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- Memorandum, . . ’
g 1‘1‘0 1- Nr. Sull.iv7~ C  'pate: June .'.2, 1_961

oM ¢ - R, 0. L’_]}.llier

sujeet:  LIAISON WITH THIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE{IN@):

Liaidon with INS has been handled for the past sev&val
years by SA SamiPapich, who also handles liaison with the Central
intelligzence Agency. (CL‘;). The purpose of this nmenorandum 1is
“to recomnend th

at SA Papich be reliéved of his assignment with
-INS in order to devote full time to CIA, '

&

IVEORNATION  RELATIVG To NS

R o CIA continues to be one of the most -
important liaison assigniients as well as one of the most time
conswiling. DProper Landling o this assignment now reguires the
full time and Ztention of & Liaison Supervisor and it is believed
that S4 Papich should be relioved of his INS assigmnment in order
to devote his entire attention t§ CIA. ' :
' F

[NEORMATII N RELATIVE 'To " AGCENT To RE
ASSIGHED To RAVDLE LIRISo wiThH VS -

CTION:

8 P

) If you approve,‘., liaison responsibility for INS will be
transierred from SA Papich to ©  pamg _ .

Fhis document s prepared in response to your re- i I
. ! qleest and :
fiation. outside your Committee. I!s use iv limited to ofﬂé:’:',;?.t'oﬁ:dgags b
-your Committee und the content may nut be disclosed .to unauthorized mafz

nel without the express approval of the FBI , 4

é |




) CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) {DoMEchc CONTACT j\, @

cIEZR'\’ICE o v You prevmusly have been informed Tegarding CIA's Contact.
"Division which has had offices in various U. S. cities .and which i§ openly
identified as being connected with CIA. This division has been responsible
- for the overt collection of positive intelligence gained through interviews of
aliens, travelers, bisineéssmen, etc. The division has not been engaged
in anv operat1ona1 activity such as the development of double agents. For
your information, CIA has regrganized this division and it is now called
~ the {Pomestic Contact Serv1cé§ JFK q )(g)

, An examination of CIA s activities in the area of overt collection
of positive intelligence has indicated that'the Bureau can strengthen its
position by having our field offices establish direct contact with the local
oifices of thel Domestic Contact Service.| This.pavticularly applies to those
situations where the Bureau and CIA both have an interest in Soviet-bloc
and Yugoslav nationals, excluding those who are connected with embassies
or the United Nations. We recognize that CIA has a responsibility for
collection of positive intelligence (i. e. information regarding Soviet-bloc .

' capability in a particular research field) which might be acquired from
guech vigitars hnt we cannot condone any CIA activity which might

Domestic Contact Serv1ce.

interfere with Bureau operations. - You %erefcre are authorized to ] J'P’l L. ,
()e)

establish liaison with local ofﬁces of th

 9-28-65 v
. SAC LETTER NO. 65-54 e

docmuen ed in response (o your request and {8 not for dissems-
This e Plts use ¢2 limited to officiel pmcecdmgs by

ur Commitiee,
:g:;‘:" Uﬁ%:ez ?md the content may not be disclosed lo ungulhorized peﬂaﬂ'

el without the express ap,urm:al of tke FB’I .
l ) .

1

»
Iy




} 3 I ]
o o N

i - - .
s . e A
@'&-Jx‘.‘. f PONETRCT LT TS LN .'.".L..'“. L
e
, .

quiy e

. A .
v o '--.. .a l-.., PO _T-"‘.. P é?—.‘_-r MmOt e l'.-.—vbv- "'!. —-Lua-. e Wt

-

In each'case when you initiate any inquiry or investigation of a visiting JFK
viet-bloc national, you should obtain from the local{Domestic Contact] (\3(’9 .

G}rnce the nature and extent of CIA interest and all pertinent information

kich dA has gained or may acquire in the future relating to our internal

security responsibilities. If you feel that CIA activity conflicts with

Bureau objectives, you should so advise the Seat-of Government, clearly

setting forth your feasons. In this connection; there may be instances .-

where continuing CIA pursuit of positive intelligence would conflict with

the Bureau s dlscharge of 1ts mternal securxty functlons. _ -

' 'Very truly yours,
« .. Johy Edgar Hoover
) -, s

g
Director

¢

9-28-65 - -
SAC LETTER NO. 65-54 = -6
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SAC, Philadelphia . .
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' STBSECT: CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY = . - e 0)(B)
DOMESTIC OONTAGT SERVIGE S -
L DIFCRMATION CONCERNING

Director, FBI - - B 'DATE: 10/25/€b

Re Section (E), SAC Letter 65-54, 9/28/65.
e s,

e, WA

MAME . T LT rnixadelggig]orrije,Cen-'J"/

£rzl Intzligence Agency (CTA] Dezestic Conract Bavvice,|was . .
centacred on 10/14,65 as directed in referenced SAC LetTer:

VANE _)advised he had jJust reourned from conferences at his
aAgsney feadguarters in Washingbeon, whers he had been advised
-2 Bur=iu was dirscking its 21d offices to.estenlish liaiscn
with the loczl offices of the)Demsstle Contact.Service] [ JPe()(
NMAHE _'vifered his complete cOopsraticr with this office in mate

Ters of mutnal interest, oo gt
| o Arrangements were perfechked whersin Agents cf this
¢lfice ma2king Inguiries or investigaticra of a Soviet-BYoc Na~ -

3
. gn
{ B

| 1iemal czn contact yAME lan

&
2
e Wi1ll place them in coataet
.)\’V-) with the\Domestic C‘-orztact,__ﬁepvic%]rap:
- 3

sentative hzndling the
a2 us *:-:-.E ne sscured.

4 e

i T

sc that Informetion of intd 1

i
iczirslating to ovr intermal cescurity rssprdnsiblliicies will
m .

v
Ammiedlztely repcrted to this cffisze. -

4 e otEme

. : ~ . : ' '
. MapmE  Irequested, Iz view of his Agsner's regu- ¢
\ tasiens, tnat CIA nob be identified as the sourcs in the event

_ g "l proceeds
pregg appr‘yval Df the FBI .. t u"alltl‘o".‘.’ed ;37:3023—

8)

.er-mtion coming to the attenbion of fhe Domestic Contact Z’.ﬁg

olﬂ)

b
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4nformation rece*ved from his cffice sﬁpﬁid‘b dnciuded 2 o
ceounication going 6 anyons outs :'.de the Zurean. /VAME T
¥i35 zZ3sured thau CIA's ida“ti in this rega-“ weuld ab &u; v
protected.
/A/FOA’MAT/M/ /?EZATM/G T.o FHE
7Eﬂ£n‘olx‘}’ CouE/PEo Br THE [ﬁ/{/LAoflp/.//A ] JEk
OFFic A )
Fleg ¢/ J)aMES?lc < o/VT/}cJ - SERVICE _ C')(@
¥ cLuvpy : . ST
o ¢ ,’VA,.._”-E" OF CIA PEPSonvEL, |
& .. . 4 -t
>TOUSST OF TEE BUREAUV: 0 ' .
. In the course o;lfuturb ontacts witb CIA in these .
- 23882 It is anticipated that CIA renre entativas may &t times
reguest informztion relatin g to Suojects‘ tackground, hasiuo,
and. characteristics, as well as any &avalillabie hotographs. .

» * Tne Buresu is requested to advise if it will be per- -
issiblc to orally furnish such background informaticn to the

- CIA, representatlve and to furnish copies cf p.ovcgraphs,if

‘hey :re ava 1lable. | : _ ..

Ihe Burcau is also reJues ed to aﬂv*se 1if the estadlish.
-ont of liaiso:i the field office level with ,A's Jombst-c JEK

Ccﬂunct,Service enviszges the fwnishing of xepo lettaf-
ne—d memes to fhis Service at ths “1eld olffice 1 2

have a legitimate interest in the S“"‘cho .
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XTRAL INTELLIGFNCE ACERCY (C N
DOIXSTIC CQUTACT SERVIGE | . Pk (B .
ORUATION COUCERNING -

& Beference is mado to your lotter dated 10/25/65. N

Tho Dureau has n follewinr a policy oot digsexinating
Borean inforustios to the{Domestic Contact Servicelat 2 iccal level,
4213 policy will coptious uaniess you axre advised to the cenirary,

In the event that the lozel CIA office desives infcrnation
coocexrniny any subject, such reguests sbould be directed by CIA to
borean Leadguarteras ' . :

s

~ I

This document ial prepared in response to your re 1d issemis
: ¢ 1 § ! quest and

nation ontside your Committee. Its use is limited to offz‘m!'c‘;l"-;ﬁo{'zg:ga by

your Committee and the content mey not be disclosed to unauthorized persomwe"

mel without the ezpress approval of the FBI . . y ;
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UNITED(S’}'A’I‘ES GuvF INMENT D . | ..jr
- Memoranad®n @ .

