existing PIAB membership.
			private citizens appointed by the 
			President.	

Staff & Administration	Uses a professional staff headed by 	Shares the same professional staff, and the President often designates the 
			an Executive Director.		PIAB’s Executive Director to double as the IOB's Executive Director.

Reporting Line		Reports directly to the President at 	Reports compliance infractions directly to the President and refers 
			least twice a year on intelligence 	potential criminal violations directly to the Attorney General
			quality and effectiveness. 



To ensure that these orders are complied with, a structure of oversight and reporting was set up.  The President’s Intelligence Oversight Board was created.  Quarterly, every Service must report in the affirmative of:
Our compliance regarding the requirements of the various orders and regulations
 Any questionable activities
 Any issues relating to Intelligence Oversight
So if you ever wondered where your Quarterly Intelligence Oversight report went, or if any one actually read it, now you know.




Who is a US Person / 
What is US Person Information
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U.S. Persons (USP) are:
• All U.S. Citizens
• Lawful Permanent Residents
• Certain unincorporated associations 

(composed of substantially U.S. citizens 
and/or lawful permanent residents)

• Corporations incorporated in the U.S. 
(unless controlled by a foreign 
government)

USP Information (USPI)
IS:
• Reasonably likely to identify one or more 

specific USP
• A single item of information, or 

information that when combined with 
other information, is likely to identify one 
or more specific USP

Is NOT:
• Reference by brand or manufacturer’s 

name
• Overhead reconnaissance imagery
• Transportation information that does not 

link to other information that may connect 
to a specific USP

Much of this intersects with efforts and 
reasons to protect PII

Note: Determination of USPI may 
require case-by-case assessment by 
trained Intelligence Professionals

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
A US Citizen.
An alien known by the intelligence component to be a permanent resident alien.
A corporation incorporated in the US, except for corporation(s) controlled by a foreign government.  
A person or organization in the US is presumed to be a US person, unless specific information to the contrary is obtained.
Conversely, a person or organization outside of the US, or whose location is not known to be in the US, is presumed to be a non-US person, unless specific information to the contrary is obtained.

US Person Information, also referred to as USPI, is that information reasonably likely to identify one or more specific U.S. Persons.  Such as:
Full Name
Address
SSN

Any person or organization in the U.S. is presumed to be a USP, unless specific information to the contrary is obtained, and any person or organization located outside the U.S. is presumed NOT to be a USP, unless specific information to the contrary is obtained.

Example of USPI (Depending on context) 
Names and Unique titles
Government-associated personal or corporate identification
Unique biometric records
Internet Protocol address information

Example of NOT USPI (Depending on context)
Reference to a Ford Mustang or Boeing 747
Train, bus, or airline schedules




• If the primary objective of collection is a person INSIDE the 
United States, incidentally collected U.S. Person Information 
may be retained for 5 years

• If the primary objective of collection is a person OUTSIDE the 
United States, incidentally collected U.S. Person Information 
may be retained for 25 years

16

Retention of U.S. Person Information



Applicability

• All federal employees (intelligence and non-intelligence):
ꟷ Military
ꟷ Civilians
ꟷ Contractors

• When conducting intelligence/intelligence-related activities 
under DoW authority.

• Intelligence Oversight does not apply to:
ꟷ Law Enforcement
ꟷ Administrative processes such as pay roll and other employment 

requirements
ꟷ Security clearance request and update forms

17



• Commanders of any Marine Corps units conducting 
intelligence or intelligence-related activities will:
ꟷ Monitor his/her intelligence components’ compliance with applicable, law, 

EOs, DoD, Military Department, and Service policies, regulations, and 
procedures

ꟷ Appoint an Intelligence Oversight Officer (IOO).  The Senior Intelligence 
Officer is usually the IOO because he/she is of appropriate grade and 
intelligence experience commensurate with the oversight responsibilities and 
who has the necessary clearance to include special access programs, alternative 
compensatory control measures, or other security compartmentalization

ꟷ Be responsible for non-intelligence personnel when used for intelligence 
purposes

ꟷ Ensure legal and policy reviews are conducted prior to the initiation of 
intelligence activities

