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During the Director's appearance before the House Subcommittee on LTE
Appropriations on Monday, 3/6/61, Chairman Rooney asked the Director about the
[The b2

Director had me check into the matter and I subsequently briefed Chairman Rooney
with our small part in this situation and it was at this time that Congressman Rooney
requested that Bureau representatives accompany members of the Subcommittee to

{ the State Department at 10:00 a. m. on Friday, 3/10/61, to visit the State Department

Laboratory to personally check on this situation. The Chairman said he wanted the
benefit of the Bureau's observations in connection with this visit, if we had any to

offer.
ment venture.

The Director designated Mr. Parsons and me to part1c1pate in the State Depart

This morning at 10:00 a. m., Mr. Parsons and I attended a briefing in
a small classroom in the State Department which appeared to be part of the Physmal

Security Section of the State Department.

Present from the Appropriations Committeg

were Chairman Clarence Cannon, Chairman John Taber, Chairman John Rooney and

Congressmen Bow, Cederberg and Marshall.
the House Appropriations Subcommittee,

Subcommittee

Also

present were the Chief Clerk of

hnd Chief Clerk of the

The group was welcomed by Secretary of State Dean Rusk. He briefly
stated that the State Department did have a real problem in the countermeasure field.

He thereafter turned the meeting over to other representatives.

Mr. William J.

Crockett, Assistant Secretary for Administration, spoke briefly and introduced

.Department. In rather general tern%s,l:—ﬁﬁp%é%eﬁ% Wiat the State Department

1 - Mr. Parsons 'HMOT RECORDED S e et 170

{23 Commad - g YA i 1988 Ty APR W 1961 .

1 = : ,i"’ SRR i
T-RiT ;u b7C R J.‘,‘(ﬁ#\ e B e f;

(6) & ¢ APR 10 Wb‘i b2

|of the State

F\LL INFORMATION COMTATIMED
HEREIN I4 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 03-08-2005% BY 60220 auc boe/mltsamnw

NAL E

ED IV

ORIGL

-




Memorandum Mr. Mohr to Mr. Tolson

Re: RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT IN COUNTERMEASURES
AGAINST TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES

o

[

was trying to do in the countermeasure field and some of the problems with which

they are confronted. |

| AT this point I asked| lif the FBI had contributed in this
field in a substantial manner and he shook his head in the negative whereupon Mr.
i Parsons challenged him specifically about] |

-1
@)

i shook his head negatively whereupon Mr. Parsons insisted that the Bureau had sug-
gested this idea and that it appeared in the notes of his committee. |
positive statement that he had reviewed all of the notes and that no such suggestion

made the

from the FBI appeared therein. Since it was quite obvious that|

|was

making it plain to those present that the ¥BI had made no contributions, it was felt -
that he should be called on this which was done specmcally later in the presence of |

: Congressmen Rooney, Bow and Cederberg vt af et de V22 c%-%wv@ “N e

’1% (wi”a. s A LAA [ WL NS A oot Q.@Z,Af EWL—-MM Q‘gﬂ Um
(

was followed b who seemed to be very
lmowledgeab].e about electronic equipment and he gave a specific demonstration of

b2

b7C

| During his discussion, |

|who has been in

- E contact with our Laboratory, made it quite plain that|

b3

BT e T

| |spoke very briefly on States]|

| | and was assisted by|

‘ The group thereafter visited]

[I managed to collar Chairman Rooney, |

and I asked Chairman Rooney if it wasn't his impression that
Eindicated the FBI had made no contributions

had specificall

b2

b7C

bTE

-9-

b2

b7C

b7E




Memorandum Mr. Mohr to Mr. Tolsdn
- Re: RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT IN COUNTERMEASURES

AGAINST TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES b2
' b7C
; program. Chairman Rooney responded in the affirmative and| b7E
endeavored to indicate specifically and definitely tha [had been misunder-
stood. | |half-heartedly tried to indicate the same; however, I made it

. very clear to him there wasn't any question in my mind or anvbody else present th
st . .
| | and I told him specifically

and categorically that such a statement was untrue. It was pointed out that it was the
! Bureau who had initiated|

| | This struck a very responsive chord
‘with Chairman Rooney. It was also pointed out to Congressman oney that a e
time the Burea

| Congressmen Bow and Cederberg were present during this discussion.

The entire group was then taken to lunch as the guests of

b7C
Chairman Rooney indicated that he had hearings scheduled for this

afternoon at 1:30 p. m., which were later canceled, for the Security Division of the
State Department. In view of the developments, he wondered if it would be possible
to visit the FBI Laboratory to see firsthand some countermeasure equipment. I told
him the Director would be delighted to have him visit the Laboratory and as a result
the entire Congressional group and Messrs. | [from the
State Department proceeded to the Bureau where they were given a briefing by

Mr. Parsons in the Electronics Section of the Laboratory. It was very obvious that
this demonstration of the actual countermeasure equipment made a deep impression,
particularly on Chairman Rooney. There was shown and demonstrated to these repre-
sentatives positive equipment used in technical surveillances, which material was
demonstrated byil The group seemed to be obviously impressed and the
contrast between the equipment used by the FBI and that used by the Russians and
satellites was very apparent. Our equipment appears to be so far advanced as to
indicate the Russians and the satellites in many respects are in the "Horse and Buggy
Era." The meeting in the Laboratory terminated when a call was received that a
roll call was going on on the Hill and that the members should report back there as
soon as possible. On the way out of the building, I explained to Chairman Rooney

the Director desired to meet the group but was unable to do so since he had been
called out of the building. The Chairman indicated it would not be possible to do this
in view of other commitments and the fact they had to return to the Hill immediately.

p7C




Memorandum Mr. Mohr to Mr. Tolson .
"Re: RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT IN COUNTERMEASURES
AGAINST TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES

I provided transportation for Congressman Rooney and Congressman

Bow to return to the Hill and during this trip Chairman Rooney indicated that he

did not think from what he saw and heard at the State Department and the FBI Labora-
¢ tory that the State Department people were sufficiently knowledgeable or expert ’
enough in the field to be spending money in such large amounts for the indicated type
¢ of electronic equipment in the countermeasure field. Chairman Rooney made it
plain that if any agency was to undertake this type of work it should be done by an
agency who knew what they were doing such as the FBI. He told me that under no
circumstances would he indicate to State Department that anything said or done by
' the FBI influenced his decision in this regard. He told me what he saw and heard
| at the State Department was not new and that he had been previously shown the
% microphones they found in various hearings before his Subcommittee. b7C

I should like to point out that appeared to be very friendly

§anci was specifically told that we didn't appreciate the position taken by
and he was most apologetic and it was obvious that he deeply regretted thaf
had not presented his case in a more knowledgeable and diplomatic fashion.

was very friendly during the entire meeting and at no b2
gtime did he defend| He told me that he versonallv did not hea ;
make the statement during his lecture that b7C

[ [vas the only one that I talked to b7E
who seemed to have a specific idea what they were going to spend their money for.

He said they have two specific areas they want to explore|

i A g Y

; One of the highlights of this entire affair was to observe Chairman Cannon,
who is 82 years of age, actively and knowledgeably participate in everything that went

4




Memorandum Mr. Mohr to Mr. Tolson
‘Re: RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT IN COUNTERMEASURES
AGAINST TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES

jon and he asked more questions than anyone else. Every one of his questions was
right to the point of the subject and indicated he was keenly aware and desirous of
learning everything he could about the subject matter. At lunch he specifically
condemned the action of the Supreme Court and its most recent decision on a micro-
phone surveillance conducted by the polics department and he said he was of the
opinion that the Supreme Court should be just as desirous of protecting the society

as they are in protecting the criminal element. He said that the most recent decision
.reminded him of an effort that might be made to permit criminals to carry guns

but deny the same privilege to law enforcement officers. He made it clear on more
than one occasion how much he admired the Director and wanted to be sure that

Mr. Parsons and I conveyed to the Director his most cordial and best wishes. He

went to great lengths to explain how the Director had personally set up his investigative
staff, how pleased he was with it and how well it has worked. There can be no question
but that Chairman Clarence Cannon is an ardent booster of the Director and the FBL

The foregoing is submitted for your information.
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Transmit the following in
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(Type in plain text or code)

(Priority or Method of Mailing)

T0: DIRECTOR, FBI
6" FROM: SAC, PITTSBURSH (62- %&46E” LLES

5

4/ SuBJECT:  ANONYMOUS TYPEWRI TEN DOCUMENT
ATTACKING ALLAN LLES )
MISCELLANEOUS MATTER i

piC

|Court Reporter, USDC, Wheeling, W. Va.,
advised on 3/20/01 that the enclosed anonymous document
containing an attack on ALLAN W. DULLES, was left in her
office by a youngman in the early part of 3/61. She said she
could furnish no description of the young man and he did

not indicate when he handed it to her whether he had merely
found this document or was distributing it
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To the Attorney General of The United States of America

It is hereby recuested that a warrant be issued for the arrest of one
Allan W Dulles, United States citizen, civilian employee of the United
States government, erstwhile, supposed head of an organization calling it-
self the 'Central Intelligence Agency', hereinafter referred to as 'CIA'.