TO, :_Mr', C. D. Deloach _  paTE: 6/25/70 -

‘ " . , ) . . ) . . . ;
FROM : W, C, Sullivan _ ‘
\ . : R A
SUBJECT: LIAISON WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY_ (CIA)
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE - ' ,

. * e
* . . | . f

The Director'ha.s inquired regarding the nature of .
~tany liaison existing between the Washington Field Office (WFO) '
and CIA, Limited liaison does exist, being addressed to ' ;
\ specific operational cases and name checks. . , g
zl'

WFO, of necessity, is in contact ‘with CIA concerning

specxfi'c cases in the espionage field, For example, _ ———
- . .S PEciFIC EXAMPLE G vEW -. o B ‘
In addition; CIA has a loffice ﬂéﬁ)‘

] in the District which makes name checks with WFO and”secures

1 background information concerning fore:.gn diplomatic personnel,
1 No liaison is conducted with respect to policy matters and the
objective of all conta.cts is the handling of immedia.te opera= -

tional matters, . : Fe
ACTION: '.
For the Director's information, . a e
t
Bl ."" DAL IR ] .'.f-v.’..’: s e st 00 R -3..'. DL RO PO D AL P R N R T 1 1 ;’ XL "-3‘- 8% ooy 23 RS ": R S AL

| - o-nr re uest and is mt for dwsemz- ]
This document 18 prepared in resPrmne to g ur o gd ot offwm' o for ey ‘.

onr Committee, Its use
Zg:::” C:;igaszﬁgeg and the content may not be disclosed to unauthonzed POrsvi=-

nel without the ezpresa approval of the FBI .
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| UNITED STATES GOVi @ MENT ! ? -
Memorandum
o : Mr. C. D.:DeLogbh S ‘ DAT&'.6/26/70 |
. | -l S - i , .
FROM : W, C. Sullivan ‘ :

a - ' o
SUBJECT: LIAISON WITH CB‘?TRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)
: WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE Co

‘My attached memorandum, 6/25/70 discussed the J!’
operational contacts hetween the Vashzngton Field Office \()
(¥F0) and CIA's local loffice. Mr, Tolson G J

noted "I thought all Such contacts were to be handled by
letter" and the Dlrector said "I most, certainly intended
the same."” We are instructing WFO accondingly,

. It is possible that other field offices have working—
\level contact with the CIA offices in their territories. If
:tu“ Dixrocotor desires, similar instructions will be issued to
them; . : . ° : .

acrrow: _. L l

. : (1) Attached for approval is a letter to WFO
instruecting that all future contacts with CIA are to be

, handled by letter.
.

B ; R 7, B |

I ' @) If the Director desires, an SAC Letter will be
prepared containing similar instructions, applicable to all

I'offices. ‘ o . e
NI a . , e -
. X :,.3’ -'4 .'l-\u P qr s \‘!"n“ .4';‘.3_};.,;4 o :- ot .,q,\ ;\,,, ,4 '.g,' 5o ;,,, . o redor famente s g e .
SR "'.:. Lo .s' 2t s L0 AT 7 ' ! l AT P' o .“'s"' ‘2 f ‘.“.t' ~"'.\':.:'5 . ..‘-.."- " :n‘-. “.:Q .
e 1. e o ke FEINS RN Sel w sl o- : o R I
« N D N ‘. o . AR R LT .'.‘.o o0t P Ty ,..v_ }' L -'..0- :'..-.- gt . '.
This domzment is prepared in reaponse to your requeat and i not for dismﬂi- )

notion outside your Committee, Its use i3 limited to 7
your Commitiee and the content may not be diseloged - tzﬁt}ﬂutli"oﬁgzeﬁhm
. wel without the ezpress approval of the FBI . ¢
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Lelligerce Board ond rub-co- mittdeasithich covorl tors such as
handling ot deleetrrs, ~3vclorient ol connuler wronpaidy lenks of closgie
fied inforasiion and ~rodiction of intellirence ;1;ndig.,. Cur Loe-l St-
taches hzve reason to centact CLi on a regular b'w:.,, and althoush if nas
beén a sunll velurg of bysiness, the line of celunication between our 2
mestic offices and b.cc':wlj)

The daily business with TIL relates to hundreds ol cases DC"“"JD“"’ s
activities-of all,Comramist-Bloc services, the lew Lafit, Black Haticnnl-
iuts, the Commamist Farty ~nd related org-nizations, and po]..mtlcnl crices
.4n areas such ns Vic-f,:'\:s;!_, the ~iddle ‘_h:{‘t‘, snd latin Mwmerica, Theoreiic-
‘ally, ~11 busincss c~uld be hondled by r‘nl but .:,ro“'t a nracbic~) s4-nd-
'point such a Trocedure will le-d, Yo unbel 1.cv'ro‘l cnhaos. There #ill te
lalrmst insarrountable o‘o"‘o cles if e ~re to dlsc‘xnrrc our duties in ¢
resccnun ble naner rnd if e ~re to ccunter a relentless cre.iy i_n ire
interest of natirnal ceewrity, Becausc interests of -other ascncies -re

{frequently intertwined with cases invelving the Duresu and CIA, the bresk

in ¥BI-CIA liaison ill’ adversely afiect our liaiSon with such agencies,

I thin% you will shere my alarn over the consg equrnceo once ile
word is received by the "troops" in all U;.S. aghncies that ¥BIond "I4
no longer have any lizison, Unfortanately, there il be 3.n~ ividusls =
will nalicicusly distort and nisinterpret the true facks, within a short
period, there will be atO"lC'% in the press, and % orst oi‘ nl'.l the Comriz-
nist-bloc escrvices will pick up a cnca.f‘e entree for the promwotion of sube
e, skilliul end extrenely harmful disrunticn, I om absolutely conwvinces
that the intelligence services of Grest Britain, IFrance, west Germany -nd

“others arce well pencirated by the Soviebts, I can't believe thot fhe Fuil.

bys, the Blakes, the ilger lilsses were the last of the wenctrzbicns, I
menblon this bec~use il such penetr.tions exist, the break in rel-tions

between the ¥8I and CIA uill nroude a.basis i‘or cromobing further riits,
This is the first tire in our history thot such »n event hes occvrred, rnd

14t is difficult to believe th~t the enemy will not make cvery effzrt -o

reap the grestest vrofit vossible. Briefly, kr. Hoover, I hhve too much
respect for you and our F3I to ex tpose us to a potcntnll:, disastrous situ-
atlon. X )

Although uhe Denver incident is & blight on r,ho relations be-
tween the 51 md CIa, would ve nwost wnfair of me not to comment on
the dedicated and selﬂes., efforts of numerous individusls in CIE <ho

svrived for honest and hermonicus relaticns. As a result of their en-
deavors there have been many services verformed in behalf of the Bure"“
ineluding notable and outstanding nccomplisnments, Ue have been furnished

- sources, inform~nts, solid -hroductive cases, technical advice and eguip-

mend, . and there have been instznces of cooperation which led to substan-
tial saving of Burean i‘u..ds.. There also have been cxarrp’Lou of aleritness
on the part of CI\ employes which orevented Bureau commission of errors
-and -averted crbarrassrent, Anong some of the more significant exarmnles
of cooperation I cite the excellent and badly needed assistance of CIi

in the Hudolph ibel case., I also refer to the Agency's providing us with
one of the octtcr cr:.'-.l..f_.l inforn~nts we have had in recent years in t‘fe
person of NAME I only refer to the foregoing to cmphasize

that, if at 2ll possible, we shculd presérve the good Friends and thne

. supnorters of the Burezu, g i(-,‘:-.;-
(ViR ]

It is recornized that one csn also present a bill of partie-
ulars rclating tc_c:c::"r:les of pcer coonaration and deliberate skuldur-
eorv. T bald no brief for these in CIA who disrupted relations betueen