18

Responsibilities
Commanders

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Commanders are ultimately responsible for everything that does, or does not happen on their installation.
Establish IO awareness training and reporting procedures.
Integrate IOO into planning and policy.
Ensure active participation of the command inspector, the IOO, the SIO, and SJA.
Confirm procedures exist for identifying, reporting, and resolving IO issues.
Ensure all intelligence personnel understand their authorized mission and are encouraged to seek guidance.
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Responsibilities
Intelligence Oversight Official (IOO)

• The IOO is responsible for:
ꟷ Being proactive and responsive
ꟷ Conducting self-inspections and staff-assist visits to subordinate 

commands, when applicable
ꟷ Ensuring training is tailored specifically to the unit’s mission
ꟷ Managing intelligence oversight training
ꟷ Submitting quarterly intelligence oversight reports to the Marine 

Corps Intelligence Oversight Official
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Responsibilities
Command Inspectors General (CIGs)

• CIGs, per MCO 3800.2B are responsible:
ꟷ To the Commanders to monitor and oversee the implementation and 

management of intelligence oversight programs at the command element and 
subordinate command levels

ꟷ Conduct intelligence oversight inspections in accordance with the Commanding 
General’s Inspection Program and perform inquiries and investigations into 
questionable intelligence activities

ꟷ Receive and forward required Intelligence Oversight reports

• Per SECNAVINST 5430.57H, at a minimum, one IG will hold a security 
clearance equal to the highest security level in the assigned activity

• Per DoDD 5148.13, IGs to have access to all information necessary to 
perform their oversight responsibilities, including special access programs, 
alternative compensatory control measures, or other security 
compartmentalization

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
MCO 3800.2:    SECNAVINST 3820.3F:    DoDD 5148.13:    *SECNAVINST 5430.57H

The monitored data was not publicly available and was obtained outside the scope of official duties, constituting a misuse of privileged access and a potential violation of privacy and intelligence oversight regulations.

In that context, “current or former partner” refers to a romantic or intimate relationship — such as a spouse, boyfriend, girlfriend, or significant other — whether the relationship is ongoing (current) or has ended (former).  
So the violation describes a situation where someone with government system access uses that access to monitor the private cell phone activity of a person they are or were romantically involved with. This is considered a personal misuse of official intelligence resources, because the surveillance is motivated by personal interest rather than authorized national‑security or law‑enforcement purposes.

* Per DoDD 5148.13, Provide the DoD Component legal counsel, GC DoD, DoD SIOO, and any IG of competent jurisdiction with access to any employee and with all information necessary to perform their oversight responsibilities, including information protected by special access programs, alternative compensatory control measures, or other security compartmentalization. 
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Responsibilities
Staff Judge Advocate / Office of General Counsel

• The Counsel for the Commandant (CL) and Staff Judge Advocate 
(SJA) will jointly:
ꟷ Determine whether activities conducted by Marine Corps intelligence 

components are legal and consistent with applicable policies

• The DoW Component heads conducting intelligence or intelligence-
related activities will:
ꟷ Provide the DoW Component legal counsel, … access to all information 

necessary to perform their oversight responsibilities, including information 
protected by special access programs, alternative compensatory control 
measures, or other security compartmentalization 

• All QIAs and S/HSMs referred to a DoW Component IG will be 
reviewed by the corresponding DoW Component legal counsel to 
determine whether the activity is legal and consistent with applicable 
policy

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Ensure the command SJA is consulted as appropriate, but especially as part of the review, investigation, or reporting of IO violations or questionable activity



Reporting – Violations

• Everyone within the DoW is responsible to report questionable 
activities, even if not directly involved in intelligence or 
collection activities

• All suspected violations must be IMMEDIATELY reported. 
Do not wait to develop facts or investigate locally

• Not reporting is reportable

• Inspector General/SJA (Counsel)/                                                        
IOO will have proper                                                              
classification level

• Every report MUST be investigated
22



• Refers to any intelligence or intelligence related activity 
when there is a reason to believe such activity may violate the 
law, Executive Orders, or applicable DoD policy. Such as:
ꟷ Alleged abuse and mistreatment of detainees and prisoners by or 

directed by intelligence personnel
ꟷ Tasking intelligence personnel to conduct intelligence activities that 

are not part of the organization's approved mission
ꟷ Providing intelligence services and/or products without proper 

authorization
ꟷ Failure to file proper use statements for imagery collection associated 

with U.S. Persons

23

Reporting Requirements
Questionable Intelligence Activity (QIA)

Examples:
- Unauthorized use of government intelligence systems to access and monitor private cell phone 
activity belonging to a current or former partner
- Failing to blur out identifying features of U.S. Persons captured in surveillance photos

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
A QIA refers to any intelligence or intelligence related activity when there is a reason to believe such activity may violate the law, Executive Orders, or applicable DoD policy. 