Charges:

Treason; conspiracy; fraud; fraud in public off'ice; fraudulent use of pub-
lic funde; fraudulent use of authority; acting without authority; violation
of the nublic trust; misconduct in office; malfensance in office; withholding
information from his superiors, Congress, and the American public; giving
false information to his superiors, Congress, and the American public; illegal
use of public funds; larceny: compromise; bribery; blackmail; attempted murder.

1. In that Allen W Dulles did, during the year 1951, or 19052, or both, sec-
retly conspire and connive with one Werner von Braun, former Nazi party member
and follower of Hitler, and former Germwan citizen, and with one Fritz Molden,
former Nazi, follower of Hitler, German citizen and son-in-law of Allan W
NDulles, that he, Allan W Dulles, should seek and obtain the directorship of a
minor government agency called the Central Intelligence Agency, an agency of
United States government unwisely set up as a civilian organ for the gather-
ing of military information, and that upon obtasining the directorship of this
agency, it would be turned into a gigantic, international organization, pat-
terned after the Gestapo of Hitler and with agents and operators in every
country on the face of the earth, and with the sole objective and purpose cf
undermining and collapsing every government on the surface of the earth, in-
cluding the United States, and bringing them all under the rule and control
of Germany, as had been intended by Hitler!
- Charge; treason and conspiracy to overthrow the government of the United
States of America -

e
. .

2. In that Allan W Dulles did obtain the directorship of this wminor govern-
ment agency, and did slowly turn it into a gigantic organization of intrigue,
P political unrest and diplomatic espionage, aimed at overthrowing every single
- government on the face of the earth, including that of the United States, and
’ did allow its control and direction to come under aforementioned and other
Germans and former Nazis,
Charge; conapiracy to overthrow the government of the United States of Ameri

3. In that Allan W Dulles did, during the years 1952 to 1960, brazenly but
§  secretly plunder and rob the United States treasury of between FIFTY BILLION
FLﬂ ¢ and ONE HUNDRED BILLION dollars of the American taxpayers moneys, all of which
’ were used and directed towardes the sole objective and goal of the 'CIA', the
v , undermining and collapsing, or replacing, of every government on the face of
yd VW the earth, including that of the United States, and bringing every country on
;9 X earth under the control and influence of Germany.
R ; Ag&“ Oharge; larceny of public funds; illegal use of public funds; conspiracy
15‘%@6 \“‘ to overthrow the government of the United States of America.
‘QY 4:b s, In that Allan W Dulles, or the 'CIA', did, unknown to the American public
A/\ or his superiors, pour millions of dollars of the United States taxpayers
money into Germany, which was still in a state of war with us and without a
treaty, wholly intended and directed towards the rebuilding of Gerwany as a
world power, both East Germany, which is secretly under the control of the
'CIA', as a powerful military force, and Weast Germany, which is also under
CIA control, as both ar *=4u~twipl and a,military power, and all directed




toward the goal?é srman conguest and control of ¢ 'y country on earth,
including the Uniteu States.
Charge; misuse of public funde; conspiracy to overthrow the government
of the United States of America.

%, In that Allan W Dulles did, during the period of these eight years, advise
his superiore, the government, and the American public that these moneys were
being spent or used to 'fight communism', when in truth they were all being
spent end directed towards lavish living, extravapance and wasteful spending,
bribery and compromise, including the bribery ard compromise of some Americans,
and all directed towards the collapsing of every government on earth, includ-
ing the United States, and bringing every government under the control of the
CIA and Germany.

Charge; giving false information to his superiors, Congress, and the
people of the United States; illegal and misuse of public funds.

£, In that Allan W Dulles, or the CIA, did illegally bribe, blackmail, or
compromise certain officials and officeholders of the government in Washington
and perhaps in other countries, and bring them under the influence of the CIA
and its now German directors. Even some Congressmen seem to be afraid of the
CIA, or of Allan Dulles.

Charge; illegal coumpromise; bribery; blackmail; fraud

7. In that Allan W Dulles, or the 'CIA', did, during the year 1956, 'stage’
the so-called 'Hungarian revolution', which betrayed several hundred people

to their deaths, for the sole purpose of getting thousands of Hungarians, or
refugees, into the other countries of Europe, and especially into the United
States, fifty per cent of whom were or became agents of the CIA, with specific
instructions concerning the undermining and overthrow of the governwent of the
United States,

Cherge; conspiracy to overthrow the government of the United States

8. In that Allan W Dulles, or the 0IA, did, during those years between 1952
and 1966, secretly form cells and organizations in every country on earth,
including both United States and Russia, which they had no difficulty infil-
trating for they told them they were 'selling us out to them', and that they
did cause unrest and replace several governments in the world, and did set
up agenclea in every country they could, both giving those people false in-
formation about us and our feelings, and giving us false news about what was
going on in those countries, including Russia.

Charge; giving false informetion to other countries about the United
States and it's people; giving false information to the people of the United
States.

9. In that Allean W Dulles, or the CIA, did, on or about the lst of May, 1960,
order or direct one Francis G Powers, a civilian employed ss a pilot for the
CIA, to fly an aircraft directly across the country of Russia, s mission that
was considered by any military judgment and thought an impractical and unfess-
able operation, and of not sufficient military value to werit its being under-
taken, and that when this aircraft had taken off, the "American section' of the
CIA, for whom Powers worked, did brutally inform the Russian division of the
CIA of the nature, time and place of this flight, so that the airplane wae
tracked along its entire course over Russia, and then shot down, on direction
of the CIA, by Russians, in the niddle of thet country. The pilot did live.
Charge; attempted murder

10, In that Allan ¥ Dulles, or the CIA, has hired'hundreds of Americans, thru
employment agenciea(specifically, Snelling &Snelling, Weshington, D C) and
thru coordination with 'technician'vacancies overseas, promising these people
large salaries, making them sign secret contracts, giving them ridiculously




high GS ratings, 11 2,9 or 10, then fraudulently t¢ Ing these peeple that
they will 'hold back aalf their salaries until they- . .ish their contracts,
when the CIA never intended to pay them such high salaries to begin with, but

ueed this 88 a means to entice them into its service and also hold them virtual
prisoner in it's service, where many of them are being thogptt and indoctrinated

to dislike everything American, their people, home, way of life, etec., and to ,r; 
like everything European and German, and possibly even to aabotage the very Qﬁ?” ;

w7

military installations they work on.

Charge; treason; fraud againet the people and the government of United States,
which has been made heavily indebted to many of these people unknowingly

11. In thaton or about the 16th of May, 1960, Allan W Dulles, or the CIA, did,
unlawfully and illegally, induce and persuade the pilot of a U S Air Force
military transport plane, one Capt Lundy, either by seeking and approaching
him directly, or by treacherously influencing someone, military or civilian,

_above him, to fly his aircraft and passengers, including one women, along and

slightly over the East German border, where the CIA had arranged with the East
German army to shoot this aircraft down for the purpose of already intensifying
the already tense international situation over the U2 flight. Foriunately, the
aircraft wes forced down by Russian fighters before it got to the point where
it wes to be shot down, and the crew and passengers were not injured.

Charge; attempted murder

12. In that Allan W Dulles, or the OIA, have secretly purchased, and taken com-
plete control and management of, at least a half dozen newspapers and periodicals
within the United Stetes, and several oversess in other countriees, fraudulently
purchased with the U S taxpayers money, and to be used, if not already being
used, to give false information and propaganda to the American people under the
direction of the Germans who control the CIA. And that the CIA has infiltrated
at least & dozen other papers in the U 3, thru bribery, blackmail, or placing
of CIA people on their staffs, and have fed the American public a stream of
falee news and psychological propaganda, usually quoted as coming from a gov't
"asource which refused to reveal it's name"; and that the CIA has tried to get the
term 'propaganda' into American usage and speech, even going so far as to say
that our State Dept has a 'propaganda section', when this term and word has al-
ways been obnoxious to the American people since the days of the German war, for
the American people are neither interested in giving propaganda or receiving it,
but rather in giving and receiving the Eruth,

Charge; giving false information to the American people and the Government,
and distorting the wishes and feelings of the people.