IA ronresent~vives has Leen|definitely uscrvl. Jrfié(‘

)e)
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- The Lo sreneics hees 2w "‘("3-101‘ "c.. .Qll.;. wo O e ey ”-e

o st Uhe con e Cdedp Tare-uerslie eoniret, no gt 1A Beeh a0 o=

ative iden, s v f"-w cirrern of Lie dedierdnd wle, [ heligwe
thet o onaat o PrordRirdy ertmiineLion will rovead tiet Lhe nresence of
such Lypes at dhe sreceat biice s neglicible or dheir inflacee i+ 2 V-ory
couiple Lz'l" nevrralined,  linfsrivnniely, CLL aloo balicves ih-i in ihe
pasi vedid nat alimys net i 2 ferthright samer, snd Lhe Semcy undsivt-
cdly c-uldepresent p list ol griovences,  You may not renlize thet » o
years o¢o e c*ﬁ.,_\o,«.\ noseny *.‘cum tien "":1“0' I eunloxes, e '-'c-"e N5
actoriced ns balng - .:-v* ovs ond Bhere uas a declednd "b‘?.‘t).-,)l.('l‘e of risbrusi,

Hapnily, thal is ned b s n,'".i,'.o“ wodey, I am conlident -tist you cn ro .
into anyr segment of L-;, aere ond'abroad, and you will find thet ".-.nclm;.-', '
Brovery, cod Intogrity are "wcm‘cw related to the ¥BI, The oreblens in

past yo-rs prinnrily, .-1*c:sq iren wnbelievodly poor cowamicntion ~neng in-
terestod norbies. i coiseticntion nns veen grostly ibproved because ¢f
~the effcrts of iany dedicnted » 90 vle. Heverthclees, thore is roon for
irproverant, In owr om Suresu tiere are MEICrons of Ticials ~nd cumloyéEs
who hove 1little or no ‘.m\'..'lcjg;c of the bacl ',ro wmd 7nd the vrincivles of
the Habtional Sec 1‘3_{:,*{ Act of 1947 end of the Hational Sccuriiy Council
Directives, in addition, thesc satic ncople have a vapue cohccpta onn ol
the objesiives and Lancticns of mn nn.olh:'e. ce orfmnl akdon,  Sindl-rly,
within CIi there arc very mmy whose concerdicn of %hie MBI, its juvic-
diction, its objoctives, its law enforcercnt character, is “roc‘:z..xrf ot
tires, ‘Iromendous projiress Las been made, bat it ig not casy Lo hardon-
iously ccordinate the oncrntlcm. ol an N""*"‘lﬁatl'\‘l desigaed to oncr-ie
in a clendestine ranucr with an anencey which is L"\"lc—-'ily a law enforce-
“‘"‘""‘ bodr, Tuis NO0L0aLUF be .{u PCL Ghpaeoeidebt MUCBUSD OUT Trialioninid
*LJ.’Ll coanosed of o "wg'ﬂe fabrie., e incident potentially can de-
: st’f‘oy years of constructive cffort, . ’

i, Hoov.,_ s I resvectinlly v‘cr.ne'st tu :t you rccom:.dev‘ the

decJ sion to sever liaison with the Centrsl Intelligence Agency, I apresl
to you Lo leave the door oprn i‘or fortner deliberntion bacause T am con-
fident this conilict can be satisfzcitorily rosolved, I believe that my
removal fron the scene provides the coportuanity to anroint ancther az:on“b
who will mcasure uwp Lo your desircd C""Odblhbles snd who will be able to
‘rapidly resol ve the nrm" ci 'iltn a new and Tresh approsch, It is a ood
tire to resuamine our relmz.on :ith CI4 and to meke adjustments satis-
Tactory to rou, :

"I sincerely regret thet this bl’cuntmn arose, since I rER -'L
appreciate you are burdened with so m-ny neavy responsibilitie Yot I
fecl that I had a firm obliration ~nd duty to cermunicste mth *,'ou ho- -
cause of the very nature of ry assiguent these many ycars and because
of my involverent in this comtroversial case, _— :

Fy years with the Burceu gave me more satisf+ction then »nyone
can impgine, You would have to know me bebter to aporeciate this, 1
want to assure you thrt wherever I go or whatever 1 do 1 will be prevared
to be of scrvice in any cause which mvolvc.» the oreservation of a strong
and respected #BI, , :
Sincerely yours s

N .(/ 1
2ve | /(‘(/.’f."c “’./

Sam Papich




TO

FROM :7 V. C. Sul;ivaﬁ

N

QNI TG STATES G WKW EIVE ‘ ‘

T Memorangm - —@ S

/

. ¥r. C. D, DeLoach . opate: March 5, 1970 ;

sugecT: [ RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA s i

Kttached is, a memorandum dictated by Special Agent

~ Sam J. Papich in response to the Director's request for the

ddentification of the instances Papich had.in mind when in

his retirement request he indicated that CIA "believes that

in the past we (FBI) did not always_ act ip a forthright manrner,
.and the agency undoubtedly could present a list of grievances."

A list identifying the cases and outlining the problerxc
involved has been prepared by Papiclf znd is attached to the
memorandum. A review of the 25-page- document reveals that it
contains several instances in which CFA has registered its:

. dissatisfaction and could conceivably renew its .complaints, $}

gnd ‘othirs in whiech nresumably. CIA had no knawladege of Rureay
action and has made no complaint,

\\K For the Director's further information, I have
instituted in this Division an-analysis of each situation cited
and a memorandum will be prepared ‘as ¥o"each, containing ny
views and recommendations as a result of that analysis. This
ds being handled on an expedite basis and the memoranda wills
be sent through as soon as possible

A}
o

' west and is wot for dissomi
epared in vesponse 10 VOUT BB S otficial procecding Y

’ ﬁﬁf‘f’oﬁ"%ﬁ {:og: Committee. 118 mt ii',endﬂz!;closeci to unauthorized perseme
. ']

! : ad the content moly no hs
- m‘rw({‘&mogﬁ:}i: Z‘mm approval of the F'B . | ;
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=*.” "UNITED STATES G. . 'ME‘.N’I‘ \Sgﬂd ‘ !
M emomndum T
o '1_‘he Director - C DATE: March 5., 1970
ROM : Sam J, Papiéﬁ - - B S~

UBJECT: RELATIONS WITK CIA-
Reference is made to my letter of 3/2/70. I made the

statement, "Unfortunately, CIA also belleves that in the past
we did not always act in a forthright manner, and the Agency
undoubtedly could present a list of grievances.,"” It is my
understanding that you want such grievances didentified. There
ds enclosed herewith a llst of "cases br situzations which arose
over the years., :

L]

: Based upon a review of files and my. personal recollectio:=
this list would be representative of matters which CIA could use
for making charges such as: not being forthright, not playing
tairly and squarely, not cooperating, not being of assistance,
not recognizing the need for concrete FBI contributions to the
foreign intelligence effort, What CIA may have compiled over the !
years is unknown, What situations are known to CIA and have not
come to our attention cannot be answered at this time. I am
thinking of leaks including distorted information which may have
been passed to CIA from ex-Bureau employees and CIA informants’
.and sources,

It should be clearly emphasized that there is no
indication whatsoever within CIA that the Agency has been seeking
any kind of a showdown or confrontation with the FBI. Contrary‘
to what some people may believe, the relationship between the
two agencies up to the recent crisis was never better despite
the problems which have arisen from time to time, I am confidesnt
that a thorough and impartial examination will conclusively
- gupport the foreg01ng. ' . . )
In oxrder . that there may not be any misunderstanding, it
is important to emphasize that the Bureau can also produce an
extensive list of justified grievances. We can also produce an
excellent record of support which we have given CIA; presumably
CIA could do the same. There are ingredients for continuing ¢
conflict and there is also adequate machinery for maintaining
sound working relations and producing bzdly needed Lnteallgence

information, '
_ . . -~ NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION
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. I believe that it would be most helpful to you and
.interested Bureau officials when evaluating and passing judgment
on the attached material if we analyzed very briefly the role
of the Bureau liaison Agent, A liaison Agent can be a simple
mail courier.or he can be the true Bureau Agent ready to confront
any problem or issue with another zgency, very often working with
very limited information, .It is expected that the Bureau Agent
carry out his instructions forcefully and efficiently. He must
be prepared to handle all types of personalities under various
conditions, He must be alert for pitfalls and express himself .
in a most judicious and prudent manner but always maklng certain
" that the Bureau position is well fortified.