• Refers to any development or circumstance involving an 
intelligence or intelligence related activity that could impugn the 
reputation or integrity of the Marine Corps or otherwise call into 
question the propriety of intelligence activities.  Examples 
include:
ꟷ Serious criminal activity by intelligence personnel
ꟷ Intelligence official meeting with and garnering official-like understandings with 

foreign officials without approval
ꟷ Reportable without waiting for substantiation, completion of investigation, 

formal adjudication, or final resolution

• Such matters might involve actual or potential:
ꟷ Congressional inquiries or investigations 
ꟷ Adverse media coverage

Note:  An S/HSM does NOT include the reporting of routine security violations
24

Reporting Requirements
Significant or Highly Sensitive Matter (S/HSM)

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
S/HSM is something that is embarrassing to the Command, Marine Corps, Intelligence Community, and the DoW.

Impact on foreign relations or foreign partners, or Systemic compromise, loss, or unauthorized disclosure of protected information.







• Quarterly IO Report will:
ꟷ Follow IGMC Intelligence Oversight Division template
ꟷ Report (Notify Immediately) new incidents (QIAs and S/HSMs)
ꟷ Report updates on previously reported incidents
ꟷ Report Crimes by intelligence personnel
ꟷ Report trends in QIAs and S/HSMs
ꟷ Report significant inspection findings:

- Identify units inspected during reporting period
- Identify the results of inspection such as pass or fail and any supporting findings

ꟷ Report significant IO program developments, such as IO Training Conducted to 
include:

- Initial
- Annual
- If none state None and why none was conducted

25

Reporting Requirements 
Quarterly Intelligence Oversight Report
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Trends

• Inspections
ꟷ Execution of Intelligence Activities is generally good.
ꟷ Intelligence oversight training adequate
ꟷ Retention of out-of-date intelligence oversight references

• Questionable Intelligence Activities
ꟷ Occurring under other command operational authorities
ꟷ Publicly Available Information / Commercially Available 

Information 
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Sensitive Activities

• Lethal support/training to Non-USMC/DoD agencies
• Use of Marines in law enforcement undercover operations 
• Loan of gear/training support to civilian law enforcement 

agencies
• Covert, clandestine, or use of cover activities
• CONUS off-base training – Realistic Military Training (RMT) 

Off Federal real property – in civilian environments
• Intelligence collection on US Persons
• Special Access Programs
• Support/Agreements to certain US Government (DoS, OGA) or 

Non-US Government agencies (bilateral intelligence sharing 
arrangements / transfer funds/equipment to foreign governments)

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Sensitive Activities (SAs) are operations, actions, or programs that require special oversight through compartmented controls or enhanced security measures because of the nature of the target, area of operation, or potential consequences. These are lawful, authorized activities, but they possess elevated operational risk that could have enduring adverse effects if compromised.

Example of Inspector’s questions for off-base urban training:
1.  Has coordination been made with the SJA?
2.  At what command level has this training been approved?
3.  Has coordination been made with effected LEAs?    local, county, state, FBI?     Specific names/who?
4.  What safety precautions are in place?
5.  Has an Operational Risk Management (ORM) been conducted?
6.  What type of training/briefings has been effected?  e.g. Intel Oversight, Contact with the Public, De-escalation of force/situations
Is PAO involved?   Do they have a PA plan?
Compare MARADMIN 472/02







Relevance of Intelligence Oversight in the 
Current Environment
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Evolving 
Capabilities