1%, Tn that Allan W Dulles, or the CIA, did, on or about the lat of July, 19€0,
illegally and unlawfully approach the pilot of an RB47 Air Force bomber, or his
immediate commander, such plane being temporarily hased in England and preparing
to fly a 'ferreting' miseion over the Berents sea, and thru the use of a large
sum of money, or by using such words as "you will be doing your country a great
service, etc.", or both, or by telling him that the CIA had some information
not available to military people, did entice and seduce said pilot, or his im-
mediate commander, to alter and change the proposed flight of his aircraft as
planned and laid out for him by his United States Air Force Command, by spprox-
imately two hundred miles, or thirty minutes flying time; and thet when seid
flight was carried out along this deviated course from that which had been given
and ordered by the United States Air Force the plane was shot down by a Russian
fighter somewhere between thitty and fiftys miles off the Kols peninsula, with
the result thet several Americans lost their lives.

Charge; attempted murder

14, Tn that Allan W Dulles, or the CIA, did publish, on or about the lst of Sept,
1960, an article in a pulp megazine, such as is generally read by the college
and high school youth of America(specifically, WHISPER Magazine, issue,Sept, 1960,
titled 'Uncle Sam Needs Spies', authored by a Hungarian emigre named Ladislav
Farago) and eaid artiecle did aak for or 'veeruit' the names and addresgee
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« young Americans who c. .d qualify for CIA service by a:x ering 'yea' to such
cuestions as being "willing to commit suicide if we ask you to" or else "willing
to kill someone if we ask you to, even if it is against all moral, ethic, and
religious principles", and that this was an attempt to locate and pick out young
men for future CIA use right here in this country for the overthrow of this coun-
try and ite people. And furthermore, seid article did openly brag that the CIA
had 'secret offices' in several major cities of this country, and agents, or spies,
scattered thruout the country, when this organization was never given, nor could
have been given, any authority to conduct any kind of activity within the domestic
realm of the United States, which is exclusively under the jurisdiction of the
Justice Dept and the FBI,

Charge; conspiracy to overthrow the government of the United States,

15. In that Allen W Dulles, or the OJA, did aid and abet one Fidel Castro to'take
over' Cuba, both by helping him and by urging one Batista to temporarily abdicate
and setting him up in luxurious exile on the island of Majoreca, and that sub-
sequently, complete control of Quba wae given to the South American commander and
director of the CIA, one Che Guerrara, after and during which millions of dollars
of Amerlican property were lost and also the lives of several Americans. And that
the main purpose of the 'Castro overthrow' was to get thousands of Cuban refugees
into thie country, at least half of whom are CIA agents, with specific instruct-
ions concerning the undermining and overthrowing of this country and government.
Oharge; conspiracy to overthrow the government of the United States. loes

and destruction of American property

There is also a poseibility that several recent 'accidents' in the U S Navy
and the Air Force were not complete accidents, but deliberate attempis to weaken
our military forces.

It is thus concluded and summed up that Allan W Dulles did ruthlessly and cal-
lously betray and 'sell out' his country and his people to a faction of foreign
interests and powers, with utter disregard for everything decent in human life,

Witnesses to be called:

The General Staff of the U 8 Army; the General Staff of the U 8 Air Force;
the Operational Command of the U § Navy; and their intelligence ssdtions and
departments.(The officers of the U S Military Forces are guided by the codes of
West Point, Annapolis, and the Air Force Academy, and are dedicated, by oath,
to protect and defend the lives, property, and intereats of the American people
against any foreign might and influence, and to preserve the principals and be-
liefs by which they and their forefathers have lived, NCOR WILL THEY IDLY STAND
BY AND SEE THEIR OWN MEN MURDERED BEFORE THEIR VERY EYES)

As for those who might find these charges hard to believe, let this be said.
If the true scope and size of this organizations operations for the past eight
years could be completely grasped by the average American, it might knock him
off his feet. The best way to help one to visualize the extent of this operation
is by simply saying: The United States treasury is empty. This country has been g
bankrupted!(while Germany has again become the richest nation in Buropej—— - > 7

Yor the benefit of those who might prosecute or convict these people, it should
be noted that there nre many people, here in the United States and in Europe and
other countries, who were entrapped and ensnared into this organizations operatione
thru no complete fault of their own. For not only did this organization operate
in the shadows, with little publicity, but they have always held themselves forth
as American(which it originally was) and democratic, when the truth is that every
effort of it has been pointed in the opposite direction of our way of life,.

It might also be said that we Americans have never been a vengeful people or
ones to0 hunger for revenge. It is always best to remember those words, 'mercy and
forgiveness' when judging another, for every man should remember and hope that
he also will he shown mercy by his Breator in his final iudgment.




capable of starting her own war, joining either eide, or even controlling
and dir;ecting j‘bh sides thru the 'CIA’'. ,
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vt ‘It sh'ould also be ‘ed that when the forefathers ¢ ‘his country founded
* : it,- they .founded a w.  of life, and then laid out a g. rnment to suit that
way of life. It was laid out like a tree, a three-limbed tree, one planted in
special soil to bear a certain kind of fruit. They noted, at the time, that it
i might be necessary, someday in the future, during certain times of stress, for
: small branches or twigse to be grafted to this tree, or one of its limbs, and direly
warned their future progeny that whenever this might happen those branches, or
twiges, must be vigilantly watched, lest they duddenly shoot up and outgrow the
~whole limb, or even overwhelm the whole tree.?
Lastly, it might be noted that it is nrobable that mankind will alwaya be troub-
led with such people as Hitler and his Gestapo, Stalin and the OGPU, and von Braun
P and Dulles and the CIA, for their most likely will always be men on this earth who
P/ feel that the greatest wWoy of life should be the vanity and glory of having others
: sub jugated to theirwill and command. It is unlikely that any preventative will
}/ ever be found for this, but only such remedies as the vigilance of the people
i will prescribe when needed. If there ever will be a preventative for such thing
i as tyrannies, wars, inhumanities, etc. it must be that day when all children on.
earth will be taught, as the first worda they are taught; “ihe gift of God is
love, the greatest beauty of life, and thou must love thy neighbor as much as thyse:

The Peonle of the United States of Ar

! The Constitution of the United Stntes exptrécitly and undeniably states

&éﬁﬁfa/’ that it is against the law for any organization to exist in this country which

O w-constders-itaelfgreater or more important 4han the will and desire of the
people, or their representatives. This is The Law of the Land.
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;? \ ‘{/é Tolson
Parsons

UNITED ¢._ ; M Mopr”
mont
é Callahan
> Memorandum A
u‘f“; \\ %;é Evans
oy Malone
i TO : Mr. A. H. Belmon DATE: 4-14-61 fosen
\i Trotter
N f W.C. Sullivan
Tele. R
FROM . b T Ingram oo
— Gandy

SUBJECT: ALLENﬁRSt?ES ﬁ,}fwyfﬁ
C}‘ {‘// s / w_s"’m:fe[

For your information Dulles is departing for San Juan,
Paerto Rico, on the night of 4-15-61, and will remain there.
tHY¥oUgh Monday, 4-17-61., His wife will be accompanying him.
Dulles is scheduled to make a speech before a university group
on Monday.

fiijﬁ;;;imﬁwz

A
ACTION: , }/5%ﬁ§ﬁ@£,

W

For information.
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FROM | : o Ingan
5 v . EVALUATION INTERNAL SECURITY - b NV {%{?%éi?c N
! SUBJECT:  CENTRAL AMERICAN COUNTRTES N .
L7C W gy 976! AWISEs
: Pursuant to instructions, Arent Papich’'a fended a briefing QS
| at 11 am. 4/25/61 in the office ofl %

!

.

k

1

£t

?

- months. The team will c'lﬂ on _each embassv _and

Tollowing information was dcveioped:

Papich will be a member of the team which will travel to &\
the following countries in the order mentioned: Panama, Costa Rica, O
Nicaragua, Bl Salvador, Honduras, Guatemala, and Haiti. Papich is & -
denartAnw Washington, D. C., 6:25 pm, 4/26/61 via National Airlines, & ég:
arriving “New York (1ty 7:45° pm; departlng New York City 10 pm via Panm
Americen Airways, arriving Panama 4:23 am, 4/27/61. The team will
return to the US 5/17/61, v 5

LI Ao

The purpese of this trip will be: (a) To evaluate the current
threat of communism and procormunist forces in each country; (b) To

assess the potential of each country to suppress, combat, or control
t%e threat. .

v
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The members of the team are|

lthe State Department;]

International Cooperation
Administration (JTCA);| Department of Defense.
The Liaison Agent was Informed that a representative from the Army

and the Navy will join the team; the identities were not made available.