In evaluating the attached and ny encounters with CIA,
it should be noted that protests from the Bureau always were
easy to handle because the Agent had J. Edgar Hoover behind him,
However, when an Agent struck at-an offjcial on one day and
.8olicited his cooperation the next day, it did require some
resourceful action. It is believed that other liaison Agents
regularly encounter similar situations. On numerous .occasions
i-have bittorly feuded with .CIA officials and this has -.idcluded
rough language. I have walked out on CIA officials when I felt
they were unreasonable, They took the initiative by asking the |
Agent to return,. I did try to play fairly and squarely with all
of them and never hesitated to accept a confrontation; this inclucd.
the Director of the Agency. When I lectured to CIA personnel
over the years I always made a point to challenge them to present
any grievances or raise any subgect matter relating to the
" Bureau. I never left a discussion with any CIA official without
‘being positive that our position was absolutely understood,

The approaches utilized by me might be open to criticism., I

can only refer to the records of the Bureau and CIA and I believe
the Bureau's pos1tion is most favorable, I don't think CIA has
ever transmitted a letter of protest to the Bureau during the .
elghteen years during which the Agent handled the assignment,
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S SEERET. B
* ‘CASES AND/OR SITUATIONS - .
INVOLVING CONFLICTS WITH THE '

. " CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)
G , . . R

(1) MOCASE (THE BORIS MORROS CASE) .

e - This was 'a sensitive Soviet-espionage case
which originated in 1943 and terminated for the most
. part in 1957.. The case had many wide foreign ramifi- .

cations and historically has been, and undoubtedly

will be, one of the most important.and involved cases
of Soviet operationsg in this country and abroad. Ve
did not disseminate any information of significance

in this case until 1854. On various occasions when

the Liaison Agent has become involved in heated argu~
ments with CIA officials, tliey have seen fit to raise
this case as an outstanding example of FBI failure to
cooperate with the Agency, The position taken by CIA .
was that it should have been advised regarding the ‘
Soviet operational activity in foreign countries,
¢laiming that the Agency would have had the opportunity
to develop more information of significance, identify
‘Soviet agents, and possibly prepare conditions for
recruitment or doubling of Soviet operatives., We did
‘not disseminate our reports to CIA because of the
extreme sensitivity of the case, Ve actually did not

. permit CIA to handle any- iuvestzgations relating to i

- the HOCASE until 1957. .

!

. In 1957 c1A complained that it certainly had
avery right to have received the information earlier
because many aspects of the MOCASE pertained to Cia
employees and operations, ' CIA further argued that it
had been greatly handicapped in effectively carrying out
the leads in 1957 because the leads were given to the
Agency at the same time that the case was publicized,
The Agency argued that the failure of the Bureau to
coordinate with CIA those French asuects of the case
permitted the French, rather than ghe S., to play a
dominating role in Europe,

&
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. With regard to dealing with the French, we
took the position that we would cover the-leads through
wour Legal Attaches wherever possible and to furnish
leads to CIA in those countries where we did not have-
-~ JLegal Attaches, CIA maintained that since we were on
record that our Legal Attaches dq not handle operations
abroad, the Bureau had an obligationm to levy those French
leads on CIA or at. least. coordznate with the Agency
 before golng to. the French, . :

It is to be noted that in any argument relating
to jurisdiction in this matter, CIA-will fall back on the
responsibilities placed on the Agency under the provisions
of the National Security Act of 1947 and the implementation
of the foregoing through National Segurity Council Direc-
tives, CIA will maintain that' it is-«incumbent upon the
Bureau to recognize the provisions of the National Security
Act of 1947 and the Directives. The Agency would argue
that in the MOCASE. these were ignored by the Bureau.

®

(2)  SEHSiTIVE oveoiG__oPERATON
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(3) THE ABEL CASE

y : ‘ .
. Although CIA has-not raised the point for
several years, the prevailing attitude was, and probably
gtill exists, that the FBI did not play it square with
CIA in the Abel case by not making certain that the
Agency was given the prover recognition for its contri-
butions., CIA feels ‘that in the first place,” there would
not have been any U, S. access or availability to the
source in this case, NAME - . because CIA took
the full responsibility for moving NAME from PLACE
Lto the U, S, in 1957. CIA claims it took the risk and
[responsibillty of doing this after the Bureau declined
to become involved in any operation designed to transport
‘NAME to the.U, S. It should be noted that NAME
was an alcoholic and that his first contacts with CIA

_Ln PLacE raised quest:.ons concerning Nﬂ ME mental

. After ME arrived in the U. 5., we
arranged access to im for a2 period, the purpose of
which was to obtain a complete story of his intelli-
,jgence activities in the-U, S. and we were particularly
linterested in identifying all of his associates, es-

ecially the man who later was identified as Rudolph
K bel, After a short handling period in the U, S.,-we
dropped NAME Dbecause he became 2 problem., It was
. extremely critical‘situation because we had not yet
ifidentified Abel. CIA agreed to take the responsibility °
)tor the carrying and safeguardmg of NAME but we
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. were given free-access to this difficult source, ' This
vas & mo8t fortunate arrangement as far as ‘CIA was con-
cernnd because this adjustment gave us the time to work
with /VAMA: and subsequently develop the leads which
Jled to the apurehension of Abel., The Agency has maine
ytained that it was largely responsible for making
absolutely certain that MAME  was mentally and
physically prepared for testlmony at .the Abel trial,

A ‘was 2 key witness. CIA has- also referred to
the heavy expenses 1ncurred by the Agency, all for the
benefit of the Bureau, - CIA has complained that the -
< Bureau never really thanked the Agency for its coopera-
' tion and CIA has been particularly irked becaused the
lBureau did not see fit to inform the Attorney Genera.l
or the W¥hite House of the role played by CIA.

°s@ s amsusass o ames - -

(4) NAME OF SUBJ'ECT T,
. - .- <& ‘ : .. ) . s -
}. ' = . In Jul¥y, 1953, %na.tov MAME . sought
i to subpoena WNMAME AVD OCCUPATION , to
testify befors the Senators Committee, MAME = claimed

that ~vAMe alleged communist activities were clearly
‘documented, The most sericus allegation wasg that '
had IDENTLFFING  UATA

All of this was publicized.:.- The information set forth
in the newspapers emanated from 2 Bureau report. CIA

?. ., planned to charge the Bureau with leaking the information
T o  Sepator MVAME ' » CIA officials held numerous con=
'\ erences concerning the matter but charges were néever
. de against the Bureau. What information CIA has on
% - is ‘particular item is not known but the Agency did
". ' ow that we maintained liaison with ways Committee.

(5) BUREAU DISSENINATION OF INFORMATION CONCERNING

I . . : . . .

: . In May, 1954, Allen Dulles ra.ised the question
concerning the nronrietycf FBI dissemination of information
leconcerning NAME. This information had been fure

- , ijpished to us by -~ WMA#E, a former official of the
O 11 |
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| Department of Labor. When interviewed by us, MAME
made-several accusations against CIA.' We disseminated
the information to the White House, the Attorney General,
and some data also went to the State Department. Dulles
took theposition that by disseminating derogatory in-
formation concerning his Agency, He had been placed on -
the spot because the . WVMAME . data was not the
complete storys In the past, CIA informally referred

to this as an’instance of very unfair conduct on the part
of the Bureau, . ' -

®

(6) BUREAU HANDLING OF CIA REQUESTS FOR TOURS
FOR FOREIGN OFFICIALS -

& ? ey ° "‘

o .
On occasions in the 1950's,” CIA complained that
officials visiting the U. S. under CIA sponsorship were
given excellent treatment on the tour but, nevertheless,
many of the visiters left most dizappointed because they
had not had any contact with any Bureau officials. CIA
felt that contact with Bureau officials had very significant
benefits and left lasting favorable impressions because of
the FBI!s world-wide reputation. CIA also pointed out that
Hhen foreign visitors had no contact with Bureau officials,
they were left with the suspicion that there was some kind
of friction between the FBI and CIA, In 1956, we had a
clear~cut policy to the effect that tours for such visi=
ftors would be of a restrictive nature in that such
visitors would view our facilities normally seen by the
ublic and nothing more., CIA was so informed but
'Eeriodically indicatéed that our policy prevented the

gency from truly enhancing U, S. interests abroad,
IA never lodged an official ‘complaint.