Force Protection

Marine Corps 
Modernization
Force Design 

2030
Training & Education
Talent Management

Installations & Logistics

Information Sharing
&

Intelligence Fusion

http://jccc.afis.osd.mil/cgi-bin/apdownload.pl?666530+JCCCPhoto+jccc.afis.osd.mil:80+++


• Command and Leadership Emphasis

• Codified Responsibilities and Requirements

• Formally appointed an Intelligence Oversight Official
 (everyone in the command knows)

• Solid Training Program
ꟷ Routinely Occurs
ꟷ Mission Focused

29

Good Indicators of an
Intelligence Oversight Program
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Components of a Good 
Intelligence Oversight Program
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Getting Started in Your Unit

• Take the initiative and read the regulations
ꟷ Conduct routine (Biannually) Self-assessments
ꟷ Seek guidance when needed

• Identify subordinate intelligence units and activities:
ꟷ Conduct Staff Assist Visits
ꟷ Inspect as a part of the Commanding Generals Inspection Program

• Know your Command Inspector General and Staff Judge 
Advocate and coordinate with them regularly

• Report incidents timely
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Know Your Intelligence Oversight Team

Inspector General of the Marine Corps:  
   Toll Free: 1-866-243-3887 
   Commercial: (703) 614-1348 DSN 224 
   https://hotline.usmc.mil/complaint-web/#/consentform

Intelligence Professional / Intelligence Oversight Official

Staff Judge Advocate
to the Commandant of the Marine Corps

Office of the Counsel 
for the Commandant



“The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, 
papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and 
seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, 
and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the 
persons or things to be seized.”

  – Fourth Amendment

33

Conclusion

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
ENSURES PROTECTION OF CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS

- PROTECTS USMC’S GOOD NAME

- DEMONSTRATES THAT THE MARINE CORPS IS POLICING ITS OWN INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

- ATTEND TO INTEL OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBILITES UP FRONT OR…. GET HELP ATTENDING TO DAMAGE CONTROL LATER.




• Q:  Who is responsible to report questionable intelligence activities?
ꟷ All DoW personnel, to include contractors, must identify any QIA (or S/HSM) to their chain of 

command or supervision immediately.

• Q:  True or False:  Accessing government intelligence systems to 
monitor private cell phone activity belonging to a current or former 
partner is a questionable intelligence activity.

ꟷ A.  True.
ꟷ B.  False.

• Q:  Select the descriptions below that qualify as a U.S. Person.
ꟷ A: U.S. citizens (born or naturalized).
ꟷ B: Lawful Permanent Residents (Green Card Holder).
ꟷ C: An unincorporated association substantially composed of U.S. citizens or permanent resident aliens.
ꟷ D: A corporation incorporated in the United States, except for a corporation directed and controlled by a 

foreign government or governments.
ꟷ E:  A, B, and C.
ꟷ F:  A, B, and D.
ꟷ G:  All of the above.

34

Questions



• Q:  True or False:  A person or organization outside the U.S. is 
presumed to be a non-U.S. person, unless information to the contrary 
is obtained?

ꟷ A.  True.
ꟷ B.  False.

• Q:  Who is responsible for establishing intelligence oversight 
awareness training and reporting procedures?

ꟷ A:  Commander.
ꟷ B:  Intelligence Oversight Official.

• Q:  What type of report, if any, needs to occur when the Senior 
Intelligence Officer is arrested for Driving While Intoxicated?

ꟷ A:  Questionable Intelligence Activity.
ꟷ B:  Significant or Highly Sensitive Matter.
ꟷ C:  None of the above. 

35

Questions
(Continued)

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Because Sony Group Corporation is incorporated under Japanese law and headquartered in Tokyo, it is treated as a foreign national entity for intelligence oversight purposes.

When a foreign company acquires an American company, the acquired company does not automatically "re-incorporate" in the foreign country. Instead, it becomes a subsidiary but maintains its original legal identity and registration within the United Staes.



Mr. Les Troudt 
Director Intelligence Oversight 

Office:  (703) 571-6246 

NIPRNet:  leslie.d.troudt.civ@usmc.mil
SIPRNet:  leslie.troudt@usmc.smil.mil

36

Contact Information

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Any and All collections on U.S. Persons, intelligence OR non-intelligence related, MUST be conducted in accordance with law, regulation, and policy.
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