(&’ y"‘"a;?'«‘i? I

A1l members of the team, with the exception of Papich,: have
heen receiving briefings for the past few days on each countrg
fact, as indicated below, the organization of this team goes back a few

| Depar tment. This material upon receipt will he in the
| | State Department; home phone,

priefings will be i1ncluded by the Commander in (hier orf our (aribbean
forces at Panama. The team members will be asking questions, jall for
the purpose of developing information for evaluation and assessment.

At the end of the visit in each country the team will prepare a summary-
type report, including recommendations which will be sent to the e

r

Qﬁi&éiNAL COPY FILED IN

Ny tcam member 1s free to voice a dlqsent on any g01nt and can g0 on
record for future reference. TEach team\member including the Bureau b3

,. N
SIPimls (8) y [lg2 -7 /;)"Z’ﬁ

1-%r. Parsons: 1-Mr, Belmon@? 1-Mr, D ho‘éE"CORDm Lt
1.Mv. Pranican; 1- IOTCI“R L dlSOQNUhl MAY 5 1961 & MAY

1-Mr, Papich; 1- lelso _
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Meomo to Mr., Belnont
e

RE:  EVALUATION INTERNAL SECURITY - CENTRAL AMERICAN COUNTRIES

representative, will participate in the collection of information.

No over-all report will be prepgared by the team at the end of the

trip unless plans are changed. 1is entire mission has developed

into scmewhat of an emergency-tvpe operation due to the Cuban crisi.]&!‘
The idea is to do everything possible to keep the 1id on potential ‘kwqg\
explosive situations until correctional programs, such as foreign

aid, educaticn, ctc,, can be improved and expanded. No attempt will

be madz to look into the deep-rooted problems in the area, such as

past political history and social and economic ills,

did comment that the team was unique in that
nothiny fike this had been done before in the particular area. He

hopes that it will lead to improvement. He stressed that so far :
there really has not been a true focal point for receiving, coordinating,
and analyzing information developed in the Central America area. He
indicated that the information has been spread out in various agencies.

No contacts will be made with officials of the country
governments unless the Ambassador recommends that this be done,

No information was volunteered which would shed any light
on developments which led to the selection of the Bureau representative.

1|

!

|did make the statem
olod That an FBL represeniative was in the goroup.

|
|
|

The Cuban crisis led to

an enlargement of the team's original ob_]ectlveﬂ WM

With reoard to the team members | |

[Tor the bHtate lepartment on programs involving

in Central America. oT ICA has also been engaged in this work.
(Bufiles have not beeWw TeVIZwed concerning team members.)
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Memo to Mr. DBelmont
Re: EVALUATION TNTERNAL, SECURITY - CENTRAL AMERICAN COUNTRIES b7C

., With regard to communication, Papich will be able to use
State Department channels., Any messages from the Bureau can be
transmitted through mentioned above.

Legal Attache, Mexico City, is being advised concerning

instant matter.
L7C

This team operation is essentially being handled by the
State Department. It is not known what instructions have been received
from the White House or any other point. stated that no
publicity is being given to this entire matter and if any questions-
are asked at any stopover, the answer being given by the team chairman
is that the groun is traveling on an inspection of US operations.
It is very doubtful that this team will travel without some press
comment and speculation with regard to the true objectives.

OBSERVATIONS:

As reflected above, the Bureau representative was called
into this picture late, and it will be necessary for him to become
oriented rapidly as the trip develops. This can be done.

Based on information made available, it does not appear
that there will be any situation which will expose the Bureau to any
potential damage or commitment., Since the original work of this

| evoup did touch on police training, we may wish to bear in mind that
R s 2

|

at some point in the future, the Bureau could be asked to participate
in training of police and security forces.

ACTTON:

Agent Papich will participate in the team assignment, but
will not make any commitments which could in any way be interpreted
as an FBY position, policy, or stand, If at any time an issue is
raised and a request is made for a specific Bureau position on a matter,
the Agent will make it clear that this should be referred to the
Sedt of Government.

The Agent will collect all pertinent information as the
assionment progresses for appropriate reporting and future use of
the Dureau,

CXN
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yACe— )(GRIE'VANCE PROCEDURES

. Reference is made to my memorandum dated April 19,(,
1961, concerning a proposed Executive Order to set up a
uniform grievance procedure for all Government agencies.
7 )

b1
b3 5
}
A
|
. 1o
b3 g
E;:
On April 19, 1961 g
[ Atomic Energy Commission (AEC), al
advised that AEC had been in telephonic contact on the afternoon £
of April 18, 1961, with]| :
CsC, to i how the proposed Order would affect AEC, |
said that |stated that the Order won't be applicable to AEC. -
It is notec at all employees of AEC are in excepted positions as
(1 are Bureau's. employees. It 1s further noted that from information
th “ S - T e
%gf)) ban/”' 4&,/1& S ‘ - $0752
1 - Hr. Parsons/ L‘a» " ey a gl NOT REOO””"”
1 - Mr. Belmdnt ¥ . 16 MaY o 1961 ‘;
1 - Mr. Mohr j
1 -|Mr Callahan 68IMAY 15196! A S——— STy i
1- }},»’ e S
*1 = Liaiso \ e Tl
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DATE: 03-11-2005%
CLASSIFIED BY A0290 auc boe/mlt/amw AAG--derivative
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Memorandum
Re: GRIEVANCE

that AEC made

between

afternoon ox

ACTION:

® " SEBRET ®

bicC

to Belmont

ROCEDURES

given 1bys to AEC's contact w1th|;| it appears
en

its contact with him subsequ
and the Bureau Liaiso

0 the discussion

n representative on the early
-18-61, at which time| stated his position
to the effect that there would have tTo be an exemption provision
covering FBI and similar agencies in any proposed Order.
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/ FROM : b7a o

SUBIECT" b1 ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
BJECT: I_‘ HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT 3
‘ I::':I WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE - N\
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|  Liaison is following closely and will keep you adviséd. :

DATE: 03-11-2005
CL%@SSIE‘IED,‘E&Y B02930 auc boe/mlt/anw  AAGC--derivative
DECLASSIFY ON: 25% 3.3(1) 03-11-203D

ol 8JPiK1h i -

| (6) | ﬁ@&?ﬁ 2? | %am REGSRDED 5&%
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UNITED STATES GOVF™ _JENT ’ Mohr
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Evans
Malone

TO

CEET B —
pate: April 25, 1961 Hosen
Trotter
W.C. Sullivan
"~ Tele. Room
Ingram
Gandy

FROM @ S, J. Papicf"ﬁ

SUBJECT

Reference is made to Washington Field Office letter
dated April 14, 1961.

o}
it

5
O3]

[l8)er

b3

ACTION:

JP ba%
(5) et
ALL INFORMATTON COMTATNED

1 - Mr. Branigan HEREIN I§ UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT
1 __i WHERE SHOWN OTHEEWISE
1 - Liaison n7e ,

1 - Mr. Papich

» REC- 95(5 = ﬁ‘i}af “

ﬁgﬁ ‘%\-@%

DATE: 03-11-2005

CLASSIFIED EY &02%0 auc bee/mlt/amw derivative
DECLASSIFY UN: 25X 3.3(1,6) D3-11-2030 5 E]’
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m 8‘% . DATE: 03-11-2005 :
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1-Mr . Paru ~ -
1-Mr. Belmont
1-Liaison

1-Mr. Papich
1-File 67-135387

?ﬁ’“ | April 24, 1961
BY LIAISON
PERSONAL

Q
T
- ‘\“
&
&

b3
m
o  Dear |

I have ﬁgem advised that you are being transferred
from your duties in the counterintelligence field to a new
overseas assigament.

During the past several years, representatives of
the PFederal Bureau of Investigation have had the pleasure
of working with you on numerous sensitive matters af mutual
interest to the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the
Central Intelligence Agemcy. At all times we have found
to be extremely cooperative and considerate. Your enthus astie
and constructive approach t¢ counterintelligence problems
provided a gratifying relationship. o

¥We in the Pederal Bureau of Imvestigatiom wish~ tn
express our appreciation for your fine assistance. We d@n
bt

-0, sy

B HdET ¢ ¥y

wish you every success on your new assigament.