T It should beemphasized that for the past severgli
-years there would not be any basis for any form o compla;nt
.with regard to Bureau treatment of foreign officials coming
l¢to the U. S. under CIA sponsorship. The personal attention
.i1given to such officials by NAME. and
iother officials and Supervisors in the Domestic Intelligence
Division has been outstanding and benefits bave accrued to
+the Bureau, These visitors have gone back to their native
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" countries with far better impressions than in the
past. In addition, we have learned more about these
~gountries, their services, and their sécurity chiefs

kY * by spending a2 few minutes with them. Needless to say,
Mot st this kind of treatment has also immeasurably helped
T our -Legal Attaches. e :

' X o |'o - L :/
(7) CIA - DUTCH INfEREST IN SOVIET ESPIONAGE ACTIVITY _

[} .3

In 1965, the.Dutch Internal Security Service

was in the process of investigating -individuals in

Holland who allegedly had been engaged in Soviet-espionage

activity. The Dutch wanted to have certain individuals

in the U. S. interviewed and approached CIA to make

. inquiry at the Bureau. At that time,»our relations

with the Dutch had been practically nonexistent because

the Dutch had failed to honestly deal’ with.us in the :

=lcase of WNVAME AV |DEVTIFVING DATA who Liad been -
clandestinely collecting intelligence at the National

Security Agemcy. when CIA approached us, we-told

the Agency that the Dutch could submit their request

through-diplomatic channels, We subsequently told CIA

we would not handle the interviews for the Dutch., Ve

stuck to our position. CIA.surrendered but felt that

. iwe were impairing their efforts to gather information

oncerning Soviet-espionage activities in Europe.

- (8)  Two A?){H.&.r

o
= ¢ o

' MNAME - “IDENTIEZING
TTUDATA 777, during World War II, established a
' private intelligence network, operating throughout the
world but primarily in Burope, 'His sources included
. any number of European exiles who came to the U. S,
¥hile he was in business, he was.financed by the State
Depariment, then the Department of the Army, and in the
later 1940's and into the 1950's by CIA. "AAME
" established contact with the Bureau through one of
" his subordinates,  WNAHE who periodically called
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- on us and furnished information which’ WAME felt

was of interest to us, ' This dissemination through
NAME continued during the period of

. relationship with CIA. Ve never informed CIA that we
were receiving such information which also was of
interest-to the Agency. It is possible that : .
had given the same data to CIA but we do not know, CIA
and wAHE = clashed and the relationship was severed
in an atmosphere of severe bitterness. In the last
years of its dealings'with #AME - - the Agency had
successfully penetrated the latter's organization and
allegedly had identified many of ‘the sources. CIA
hinted to the Linison Agent that it had become aware
of the relationship between AMAME * organization
and the Bureau, How much CIA really learned about
fhis relationship is not known but if its penetrations
were significant, the Agency may have developed evidence
to justify a charge that the Bureau had withheld infor-
mation from CIA, particularly when we were receiving
the data from an organization whlch was financed by
the. Agency. . et e . .

(9) -COMMISSION ON THE ORGANIZATION OF THE v
. EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF THE GOVERN“ENT '

(Herbert Hoover Commxssion - 1954)

-  In October, 1954, a task forcé of the captioned
Commission initinted a survey of CIA's operations under

the leadershipel WAME - : In MONT'H , 1885,
Ve were advised by a representative of the task force
that Senator WNAME : had furnished the group a

list of CIA employees who were considered subversive.
CIA became cognizant of this ‘development and there was
. talk within the Agency that the Bureau had furnished
the names to the Senator, When the Liaison Agent was
informally approached on this, he flatly told the.Agency
'v!to officially submit its charges, The Agency never did.
‘What information CIA may have bhad on this matter as it
pertained to the Bureau is not known. -It is possible that
tthe Agency's attitude was strictly predlcated on a knowledge
-1 that we maintained lxaison with the Senator s Commzttee.
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(10) INTERNAL SECURITY LEADS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES .

Q)

During the 1950°'s, we gave our Legal Attaches
numerous leads stemming from internal security cases in-
the U, S;. In many instances we did not see fit to
notify CIA although the Agency always maintained that
you could not separate "internal Security" from ''counter-
intelligence," namely a lead in Frapce pertaining to a
communist in the U. S. warranted advising CIA, if not,
at least asking the Agercy to handlé the.Jlead, In the
last several years, it is not believed that there is
any basis for complaint since we have regularly been
notifying CIA concerning subjects of -cases who travel
abroad. If the Legal Attache is investigating, CIA is
notified in order to avoid duplicate efforts. There
‘have been exceptions where we have taken the position
that CIA should not be notified betause 6f the sensitivity
of the matter., How many such exceptions are known to
CIA cannot be established from our fjles; however, we
should bear inm mind that .when ouy Legal Attacheg invese. .
tigate, they contact many of the same foreign officials-
normally contacted by CIA., How many of these foreign
officials are CIA informants,or on the Agency payroll, -
is unknown, ‘

BUREAU OPERATIONS IN CUBA

! We operated informants in Cuba when we had a
Legal Attache's Office in Havana, Informants reported
on activities of communists and other subversives in
that country. During the period we operated these
informants, we did not coordinate our operations with
CIA, We did not advise the Agency that we had such
sources. However, in 1960, after Castro’'. came on the
scene, it became infeasible to handle certain informants
in a secure manner. Approval was granted to turn certain
informants over to CIA,. What these informants may have
subsequently told CIA about past Bureau operations is
unknown. This item is being cited in the event CIA had
evidence to establish that we had been operational in
Cuba and had not coordinated with the Agency pursuant

to Directives,
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- (13) BORDER .COVERAGE
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(12) BUREAU OPERATIONS IN BRAZIL -

In YEAR the U, S. Ambassador in Brazil accused
our LegalAttache of engaging in uncoordinated covert
intelligence activity "of 2. nature vhich I believe

_ exceedS his terms of reference." The Ambassador further

indicated that CIA was unhappy over -the Legal Attache's

Y

activities and the Agency allegedly -had “told the Ambassadoxr

that the Legal Attache had disseminated information from
& source who was a fabricator or a provocator. This
situation arose as a result of the Legal Attaches
operation of an informant in Brazil:; Some of the
information that he received from the informant was

of a derogatory nature and related to a Brazilian who
was being touted as a Presidentlal:candldate. CIA

. &sked for the identity of the Ynformamt and we told

the Agency that the person could not be identified
because he did not wish that his idertity be disclosed.

- This case is being cited becaugse_CIA may have evidence

that we had been operatlonal in Brazil, had not coordi=-
nated pursuant to Directives, and that the matter was
further aggravated because of the alleged unrellabllzty
of the information. ,

*

* "INVOLVES SENSITIVE METHODS AND TECHNIQUES
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SENSITIVE METHODS AND TECHNIQUES
(Continued from page 10)

(14) Cooe /v{wé |

. In May, YEAR the Bureau s.double Agent in the
. captioned case was advised by his Soviet contact that- he
¥as to have a meeting in PLAcE . ‘during ‘the period
.. DNTE A question arose as to whether CIA
_ ehould pe inrormed concerning the aouble Agent's travel
to Prass It was recommended and apprqveu that we
not advise CIA, . .

‘What is important here is that CIA established
contact with our double agent at one point. The Agency
may have had further contact without our knowledge., The

Agency may have also picked up the contact with the Soviet °

- in PLace " The case is being highlighted since we

to demonstrate that we were operational in PLACE and we
did dot coondznate Wlth the Agency.

(15) CIA REQUESTS FOR BUREAU LECTURE ON COMMUNISM IN THE U, S,

® R ]

On September 25, 1958, CIA inquired if Waxe
could give a lecture on the communist movement
in the U, S. It was recommended that W~NAus give the
lecture., Such lectures were being afforded in other parts
- of the Government, The Director made the notation "We
cannot make MAME available to this outfit." The
Agency accepted this as an affront and a blatant refusal

- , L
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cannot exclude the possibility that the Agency has evidence -
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. to cooperate on a most important sub.)ect of interest
to both agencies. , . _ '
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(16) CASE OF WAME

* L)

Oon July 9, “r&4% an official of the State
Department -confidentially advised the Bureau that .
NAME T a CIA employee in pFeACE , had been

involved in an affair with 2 ropzev girl. According
to MAKE allegedly had furnished information
to the popsicw girl, Ve checked with the State Department
and CIA and we confirmed MAWE ) involved in:
an affair and that he had been recal’l,,ed. According to
CIA and State Department, there was no indication that

MAME involved in any ‘espionage against the |
Us 5, CIA gave consideration to requesting the Burea.u
to identily itls suvurce and then changed its wmind., -
Whether CIA has documented this as an instance where
-the Bureau failed to cooperate by not voluntéering the
gsource is a matter of conaecture but, 11: is a case that
should be kept in mind.

