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memorandum

March 28, 1979
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

Chairman Zablocki
Ivo Spalatin, George Berdes, and Tom Smeeton

Summary of Investigative Staff Trip to Guyana 
Re: Ryan Investigation

ThS *°llowinS is a summary of our March 17-23 visit to George­
town and Jonestown, Guyana.

We arrived in Georgetown on Saturday, March 17 at 11:30 PM.
At 8 AM Sunday, March 18, we were visited in our hotel by a rep­
resentative of the criminal division of the Guyanese police who 
advised us that they had been assigned to protect us. During 
lunch that same day at Ambassador John Burke's residence, we 
learned from the Ambassador and his DCM, Richard Dwyer, that they 
had discussed with appropriate Guyanese authorities our inquiry 
regarding the security situation relative to Peoples' Temple in 
Jonestown.

On Monday morning, March 19, we met at 8 AM in the Ambassador's 
office along with the DCM. During that discussion, the Ambassador 
advised us that the Guyanese Government was somewhat "surprised" 
by your March 16 letter to PM Burnham. Nevertheless, the Ambassador 
saw no indication of a change in what he interpreted as a total 
turndown of your original request of March 2 for us to interview 
Government of Guyana officials.

The Ambassador viewed with skepticism our intent to interview 
private Guyanese citizens. He first indicated that we would require 
the permission of the Guyanese Government before we could attempt 
such interviews. Since it was highly unlikely that GOG would agree 
to such a request, we subsequently accepted the Ambassador's judg­
ment and did not request permission to conduct such interviews.

Subsequently, on March 19, 21, and 22 we conducted a total of 
30 hours of on-the-record interviews. Approximately 17 of those 
hours were spent with Ambassador Burke and his DCM, Mr. Dwyer. The 
13 hours balance consisted of interviews with the following six 
members of the Embassy staff:

Douglas V. Ellice, Jr., Consular Officer 
T Dennis Reece, Third Secretary/Vice Consul 
Stepney C. Kibble, Public Affairs Officer 
Nancy M. Mason, Vice Consul
Leonard K. Barrett, Political Officer 
Joseph W. Hartmann, Vice Consul
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March 23, shortly before our departure from 
rief I v with the Ambassador and DCM to thank 
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tn our interviews with State Department officials here in 
Washington, a representative of State's Legal Affairs Office 
ha.*, always sat in during such interviews representing the legal 
t ul crests of the State Department as well as the person being 
interviewed. Until our trip to Guyana, this has chiefly been 
Mr. Terry Fortune, with whom we had established mutually acceptable 
groundrules and understandings,

This arrangement enabled us to fulfill the Committee's objee- 
t Ives per your direction and to conduct our investigation in a com- 
prohensive, professional and effective manner in a spirit of mutual 
comity and cooperation.

Guyana. 
uh -nt was

unately, the same cannot be said about our experience in 
Representing the Legal Affairs Office of the State Dopart- 
a Ms. Linda Bauman who had specifically been sent to

the Department.

halfway through our first interview with Ambassador
Ms. Bauman took exception to our lino of questioning stat ing 

was outside the understandings previously established.
strenuously and vigorously disagreed with her interpretation
e understandings. This resulted in Ms. Bauman phoning the 

Department in Washington and effectively proc I tided the Ambassador 
responding to a line of questioning which we should note would 
been very much in ills and State's interest and totally consistent 
the lines of questioning responded to by State witnesses wo 
1 ready interviewed in Washington.
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