Sincerely yours,

#00Y 9NIQY3

SJP:ban/sap (A

N (7 See, [ to Bglm_nx;_daxad_A_ZI_ﬁﬁ C}féé
238 Lo Le: ]

D3
Tolson &
;g;srons e | I SJP bano "{(Z‘ ‘//ﬁ (M%- I?, _g )
Belmont iy vl . ‘93 2’ d’ ‘/3 i“
Callahan RS . ﬁ‘»;’; 3 :
Conrad o L ) 2; Er!
" DeLoach vet
SV;Jns )
alone P T
Rosen ﬁy / % f p %{ b
Tavel o : " ﬁ .
Trotter o e g L .
w.C. Sulluh:m ——— /" : % %’;
Tele. ROOmz——-—-—t < / ]
Ingram d é; :

Gandy MALL Roowm TELETYPE UNIT L]

ALL INFORMATION COMTATMHED
HEREIN IS UNCLASRBIFIED
DATE (03-11-2005 BY 602920 auc bee/mltsamw
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UNITED STATES J 4‘ ‘ , "
: ' : Mr. ’Iw‘o'lson__75’
Memor(,vl vwvuvs n % Mr. Pazsons
‘ 4 Mrff;ohr%

M§. Bel gl;t—._kzl

TO : DIRECTOR, FBI DATE: 4/21/61 Mre lahan

bl M+, Conrad.
Mr. DeLeach e
Mr. Evans.———
FROM SAC, —| |: S:| Mr. Malone
Mr. Rosen e
Mr. Tavel

Mr. Trotter.

SUBJECT:
bl ] ¢

105

Mr. W.C.Sullivan

>
o
~1
@

ReBulet 2/2/61.

7

| SRR

Shiotr
N
¢ ke

‘L?)q\ﬂ;’ oy
o

bl
b3

- Bureau (RM) - REC- 22

| [y e g gz 4
STIITT ‘ |: S:I (r “ B (:”\ /\S ﬁ ot ot LS
3 ) b 1 ALL THFORMATION CONTATMED ey '

HEREIN IS UMNCLABZIFIED EXCEPRT

}/ Q«}A WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE
e G MAY 151961 10 . %
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Office Mer  1dum

TO  : DIRECTOR, FBI

FROM LEG AT,

SERKET e

UNITED 5 GOVERNMENT

DATE: Appril 18, 1961

': 5 :' bl

SUBJECT:

TR

i LA 7 Ll e pn o s IRy Y

bl 1 4

b3

TR 6 i .00z APR 28 1967

e b
. s
LA

ALL THEORMATTON CQONTATWED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPRT
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE

DATE: 03-11-2005
CLASSIEIED BY 602%0 auc beoe/mlt/amw AAG
DECLASSIFY OM: 25x 3.3(1,8) 03-11-2030
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DATE:

SEXFET
EET o °

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
April 18, 1961

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

In Reply, Please Refer to
File No.
(5] bl
b3
02
| | o

furnished information as follows:

bl
LI
5]
bl
b3

ALL THMEFORMATION CONTATHED
HEREIN IS5 UMNCLASEIFIED EXCEPRT
WHERE SHOWH OTHERWISE

03-11-2005

CLASSTIFIED BY 60290 auc boe/wlt/anw AAG
DECLASSIFY OM: 28% 3.3(1,6) 03-11-2030
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Tolson

Parsons .

UNITED STATES GOVE! o Vb

M em()mna’z - MWZ

& X Malone
o Mr. Belmonyj /¥ _ DATE: April 21, 1961 Tovel
brc ‘ [:"j" /,‘v mﬁ ‘ ;‘rlfgt.tesrullivan
o FROM . ‘W] - « ;I‘ele. Room
H N A g _.“ naram ;
j -y LERNTE LG, 4//\/7’[¢//rf Wik ,{?f, /{}/ 70 ?{ /
3 SUI?J:I%%{'% %Y M v%-»;}”;}
b‘./ 2y 2] - L
e x{ ’W‘
T
b7C R
| ]
18
" bl
Files do not disclose any derogatory information. 03
b3
b7C
4

It is reSpectfull commende- t at:theveﬁélbéea 1ettef
be sent by the Director to |thanking him for his cooperation
and wishing him well on his next assignment. Sp

wllt £-(fde

ORI
successor has not been selected. L1a1son w11

follow and report.

s

Mr. Parsons
Mr. Belmont
Liaison

Mr. Papich
File 67-135387

62-80750

$2 b i et b
te g

-

Yo R Gt
Enclosurgnfv-~ﬂ« 7
sl éé/éﬂ"ﬁ::ﬂ

5EMA 8 1361 103 5.

'R 03-21-2005
5 0250 auc bes/mlti/anw  derivative
< 3,301, 6) D3-21-2030
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OFTIONAL FORM NO. 10 \} . y .
UNITED STATES s ﬁ «%
elmon

Callahan

Memorw,... . o

Evans
5&}# Malone
T0 © Mr. Belmont(}ﬁﬁyvfﬁv - April 26, 1961 Torel

FROM ‘;ﬁii,., %é o B i{yp PLG f;s::?
'ggmb cz:h Lo’

SUBJECT: %RAL INTELLIGENCE _AGENCY. (c14)

Al vt e i R S AT MR

As can be readily understood by an analysis of press /

statements

Wost CIA %@
employees readily accept Dulles' resignation in the very near

future and at the latest within three months. The President
possibly might keep him on long enough to permit Dulles to officially

J}ﬁ;bp.the new CIA building. The general feeling is that General Maxwell“
Lay

P

lor will become the new Director of CIA.

If Taylor becomes Director of CIA, General Cabell will bégw*
obllged to resign as Deputy Director of the Agency: The law does
not permit - military men to be Director and Deputy Di ector of the,
Agency - at the same time. g Z 0‘? PO g /

- 1
ACTION: 130 em oway 4 19w

In view of the above, it is going to be absolulely necessary
to keep on top of all developments affecting CIA reorganizatien,
bearing in mind that any changes there and any new personnel could
have a bearing on the Bureau's work. Liaison will follow this very
closely. {]

1 - Mr. Parsons
1 - Mr. Belmont
1 - Liaison

1 - Mr. Papich

G aMay 1

ALL INFORMARION CONTAIN
HEREN 'Q%measu EE%EPI
WHERE SHOfM OTHERWISE, -
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UNITED STATES GO\J

Memomna’um

i ) —
TO : The Director DATE: ///nv} i i:,,

FROM N. P. Callahan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

%wm@ﬁ o the

ﬁ@’

sulsberger of tie %@%‘@w %@W |
too publie, &
~ada plated i £

ALT THFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UMCLAZSESIFIED
DATE 03-21-2Z005 BY G0Z290 aue beoe/mlt/amw

9. J0'752 -
ECORDED
P P
SMAY 251951 e e

In the original of a memorcmdum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for /! Y ;,; ) /,.,;_: £l was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s aftention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

/ f;"«j—«’ St
fd

£

# 7‘ %‘/ .

s

P

Original filed in: 1/ / /,
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QINONAL FOUK, NO, 19 /‘ ) .

NNCTED STALES S ANT
Memoran.. n
- TO s MR, MOHR

;LVV . / \ Vg’"

FROM : J'. Fs IMI,ONE

/’ﬂ“j i _
SUBJECT: NAVAE' WAR COLLEGE
C? NEWPORT RHODE ISLAND _

- AENTREL. TATELL JGENCE AT E,

o SA| |An attendance at the
above captioned college, furnished the following summary _.“/;
of his activities: ) fwg' '
ACADEMI C~CAPABIEITY STUDIES \ ;/g, P

Prom March 24th to the present each branch of

the Armed Forces has presented a lecture designed to familiar-
ize the students with the current organization, functions,
characteristics, capabilities and limitations of their reg-

Speciive service. In each instance at least one lecture was
devoted to the work of military research and development and
the needs ojf the future.