(A7) -pane oF 'c':Ass PRI
In April, 1963, we became: involved with CIA in
that Agency's ef:forts to collect sensitive information
relating to ¥ofR/6V Government intemntions to conduct
espionage against the U, S. CIA had access to a sensitive
source, = VAME -, who was in a position to make
available highly 1mportant FoRti6¥ documents., On April 11,
1963, CIA informed us that our Legal Attache in PLACE had
locally contacted .CIA concerhing this matter, <CIA Head-
quarters was highly disturbed because its office in PLAcCS

had not been cut in on this operation and the Agency wanted

£o be informed regarding the rature and the ‘extent of our-
dissemination of CIA information to our Legal Attache, We
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LEAKS TO THE "NATIONAL REVIEW" - 1959

- -.In April, 1959, CIA became concerned over the
appearance of certain items in issues of the "National

. Review."  The publication carried a column authored by,

P

s -]

(19)

an unidentified individual who was making derogatory
references to CIA., CIA subsequently identified the
author as wpaME a former CIA employee. CIA

‘Investigation indicated that MAME - was obtaining his

information from former CIA Agents, In checking on
NAME CIA identified some of his friends who were
listed as wame .. former member of 'the Senate
Internal Security Subcommittee; and WfAHE . former
Assistant to the Director. The Liaison Agent was unable
to develop any additional information-as it might have -
pertained to MAME in this.particylar matter. CIA '
may have additional data not revealed.

L4
?

TRAVEL 'OF BUREAU INFORMANTS TO CUBA

‘e

in Septémber, 1965, we»received information

‘indicating that oneaof our informants on the Mexican border

(20)

was in a position to travel- to Cuba., A question was raised
concerning CIA interest in this matter, if the informant
made the trip., It was recommended and approved that we
not advise CIA concerning the identity of the informant

or his trip to Cuba, . S

L It is not known if CIA acquired.any knowledge
but, if the Agency did, we potentially are vulnerable.
The Agency could charge that we were operating outside
of the U, S. and we failed to coordinate with the Agency.

L4

DISSEMINATION OF CIA INFORMATION IN A BUREAU MONOGRAPH

By letter dated May 5, 1965, we disseminated to -
interested agencies, including CIA, 2 copy of a monograph

- entitled "Communism in the Dominican Republic.' The mono-

graph contained considerable information which had emanated
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“from CIA.. We did not obtain clearance. from CIA for

the inclusion ofthis information in our monograph,
Clearance approval was not obtained because of the

" urgency of the document, CIA was irritated because

it considered our action a distinct violation of the
third ‘agency rule. The Agency never made any protest.

BUREAU INFORMANTS IN - _pepee

Ih 1966,and 1967, we were operating informants

in _PLAeE At the inceptlon of our operational ac-

tivity, CIA was not informed. In one case, we finally
were able to effect the necessary arrangements with CIA

- whereby the Bureau would be permitted to rum the informant-

in Pi4pes  , In the second instance, we established an
agreement with CIA in October,' 1967, -¢hat we could cone-
tinue handling an informant in ‘FKAQE ..with the under=-
standing that the Bureau Agent, on the occasion of each
visit, would cenfer with the local CIA office on political
information collected from the inrormant. ‘[hese two cases
had all the makings of a conflict., CIA was ynder the
definite impression that we had been running these
informants before we had finally coordinated with them,

It is true that the CIA Chief in" PLACE | was much
incensed but no issue was made at CIA Headquarters and -

thenatter was put to rest,

" CIA may have developed concrete evidence that

we were operating in PLACE bearing in mind that in

& plage such as  puacg =, it would not be difficult
for a CIA intelligence officer to spot an FBI Agent in ‘
contact with Fefeiecwérs o Our potential vulnerability is
that we were operatlng in PLAGE without coordinating
with CIA, -
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(23) HARRASSJENT OF CIA

R 1 11T % D .

© .. CURRENT SENSITIVE OPERATION. -
Continved from page 15

our response but there is fo doubt that theigency

. refusal to help a sister agency with a problem relating
" to the security of U. 8. intelligence operations.

: dissemination of our SEUSITIVE DocuMNEVT to
- two copies for theé Agency.
* the Liaison Agentr’

in providing the Bureau with as many copies as we needed

- Agency never nade an dfficial issue of this matter.

. ® 4‘." - ’..' o, . .

By letter dated November 15, 1967, CIA inquired
if the Bureau would check the toll calls on the home .
telephone of one MAME " who was harrassing
CIA in the NMiami area, MAHE . allevedly was seeking
_dnformaticn concerzing the Agency'ls covert operations,
We told CIA that we would not check the toll-calls, We
explained that on the basis of the information received,
there was not sufficient information to justify lnvestlgation
f£alling within theBureau's jurisdiction, CIA accepted

characterized our position as a concrete example of

S gz./qrwg Doc uué//r

CIA became very irked when ve restrlcted

CIA took the position with
that CIA always has been most liberal

when it involved various types of CIA material. The

The .
Liaison Agent is confident that CIA 41ways considered this
an uncooperative gesture on our part, ! .
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-(25) ESTABLISHHENT OF BURRAU LIAISON WITH . '
. .DUTCH INT&RWAL SECURITY SERVICE ~ 1960

]

In January, 1960, our Legal Attache,
traveled to Holland for the purpose of exploring arrange-
ments for liaison with appropriate Dutch authorities,
NAME . raised’questions, pointing out that over
the years, all relations with the Dutch authorities had
been handled through CIA, He indicated that before there
was any change in procedure, it would be necessary for
CIA and FBI'to come to some form of an agreement. Allen
Dulles subsequently expressed disappointment in that his
Agency had not been contacted by the Bureau prior to
exploring the liaison arrangement, We eventually conferred
with CIA and came to an agreement satisfactory to all
parties concerned.” " 'y
. -
Again, CIA could cite this as an instance where
" we failed to coordinate with the Agency in. line with
National Security Council Directives.

L

In the latter part of 1959 we gave consideration to
establishing a Legal Attache in.Copenhagen, Denmark, The-
purpose of the assignment was to follow Bureau leads in
Denmark, Norway, Sweden, and Holland. We did not inform
CIA of our intentions.

'(26) BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF COUNTERINTELLIGENCE
INFORMATION TO FOREIGN SERVIC S =~ DATE

By letter dated DaTEé y CIA raised
questions concerning the propriety of Bureau dissemination
10f aounterintelligence information to foreign intelligence
iservices, CIA, at that time, had particular reference to
. information Whlch our Legal Attache had transmitted to the -
- Fogs,g,/ Intelligence Service concerning k68 operations. CIA
-ltook the position that.pursuant to the coordinating

|
B . err..

h"\ AT

r . ) a ‘ . .‘17 - .- ’ . A r:. e




.
.
. .
& ° .

- .

‘ . | ” . .
H

- '

7)

"CIA prior to such dissemination,

;,with the Bureau,

SHRET

Directive, the Bureau was obligated to coordinate with

The particular data

had emanated from one of our seunsitive Foefs/es sources -
CoDENMAME Ye responded to CIA by stating that the
information was the product of an internal security
operation and did not relate to any operational activity
abroad, CIA again surrendered. The Agency could argue
.that it was respopsible for following Soviet matters

with the Feféiov Intelligence Service and that we had an
obligation of cqordinating with the Agency.

TITLE oF Book
AVTHOR

BOOK AUTHORED BY,

, In August, 1963 we received 1nformatzon indi-
cating that AUTHOR . in the process of gathering
materlal for a book pertaining to activities of U. S. '
intelligence activities, PUTHeR contacted

the Bureau, It was recommended that liaison orally advise
CIA that A VvTHeR : preparing a book con-
cerning U, S, intelligence agencies, The Director.noted

“] see no reason doing so." -

it is not knoﬁn if»CiA was aware of the contact
AvTHeR subsequently published the

*. . book which contained extremely derogatory lnformation

(28)

concerning CIA,

COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES - AFRICA - o

In April, 1960, CIA inquired if the Bureau would
give any consideration: to assisting the Agency toward
developing coverage in Africa. CIA was looking for the
services of any Negro informant who might be available.:
The Agency also inquired about placing a Negro in the
Communist Party, USA, under a plan which would have as
an eventual objective, tne sending of the informant to

4
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.Africa under an appropriante cover and for an extended
period. We told CIA we had no informants available
because they were necessary for our own operations., We

" took the position that we saw no benefit to be gained by
loaning an informant on a short or loug term basis,

L ° SECREL

« - This item is being mentioned because Africa
.has become vitally important to U, S..interest, bearing .
- in mind that both the Soviets and Chinese Communists have
made significant inroads into the area, CIA couvld argue
that as early as 1960, it had the foresight to recognize
the need for additional coverage, that it appealed to the
Bureau for assistance, &nd that we did ‘not cooperate,

« . BRI : ,'.-'

. _ . . x
(29) ADVISING THE WHITRE EOUSE REGARDING CRITICISH
) OF INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS - BUROPE

By letter dated October 23 1964, we furnished
the White House information received by our Legal Attache
from the ' Souble He was critical
of intelligence operations in Europe. and made particular
reference to the overstaffing of personnel.

) ¥We do not know if CIA became cognizant of the
‘existence of the Bureau letter bearing in mind that the
.Agency undoubtedly would have considered the document as
relating to its operations. We do know that for several years,
CIA personnel have been assigned to the White House and had
access to cofisiderable information,

(30) THE fRESIDENT'S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY
' BOARD AND JOHN. KC CONE

in May, 1963, we became embroiled with CIA in a
rather critical conflict as a result of communication the
' Bureau sent to the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory
Board. The matter dealt with consideration that might be
‘given to increasing wire taps on diplomaticiestablishments.

= 18
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In a-portion of our communication, we attributed cer-

" tain-information to McCone, then Director of CIA., He
charged that the information attributed to him was not
806 because he had never made.any such statement and he
-¢could prove it. The actual fact was that the information
relating .to scCone had been given to us by one of his
subordinates who had indicated that the information-
originated with. McCone, - McCone maintalned that we
should have checked with him before we went on record
that any information had.originated with him, The

record at the President's Foreign Intelllﬂence Advisory
Board was subsequently corrected,

® .
&

(31) ALLEGED PINETRATIONS OF CIA .
' ’ M “ Y I
. ‘“

In February, 1965 Bureau representatives met

with CIA officials and with MAME' .. to discuss
gllcgations made by WNVAME o Soviet defcctor, relative
to alleged Soviet. penetrations of CIA., WNAME was

interviewed in detail concerning these allegations., By
letter dated February 26, 1965, we officially advised CIA
that there appeared to be no basis at this time for a
full investigation of the indzviduals involved.

There are ofﬁ.cials in CIA who continue to be
: geriously concerned about possible penetrations of the
'+ Agency and have not discarded /VAH&'J rllegations.

Ye do not have any reason to believe ‘that CIA _
has developed any substantive evidence to support MAME'S
allegations, If it does, we could be vulnerable and could
be charged that we did not cooperate and conduct the

- pecessary investigation in 1965,

(32) VICE PRESID“NT NIXON'S TRIP To SOUTH AMERICA - 1958

% . , o .

; In 1958, Vice President Eichard M, Nizon traveled

‘to Latin America durzng which time there were numerous riots
land attacks which were directed against the Vice President
jand his party. By letter dated May 16, 1958, we provided

the Vice President with a summary of information which ‘we
_had received concerning the events in Latin America relating

L
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. to the trip. Most of this information came from CIA.

Our letter could be 1nterprcted as- raising the question
concerning the quality of CIAa's coverage in Latin America,

‘It is not known if CIA ever became knowledgeable
of the referenced communication. 'As zlready indicated,
we do know that CIA personnel have been assigned to the
Yhite House, We also know that ' WMAME  ANVD
TITLE - .o CIA, Was attached to Vice
President H&xon 's staff,

If CIA is cognizant of the communication, the

-hdgency technically could raise a question concerning a

(33)

violation of the third agency rule and, furthermore,

“could question the Bureau's propriety of mak1ng reference

to CiA's coverage 4n Latin America, -,

% .
NAME 0F SvRIECT

o

The captioned individual’ is a criminal infor=
mapnt whom we have been utilizing to very significant advan-
tage in New York City. He has been the source of valuable
criminal intelligence and has been 2 key witness in
prosecutions' of cases being handled by the Bureau, Ye
acquired access to #AME  through CIA, A covert CIA

- operator in New York City had become acquainted with

. #AHE saw his potential as a source of criminal intelligence,

. and then conferred with AAME = CIA, ‘NAME

(34)

contacted the Bureau Liaison Agent and dsked if the Bureau
was interested. MNegotiations were initiated and we
subsequently acquired the services of yVAME Although

the Agency has never officially made any statement to us,
it has been bitterly disappointed that the Bureau never
acknowledged CIA's assistance which the Agency considered
extremely valuable.

EYCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATION

-

v For many yeérs, we maintained tight restrictions

- With regard to the exchange of technical information with
- CIA, particularly as it related to the technical surveillance

field. CIA exhibited its equipment to us but, for many years,
we declined to show any of our devices, with some exceptions,

-
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- British 1n thzs general area than we were with CIA.

(35)

- %o deceribe CIA'sc corgonizmatisn, objectives, aod operatisanzl

(36)

. by CIA, the Agency has been discouraged. CIA informally has

. indicated from time to time that the lack of exchange

ST . /1 A R
" @ | . ¥

CIA never made any official protest but informally

ib this highly important field was prejudicial to over-
21l intelligence and internal security interests, The |
Apgency 1mp11ed that we actually were more open with the

. It should be noted that the foreg01ng situation>
does not exist .today. ' There is good exchange between the
Bureau and CIA, : i '

CIA LECTURERS AT BUREAU TRAINING SCHOOLS

CIA has never been able to understand why the
Bureau will not permit CIA personnel to lecture at Bureau
schools or training courses, CIA has felt that through
& careful selection of lecturers, the Agency could make
& very valuable contribution both to.the Bureau and to
CIA, The Agency has indicated that its participation in
some of our courses would give the Agency the opportunity

problems., Furthermore, it has been expressed that Bureau
personnel could be given the opportunity to pose questions
and there would be a far better over-all orientatlon on
the part of our people.

The Liaison Agent has always re51sted CIA's
request, It has been a delicate matter to handle because
Bureau personnel have lectured to hundreds of CIA employees,

EXCHANGE IN THE TRAINING FIELD

Although CIA has never officially made an issue
of the matter, the Agency has not been happy about our
attitude concerning exchange of information in the training
field. V¥hen the matter has been broughtup for any discussion .

expressed the feeling that an exchange along certain guide-
lines could be most useful to the U, S. intelligence and
internal security effort.

&
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(37) POSITIVE INTELLIGE‘NCE

This is an area where discussion with CIA
officials can rapidly generate criticism of the Bureau .
for failure to cooperate and offer the necessary assis-
tance. Positive intelligence, briefly, is that information
which might assist the U. S. Government in formulating
~ foreign policy.. Huch' of 1t is of ‘a 'pelitical nature and

& vital portion-pertains to scientific developnments, military |

capabilities of "foreign countries, and intentions of foreign
countries, Positive intelligence is rot only important
ag 1t concerns the communzst-bloc countries but also
the non-bloc nations,, .

There never has been auy’lav, Directive, or
Execuitive Order which has fixed the fesponmsibilities for
the clandestine collection of positive intelligence in
the U, S. The Bureau does have a responsibility which
we refer to as internal security and vhich falls into the
accepted area of counterintelligence. Ve do investigate
‘Subversives spys, and we develop peneirations of foreign
intelligence services. Our work in the positive intelli-
gence field, for the most part, has been restricted to '
the compliance of requests imposed upon us by the State .
Department, usually when a polxtlcal crlsds occurs 'in
some country.

- CIA has maintained that there is a tremendous
unexplored field for expanded acquirement of positive
dntekligence in the U, S. This would mean vastly increased
technical surveillance coverage, development of informants,
and collection of cryvtographic material. CIA does not
foel that we have aggressively moved oun this particular
subject and that over the years, the igency has been -
thwarted in its attempts to do much about the problem.

In pA T‘E © ., CIA requested the Bureau to
install technical surveillances at the offices and temporary
residences of two Fof€/ed Government officials visiting the
U. 8. Pursuant to instructions, CIA sas told to seek the
authority of the Attorney Gemeral. The Director stated
that he did not want CIA utilizing FBl as a channel,
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In the same month, CIA inquired 1f the Bureau

. would reestablish technical surveillance coverage on

- (38)

NAME: who CIA felt was a key figure in the
trapsmittal of scientific intelligence data to the
FoREIGV Intelligence Service. We declined to reinstitute
the coverage. CIA considered the matter 1mpcrtant because
of its relatzonshlp to the PLAC'/E

On October 21 1969, we told CIA that future
requests from.CIA fon technzcal surveillance coverage
should be transmitted by the Agency directly to the

-Attorney General.

CIA has never made any official comment or
protest but it has considered the afore-mentioned.action
by the Bureau as unfriendly and uncooperative, The Agency
has looked to the Bureau ’as the lggical point of contact and
as the only organization hav1ng the Tesources and capabilities
0f adequately determiniing 1f such coverage is even feasible.