The entiré program was most informative and re-
vealed some surprising insighits into current capabilities
of the Armed Forces. Perhaps the most significant foct is

qthe limited capability of the U. S. Army which has been
drastically reduced, due to budget limitadtions. Based on
these presentations an overall evaluation of the U.5. Armed
Forces reflects that with the possible exception ojf the Air
Force, the Army, Navy and Marines have suffered drastic
ireductzons in personnel and effective up to date equipment
since the Korean conflict, This condition explazns the
students’ unanimous support of President Kennedy's progream to
build up the conventional forces to a par with our nuclear

capability. ALL INFORMATTICON CONTATNED
HEREIN IS UNCLABSIFIED
DATE D3-21-2005 BY 60290 auc bee/ml/tamw

1 - Ur. Malome L el «(/? 7&"&‘“’*

1 - Mr. Belmont (Att: Mr. Sullivan) NOT e RECORDED
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/ —

BICASTRONAUTICS - "HUMAN ENGINEERING" FOR SPACE FLIGHT

On April 20, 1961, the Air Force, as part of
its program, offered a lecture on Bicastronautics in which
the ejj%cts of space flight on humans were examined. This
lecture was considered the high point of the program and
revealed some significant observations. In spite of claims
that the Russians erceed only in booster power, it was
shown that they are also far ahead in the field of
Bioastronautics experimentation, due to their constant
emphasis on this program. The United States, once ahead in
this field, has fullen behind due to lack of funds. Present
plans call for renewed emphasis in this field. GSome in-
teresting theories wére put forth concerning possible future
"human eng;neerzng jbr space flight. As an erample of
this human engineering, consideration is being given to
drugging a space traveler so that he will be in a suspended
state of life for ertended periods and only awake once a /
day for a short period. Another possibility is the surgzcal{/
\removal of the intestines to allow the man to exrist on
dietary pills without the problem of bulky jfood.

RECOMUENDATIONS

None. JXFor information.
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NATIONAL ARCHIVE

DATE ¥/F/92 s

»/;;.ﬁ
b gy

In ccunectian with your mta ‘-_ ,st in this matter
s _that you may wish to study the follewjhig, which veory h}miy aw
e —available ga tha White House:!fewy./

i ero— &y s WP b ')ﬂ Cove’r memo > BéAmont to Par

: tg\llahan P SJP.

“nrad \
;Lm‘““‘* (Classifled top-a‘om cate e e RERHX £fax Central Int

o — » S‘HEB A* / ' ché-Agency; Report for
e - rl'I 1961(- SJIRrjnd rade

e W oo o T YN SR ez, e

. Sullivan

,rimR”'" __. _( fcrac ricwat ©31HQ by b7C
indy HSCA re_!//0[7% _reques

-~ (See Bufile #6! 2-117290)
CDIE L vman 2,):0/73




The Attorney General

7 PR
{1) The National Securit fﬂ&ﬁ%ﬂﬁ?%94? and the Natienal _—\

&

Security Council Directives affecting CIA. .

o {2) A re ort entitled, "The Central Intelligence Agency 5
and National Organization for Intellfgerfée,” prepared by Allen W. | /
?géées, William H. Jeckson, and Mathias F. Correa dated January 1,,fr¢f

: (3) A report covering a study of US intelligence prepared
by Lieutenant Gemeral J. H. Doolittle in 1954,

(4) The General Mark W. Clark Task Force Report, May, 1953.‘@,{,

(5) Reports and studies which have been prepared by the gﬁg
President's Board of Consultants on Foreign Intelligence Activities ¥
§§§gh was established by the past aduinistration on January 14, '

(6) The Joint Study Group Report on Fcr@i%n Intellige
Activities of the US Government dated bDecember 15, 1960.

In addition, you should bear in mind that over the y i
various Bills have been intreduced in Congress to establish a ;
"Watchdog Committee" to periodically check and survey intelli - ;
operations, particularly those handled by CIA. I am not Tamf !
with the nature he rgsearch and study conducted by the a

of these Bills. J/&i@‘s ‘

Enclosure




Belm

”v . K;)PIIQN;Q FORM N«O.. "‘SMET’ . Toteon
. UNITED STATES GOVERia IT . _ : ® Mﬁ%
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Memorandum mii‘;‘;“"

Del.oach
Evans

TO : Mr, D, J. Pars

AUy, amanane -
e 7Y ] "":*ﬁl‘x:‘rsg«q

pFRoM oo AL HY Be

EXTENDED _’“’ TP

,‘e’ SUBJECT: CENTRAL WNTELLIGENCE AGENCY o ,&,/L prannn !
\ REFPCRT FOR THE-@AIRGRNIW GENERAL R
\{ APRIL’ 1961 it m l 7 it T
4 b Liabd 4 IR, 4 CINDIRE ki
q q 2N ﬁ Mk‘ Rl
Q#" There is encloéed hereq’ to the At
N¢ el d with document ring
.‘36 [
§§~ b = @)
SN A In preparing material. for the Attorney &én y/we

IS worked on the premise that any document he receives undoubtedly
q will come to the attention of CIA., e feel that the Attorney

Y General very likely will show the document to the President and
Jo it can be safely assumed that at that point HcGeorgde Bundy would
' be agiven the opportunity to review the material,

22 . N
et T T T g
SRATT gz dye

Eeclzs

X AN
In preparing the suggestions to the Attorney Ge&t

every effort was made to be nost objective., Ifention was not made
of some items which have been of an extremely controversial nature;

for example, we did not ln.o_min_thg_ﬂb_x.eﬂ_of_mrﬂmatmn_uf__ b3
intellicence operations. -

and we in. the Bureau have been careful 10 make certaif..
thatl coord; i . r t4 d e

[

- Hr. Parsons

Hr. Belmont

-~ Liaison Section
- Iir, Papich

B el e e
]

SJP:nck (5) Enclosures

ATT, THEORMATTON CONTATHWED DATE: N3-21-2005
HEREIN I§ UNCLAESIFIED EXCEPT EmET CLASSIFIED BY 60290 auc bee/nlt/famw
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE DECLASSIFY OM: 254 3.3(1,6) 0N3-281-2030




Hemorandum Belmont to Parsons

-REs CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
REPORT F0X THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
APRIL, 1961

bl oz 5 Ad :
03 o _ 18

With regard to the section pertaining to key gersonar i
considerable care was employed in phrasing all of the langquage.

b3 //-'
bicC

The Director made reference to ]

-

ACTION &

For informatione ’g




’ The Attorney General

h
\

M o

Director, ¥BI

Riny 8, 1861

1 - Mr. Parsons

1 - Mr. Evans
Yor your inforpation [ received a telegram on kiay 8, 1961,
zigned by b7Cc /S
[ | This telegram reads as OLOWS: ’
[ have tnformation concerning the cavrent
investigation of the ClA which I consider
important. Will be at Attorney Generals
Cffice, Pittsburgh Pa. at 3 PM 9 May. -
Please advige Altorney General, m o=
5,
This will confirm information orally furnished to your Y =
inistrative Assistant on the eveuning of May 8, 1881, Cur files o NSRS
in no information which ean be identified with the sender of S
slegramn.

. ]
Mo further action will be taker by the FBIT in the %&s%w& s

GuesFirom you.
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ATLL FRT INFORMATION COMTATNED
HEREIN If UNCLABSSIFIED

DATE 04-11-20805 BY 60230 ausc boedmlt/amuw
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FEVERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
u. 8. ﬂemamsm OF JUSTICE

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION /,
MAY 8 1961 W/Zf/

WESTERN UNION

Pele, Rmm
Mz, Ing 0
Migs Ga -~ -

M1 L45P EDT MAY & 61 SPOCO43 PCOL2
37 NL COLLECT WASHINGTON PENN €

5
|
L4

EF s FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

’WFOEHATION CONCERNING THE CURRENT Iﬁ\TCTIPATION OoF E ’x -

4ICH I COWQIDYR IMPORTANT. WILL BE AT é?%OPNFV CLNT3A s
TCBUP H PA. AT 3 PM 9 MAY, PLEASE K§?ISE ATTOPNE&“"«W [—

2 MAY 10 1965

ALL INFORMATION COMNTATNED
HEREIMN IZ UNCLARSIFIED
DATE (03-21-2005 BY 602920 auc boe/mltsamw




WESTERN UNIQN |
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DIAOL: 445P EDT HAY & €1 SPOCOL3 PCOA2 |
%}ﬁ’ﬁe&i@?ﬁ 37 NL COLLECT VASHINGTON PEMY 8 _
THE “Fuzer ¢ FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIC Amm
/' ASHDC T
1 HAVE iz%ﬁ@?"%ﬁxﬁﬁ?‘ wmmme: “THE_CURRENT INVEST
BIE CIA UHICH I rmmmm ZWWTM% WILL BE AT
FTICE, PITIZEU ’f.?m AT EM z&#-%@i&?& PLEASE Al
EWERAL R |

AL

-.-MR. MOHR FOR DIRECTOR

1 9 @ 7 R 7

ALL TNFORMATION CONTATNED
HEREIN Ib UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 03-21-2005 BY S0220 auc boe/mlt/amw




Fox Infoxmational tuxposes Qnly

z.s remcvex Ircm thils flle and replaced with
I 2f the or.ginal were accessioned to the
n.ves and Recerds Administration (NARA) pursuant

eccrds Collection Act of 1992. Provision of the ?

e —

puklic release until the year 2017; therefore, the pages have
NOT necessarily reen released for public review in their
"entirety.

Under the JFK Act, originals to all material deemed i
assassination records must be accesssioned to NARA regardless 1
of whether the material is open in full or released with
infcrmation peostponed. Therefore, any documents or pages \
from FBI files accessioned to NARA pursuant to the JFK Act \
sre no longer ccnsidered the possession of the FBI. The

=3

sy
AL
e b
vl

icate pages nave been .nserted strictly for research

R
ircoses.

The copies contained rerein do not necessarily show
the most up-to-date classification.

- d o

“

To attain & copy of the publicly released version of

.ntained in the J¥K Collection at the NARA
.o Coi.ege parxk, M2, ycu may, contact the JFK Access
A~

a.s were removed from this file
7¥ Co.lection at NARA:

ATLT THNFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I8 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 03-21-2005 BY 602%0 auc bose/mlt/amw

JFK Subiect Identifier
CF A

for NARA purposes)
Additional Request %

éz-Yo?fﬂ**Z?a? ’WM. K 747/4&%/{7
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Fox Infoxmationzl Tuxposes Qnly
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‘SE)P"O:AL FORM NO. 10 SXEET '-;" Tolson
UNITED STATES GO . 1. _ . Moneone

Belmont

Memoran...... o
\,\ Evans
\5 o MR. EVANSG parg:  B-1-61 o
\ . X ) ;Tét.t;rullivun
FROM . C- H' STANLEY (}Eéé-\ giiiSIgégélgiogFjZ?D auc boefmlt/ amw g‘:z‘.mmcm
i DECLASSIFY ON: 25X 3.3(1) 03-21-2030 andy
bl
SUBJECT:
b3 (3 )
N INFORMATION CONCERNING prc
. % On Saturday afternoon, 4-29-61, Mr. Andrew F. Oehmann, 47 f{gﬂlé-*
- Executive Assistant to the Attorney General, called and advised the i f"
Attorney General's office had received a telephone call from | b3
! ‘Z \ : 1 :§ . ! b7 C
i According to Mr. Oehmann] |
- N | indicated he >
.~ jhad some information that would be of value to the Attorney General con-
o ; | b7C
.- |cerning]
~ | | Mr. Oehmann inquired as to whether the
g‘;;; Bureau Could interviewl | ALT TT'JFF?R:TUTATT‘F?N 4(‘:ONTATVT'JET3W »
Yo, i HEREIN If UNCLAZESIFIED EXCEERT - e
&.\% ) i WHERE ZHOWN OTHERWISE : o
. The Washington Field Office was immediately contacted and '
T ! requested to contact]| |to determine what information he b3
. | possessed. Late on the afternoon of 4-29-61, Washington Field advised that _
i |had called the Silver Spring Resident Agency on the evening b7C
X | of 4-27-61 and was interviewed by the Resident Agent. The Resident Agent . . |: g :|
“; indicated to the field office that| lhad nothing specific but merely
<) { indicated he felt that e )
Q Py
f«‘i

[According to the Washington Field Office, the results of

the interview with| bre being forwarded to the Bureau as a matter, " -
of information. ke 108 REC: 76 éﬂ 2. S 7E Y &?"

Mr. Oehmann was subsequently advised on the mornin % YI%Z% e
1961, concerning the results of the previous interview WithI:ﬁ{ Slath’ AR
he appreciated the qui i erned, no.further .- .

action was necessary. e

[

105) 8&”/}

RECOMMENDATION:

1)

bl

B3




SERRET

- r. anley
1 - Mr, Cleveland
The Attpmey ral May 9, 1961
y £X- 108 DR
A3 \ i =7 . ri «;K «;:y fi*é
E Director, FBI 2. 6%; 7 73 2 $ ¢
]
N T — 3 o :I |
b3 NG S
..1-‘ ;;J
bl On Anril 28 1061 > =
was interviewed by a Specml ﬁgent of the Bureau at ms request Z =
b7C  There is enclosed a_mse ALe0 i — ' -3 el
mation furnished by T
I 151
This will confirm information furnished to Mr. Andrew F.
epresentative of this Bureau on May 1, 196l, since B
had contacted your office. o
e mformauon furmshed byl lis also being
bl ' '
11
b3 i Il 5 |I
b7C

Enclosure

DATE: (0Z-21-2005%
CLASSIFTED BY A0290 auc che/mlt/anw deriwvative
DECLABSLEY QN: Z5X 3.3 (1) 03-21-2030

v

1 - Mr, Belmont - sent direct

CHS:dlb , NOTE On Saturday, 4-29-61, Mr. Qe¢hmann of the
- ' {‘/ Attorney General's Office telep?qucally contacted
)Jv‘ bl Mr. Evans’ OfflcF and talked with C. H. Stanley.
- Oehmann advised called AGjs
& e Office. Washington Field was 1mmedrately instruct-
b MAILED 2 p7c  to interview Subseque’ntly on same day

Porsons MAY 9 1960 | oo WEQ‘?advmed had’ ;béen interviewed by
ohr — ' —_— lver kprlng Rem@qnf Agency on ‘eveiling of 4-28-6!
Comrad coMA: Aished Oehmann on Mondav, 5-1- 61
e 7
Malone
Rosen
Tavel
Trotter -
e oo 5
oo — MA[@"&%MB reverves o ]

ey 31

T




FD-36 (Rev. 12-13-56) 5 ; E]_ . | : I f,
. N B . I. d&”me.u
L ' : : ‘ : Mr. PaTsons
T ’ ’ ’ | | Mx. Mohr ”
FBI | o Coean—
(g PRARYE:R T ; BN
Rk 2
|
Date: 5/1/61 I
' |
Transmit the following in PLAIN TEXT |
(Type in plain text or code) jl
Via . ATIRTEL : I
(Priority or Method of Mailing)
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (Attn, Assistant Director EVANS) —————
FROM: SAC, BALTIMORE (62-0)
bl
SUBJECT: _ S
b3
INFORMATION CONCERLING

Og,f‘ V“L "‘Ifu*"’”

memorandum, this date, at Baltimore.

Enclosed are four coples of self “expl&f\#tory lef'aerheadf o

tion set forth herein was furnished SA|
|stated he furnished |

[He sald he desired To report this Matter T0
the FBI because of his high regard for our Bureau.

VA
~ S -
P 1:',&‘ - DATE: N5-20-2005 o~
“ ,3\@ AR w R
MHK:dfl e
(4) '
S

ALL INHORMATION CONTAIMED
HEREIN |I8 UNCLAZSIFIED EXCEPRT
WHERE HHQWN QIHERWLSE

(22 =00 750"
5 MAY &L 1961

s,
‘ﬁ

/FP

Approved: W ﬁ ﬁ

Special kﬁe it Ar‘x Charge




SEBEET
o

ALT, THFORMATTON CONTATHED 1 - Mr, Stanley
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEERT
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE 1- Mru Evans

1 - Mr. Cleveland

DATE: 04-19-2005
mte: May 9, 1961 CLASSTIFIED BY 60290 auc bee/mlt/amw

DECLASSIFY ON: 25¥ 3.3 (1) D4-19-2030 & .
To: Director
Central Intelligence Agency

Attention: Director of Security S
- From: John Edgar Hoover, Director

Subject: ] 15} o

o)
{0
-
144
WODY- OOV IY-0.03Y

o
-1
O

[was interviewed by a Special Agent of this Bureau at
his request.

There is enclosed a memoransdum datee& E@%a

This is being furnished for your information and no
further action is contemplated by this Bureau.

3
& i 7
REG- 75 ./

. -

Enclogure

[

j“\., ': 4 ?”(,\(f
Tolson
Parsons
Mohr
Belmont
Callahan
Conrad .
DeL.oach o - 3 / i LT e A
Evans ’ T [ 1A
Malone
Rosen .
Tavel ¢ e e LI

# .
Trotter % N Y t,
W.C. Sullivan ™ f/j?';)/
Tele. Room /’V

Ingram
Gandy

|

MaIL room [ teLETYPE UNIT [

56 MAY 15 1961 /43 -




4 * ¥ i
. N
TIPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 i ‘ ' Tolson
P - Parsons .

UNITED STATES GO\ c ' ‘ Mohr

elmont
. & Callahan
emoranaum, .
/ * DeL.oach
g Evans
Malone

TO : Mr. Delgach DATE: 5-5-61 Towet

Tavel
Trotter

W.C. Sullivan

b3 Tele. Room
Ingram
Gandy

FROM D. C. Morrel¥

SUBJECT: e
]

R UT PHE
PHOTOGRAPH e

By letter of 4-24-61 the Director thanked|

O
(o8

acknowledged receipt of this letter by his letter of 4-28~61. In this letter he
requested one of the Director's autographed photographs.