MISCELLANEOUS ITEUS

The Liaison Agent recalls fragments of. other
situations or conflicts which occured over the years and
which resulted in the voicingof CIA displeasure or criticism,
The Agent cannot recall the .names of the cases which is
necessary to acquire the required data, There was one
instance early in the 1950's which involved information
received from a source of unknown reliability charging
Allen Dulles with having been a communist and 2 spy while
in Europe.. Ve disseminated the information to several
agencies. Dulles eXploded but never lodged a protest,

~  The Agent also has recollectlon of instances when
CIA alleged that its source or informant was compromised by
Bureau revelation of CIA information during the course of
interviews conducted by us. Technically, this would be a
violation of the third agency rule and, if CIA had hard
core facts, we would be vulnerable, partlcularly if an
important informant was lost. CIA never made any official
issue or protest. ‘ S :
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S ‘There also have ‘been instances, but cases
8 ‘cannot be recalled, where we included CIA information
in Bureau reports but CIA had requested that the information
not be passed outside of the Bureau. CIA never protested,
. ' ;-
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o : Mr. C. D DéLoach E ’ . DATE: March 11 1970
. - e 2’ hw dom ! ,
- T ment de .
. < fation . Prepared ;
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W¢ C SUlllVafé Your (;Ommitteeey:;:; 5’;:’”2”””6’? ?poﬂ :mtea i:{olu.r ’.-eque Qﬂd is n .
B without ¢he ezpreae content g, not be inited ¢ officint not for dzsgem

@pprovgy discloge d Proceed;,
JUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA @ 1°f the FBI to “Mt&tlz orizeqd Z'é’riofz

: I
: Reference my memorandum 3/9/70 recommending that a
letter be directed to CIA outlining the elements of intelligence
~and counterintelligence work affecting the United States.
‘Purpose of this letter is to protect Bureau by giving CIA.a <
chance to make any comments it may have concerning current '
use_of sources and facilities affecting both Bureau and CIA.
p;rector instructed- ”Prepare same and 1et me see it."

We have prepared letter to CIA Director Helms in
line with the foregoing., Letter cites agreement or so-called
“ground rules" droim vn hetween Bureau and CLA in January, 1966,
with regard to coordlnatlon of FBI-CIA efforts in collection
of positive intelligence in the United States. At that time
Vice Admiral Raborn was head of CIA and we are enclosing a
' Q“py of the 1966 agreement for Mr. Helms' attention, :

. In letter we have also. pointed out the Bureau's

‘primary responsibility concerning internal security of the

‘United States and for conducting counterintelligence operations

here. We have noted that while the Bureau has no statutory

responsibilities concerning collection of foreign intelligence,

we have made a concerted effort to obtain positive intelligence .
.- of value to other U.S. agencies and policy-making officials _

and have regularly furnished the product to CIA and other : .

Anterested agencies, Letter invites any observations Mr. Helms

may desire to make after rev1eW1ng ghls matter, including the

1966 agreement. .
’ 8

. g ¥
'I A copy of the 1966 "ground ng&es" between CIA and the .
Bureau is. attached to this memorandum for the Ditector's, - 5
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* . -- . CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE ACENCY
OPERATIONS IN TrE UNITED UTATES

(1) CIA will not initiate an investivation of any

foreign‘offic1a1 in the United States without tne concurrencs

and cocrdinaticn of the F3I. Ia this context, the tern

~'"in?estigation" means systematic and . direct inquiries or

- *

procedures (such as physical or technical surveillances

or neighborhood 1nqu1r1es) aiming at developing information.
concerning an individual’'s activities or background; C
“investigation"” does not include the acceptance or the
‘developnent of information through social contacts or
.contacts normally made by cIla agents in dascharglng their
cover functlons. .

"(2) CIA will seek concurrence and coordipation
‘of thé FBI before approaching for recruitment any ioreign.
official or communist-bloc visitor in the United States!
‘The FB1 will concur &sd cocrdinate if the proposed action
does not conflict withi any operation, current. or nlanned.

_ dncluding active investigation of the ¥BI.

‘"_ development.

(3) CIA will advise the FBI prior to any planned

neeting between a CIA asset and a foreign official-or:

_ communist~bloc visitor of known or presumed interest to
the TBI (this would include all communist-bloc officials
and visitors) for purposes of assessment and social

. (4) Clandestlne CIA staff ooeratives domestic
American agents of CIA, and foreign agents of CIA recruited
abroad who com2 to the United States will be identified to
“.the FBI by name or approprinte description depending on
‘the national securzty 1nterest involved

"i

-T . - (5) Pursuant to paragraph 4 above vhen a CIA

agent arrives in the United Statez for a v151t or for an

'a551g1aent the Burcau will be advised and the two agencies |
‘will confer regarding the handling of the agent in the United

lStates. It is recognized that eaca case wxll have its
|individual peculiarities. The governing principle will
be posztive 1nte111gence interest as welghed against 1ntern

rmur TP(I]((»gt
Its wse L ’H}sz(f and-fe

nt may not be
val 'Of the' Ff’

1)31‘ R
d to officia’ for éz.s-oem.

wour Committee and the
conf
d:.sclo.sed to wna
q

2 v nel without the express appr

. S ...-,-.-m _,' .' "?‘ e : TR
l ...... vuw:Lhiped oot g H g:w
L. 9 demt-n pmpnred m response to g :

nation” oilside” your Conymi! ti
pooceedings vy
ILonzcd  DErSCre o

* ‘L ) N . ’ ) . e

R [ a——— %

. - | Jal!x.'y 1s, 1966 ‘\’&\\@’)

R

T Gmppemsas s gmaps




(CENTRAL INTELLIGZNCE nG?NCY

OPEEATIONS IN THE UNITED STATES . if

gecurity factors. CIA will continue its contractual rela-
tionship {or the pu irpose of haﬂdl*ng the ¢raining, the
procurerment of rositive foreign intellipence, the fulfillmsr:
of CIA commitments to the agent, and the preparation of the

" agent for his next assignment abroad.

(6) 1In those cases where CIA will be handling

its agént in the United States, CIA will service FBI securit
or counterintelligence recuirements and will provide the FZI

-all agent information bearing on counterintelligence or

“internal secur1ty matters, including the .scope and nature

. . -
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of the agent's access to information and the identities of
the agent's significant contacts, particularly in the
communist-bloc field. In such cases where CIA servicing v
has been inadequate to ¥3BI internal security, interests,
the FBI will bhave dzrect access to, the agent.
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March 11, 1970

&

. Honorable Richard Helma , ' -

. Director :
Central Intelllgence Agency

Hashington, D. C. -~

Dear Mr. Helms:

coordination of thexintelligence-gathering anc,(”ounter- :
Intelligence efforts of the, I’BI “and’ ‘the Central Intellioence

' A‘gengy (CIA) is self-evident. This matter is one which

'requires a continuing analysis to assure that both agencies

have established working agreements whereby we can most

- effectively reallze ’positive results with a minimum of

duplication, mispldced effort, and jurisdictional problems.

As T am ?1;9/)’013 will agree, the neefl Ao close

During January, 1966, representatives of this
Bureau met with officials of ‘the CIA to consider coordina-
" tion of our mutual efforts in the collection of positive
intelligence in the United States. As a result of thdse
' conferences, a set of ground rules was drawn.up and aoreed
to by both agencies. A copy of this agreement was transmi tted
_in my letter of February 7, 1966, to then CIA Director
Vice Admiral William F, Raborn, Jr. A copy of the agreerent
is enclosed for your information. ' This agreement has proven
generally effective and no major problems have been
. encountered since its adoption in the areas it covers.

 %. - The FBI has primary responsibility with regard to
matters involving the internal security of the United States
as well as for conducting counterintelligbnce operations in
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this couetry. While “this Bureau dops not have any statutory

- vesponsibilities with regard to the collection of foreign

1ntelligence, I have always recognized that the potential
for the development of such intelligence in this country is
considerable. The FBI has, in fact, made a concerted effort
to obtain positive intelligence of value to other U, S.

- intelligence agencies, intluding the CIA, and policy-making

officials of the Govermment. While these efforts have,

of course, been incidental to our main Internal security
and counterintelligence responsibilities, we have on a
8elective ‘basis developed sources, both live and technical,
providing coverage at key foreigh establishments in the

United States. The product of this coverage has been furnished

on a regular basis to the CIA and other interested agencies

Py By -2 A
[Yyid UL.L.I.\-J.:L.L:I u.t. l.ut:l uuvc::.xunt:m..

B
I know thet you will share my belief that this
matter requires a periocdic reexamination to assure that the
national security interests continue.to be served in the
most effective and complete manner possible. - After reviewing

. this matter, including the attached 1966 agreement, I-would :

welcome any observations you may desire to make,

- Sincereiy yours,
- A o JQEH@mrEbmmr
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