Bufiles indicate that
| [ Bufiles

contailn no derogatory information concerning Elml b3

b3

Liaison Section recommends that[:request be granted.
‘ Liaison Section would like to personally deliver the photograph.

ALL INFORMATTION COMTATMIED
HEREIM I8 UNCLASSIFIED

RECOMMENDATIONS: DATE 06-13-2005 BY 90290 auc bee/mlt/amw

1. That the Director autograph one of his photographs for _

n accordance with his request. ool Koo/ e
on RG-S ey
%\%{' R, —
‘,,M-z"“ [

03 Belivere

/?/4 /.

6.6 MAY 1 849 f,@

RVA:jpr . 3
o Jpr N’J% TIAILED 25

AY S - 1961 |

_,""
' @ Al G 7
COMM-FBE




: . - »
O""IONAL FORM NO. 10 . . » Telson e,

"PUTSONE et mrem

UNITED STATES ENT A T ——

Belmont

Callahan

Memora 1 oo

Evans
[4 Malone

to | L. pATE: May 10, 1961 Tovel
Trotter

b7C w.C. Sullivan
Tele. Room

AL
. i b Ingram
i FROMY Gandy

S

¥

SUBJECT: |: E:I bl
e D3

INFORMATION CONCERNING

bl |:S:|

|18)

bl

ACTION: - é ’&
For information. ar

»

-
'ban ’('%,W ATT, TNFORMATTON CONTATNED
(3) # HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EBXCEPRT

WHERE SHOWN QOTHERWISE

1 - Liaison 10[ 5@
REC( 65 15," ,? /.:\;" ‘,{‘) gj’?‘) f,r' f)mw,.,- § ?)5 . . .
B . . [ gt wf!
Enclosure 5o s, s B
24 @ MAY 12196%

g !
W 7

DATE: [4-05-2005
CLASSTFIED BY 60290 auc bee/mlt/amw AAG--derivative
DECLASSIFY ON: 25¥ 3.3(1,8) 04-05-2030

— ST




.

“ 5
. .
7
e
P i
g g AT 5. S
-

ALL THEFORMATION CONTATNED

HEREIN I8 UNCLASEIFIED ' ' — R
DATE 03-25 5 BY BU2%0 auc bee/mlt/boe/amw ’ :

T




THE FOREIGN SERVICE : ‘¥ %

OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

) American Enbassy
&\1\ : :”‘ i;)" S
R‘a o 03
i 1/ f ./,l i 5[ N ] 1\'?.1’ w.C Sulll;lan
v / f - “Pele. Room.,
i ) o e - Mr. Ingram....__
Dear Mr. Hoover: o o K o Miss Gandy—._.
bl : T
* your representative in) = jeessmmmaep o
b3
forwarded to me the photograph which you so kindly provided, and
for which I would like to express my appreclation.
It has been a grest pleasure to me to have assoclated, both
personally and officie.]ly, with meny of the fine men who form parb
of your Bureau. In every case I have felt privileged to know and
ma:lntain official relationships with these men who are a eredit to
the:l.r organization and to your outstanding leadership. W\
You may rest assured, sir, whatever I can do personally or Ty
officially to support you and your Bureau will be done with 'c.h‘_w 4 /z,(
REg, b= 30750 = g7
greatest of pleasure. 324
Sincerely yours, 5 MAY 1&§1961
ALL INEOR] TOr COMTATHED

HERETM T4 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE U4-1%-2005 BY 60290 auc beesmlt/ amw

Mr."J. Edgar Hoover

/z’ . PFederal Bureau of Investigation

Department of Justice

P f;;

62 W L7160




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 15 ET .

INITED STATES G

| ;
- gy -
Mem 0 Td? ATT THFORMATTOMN COMWTAINED

HERETM I8 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWIEE

A :  Mr. Mohr pate: 5/9/61

¢ w.C. Sully 70 -
A{ 'Vj Tele. Flo‘O -
) /)“

Ingram

FrRoM : J. F. M

’ S o
3  SUBJECT: » Mjéyk

INFORMATION CONCERNING % v j A
# C;. ér & %}’ h, b r‘)
On May 4 a Special Agent with the b7C

State Bureau of Investigation of North Carolina, and|
e Fire M arshal's thce of North Carolina,

-.i—

| and one of the Bureau's best friends
in law enforcement, had 1nstructed 0 call at the Bureau for possible
assistance.

i

(3]

/v
WAL S

o

f—

(3]

bl
&hﬂ?gﬁ (?J‘i“‘””g m”{ﬁli:‘g}{ C”C‘%i\;wq ‘SW‘ b3

2 MAY 16 1961

)

JSR: smr %

3)

1- L1a1son Sect1

DATE: D4-13-2005
CLASSTEIED BY A02%0 auc bee/mlt/amw AAGS--derivatiwve

DECLASSTIEY OM: 25X 3.3(1) 04-13-2030




| |stated that the purpose of contacting the Bureau was

_to find out how hel

bl
b3

15

Throueh fiaisonl lwas nut in tonch with

o

&}
w

o
(@]

bl
b3

[igyoe

ACTION:

None. .. informative.

a3
A




Parsons
Mohr
Belmont
Callahan

+«CODED COPY i/_;:zf::d,E’

4-41 (Rev.2-13-61) S%ET . ‘
7 v Tolson

Evans
Malone
Rosen

Tavel
DATE: 04-07-2005 Trotter

CLASSIFIED BY 60290 auf bee/mlt/amw  AAG-—-derivative W.C. Sullivan
DECLASSIFY OM: 25X 3.3(1,6) 04-07-2030 Tele. Room
Ingram

= Radio & Teletype o

URGENT Babuebl jj) b9 PMOEST ™

, ) SR S

TO DIRECTOR entral jﬁ%"‘ﬁ;'@%ﬂ%’é%w’ Cgen: /
i

<)

s
RAVEE s 4

o

FROM SAC, MIAMI 052151

e
&

i

g

™
e
e

£ g
4

7 »
& At

s

yf‘:a Eal

o

A e

&F
i
Pl

&

=
=
g
=
@
g
it
3
=
joX
B3
s R i g bt
PaTETT A
?‘ a%?{'/g{f }&f»’}m/%
ot i - B o
ALL TINFORMATION COMTAINED } CORDED
HERETMN I& UNCLASSIFIED EXCEDT 5 iq
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWLISE A7 MAY i 1961 .
)
. . . . , . , , .. - ] 123
If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is susnostod that it be suitably
& ] & . ’ 88 Y
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau’s cryptographic systems. 4

SERRET




4-572 (Rev, 2-19-60) o
OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 . .
. .

UNITED STATES GOV

Memorandum

. o, 4 PR
TO : The Director DATE: /’ 7 / ‘;/

-1 FROM N, P. Callghan

4% %’%ﬁ %@“»%’*
%3%?’" %%il%i iﬁfrfﬁ

Original filed in

ATT TNFORMATION CONTATNED
HEREIN I® UNCLAZSIFIED
DATE 04-07-2005% RY 60290 auc bce/mlt/amw

e a} ¢ /‘-/ Eas
L )\.f{ bi\ ﬁiLCORDEQ
LI MAY 2F Tans

A D

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for & - 3 was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s at’tentlon. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files,

J/ '7/




SEBEET
TN
¢ ortioNaL foum NO. 10« % .

' "U NITED STATES GOVEl\uMENT

" ‘“}.\ Tols
o ar qtis
Mgmoran dum 'f;‘fLLj THFORMATION CONTATIMED allahan

HEREIN I8 UNCLABSSIFIED EXCEPRT

WHEKE SHOWN OrHERWISE ’ ﬁ’&;@ :
. ) oo Wona
TO : Mr, Be! ' pate: May 2, 1961 Rosen ‘
X Trotter b

/ , . ‘ w.C. Sutt M

: b7C ;é{ - _Tele. Rooff_____.

FROM ¢ ‘ Ingram — e

bl , , v

/ Gandy e
b3 't SUBJECT: A Lz gt @D)
’ //”

\ As approved in mv attached R
bl talked thls mormng w1th — :
b3 .
b7
| .
! S ——— —
+h At the 0utset.| |s:t;a;§gd that Papich haﬁ :o: s_aml:gi
tha B e - ¢ *
LB owever Ve € _Impression that Papic [ at_the. v
g&up should be more Kﬁl}l’:b;w,fed by the representat.; 3 2 :
nited StatEs a : counfries_which i ™
i '
b3 N\
15)

ot
>
bt

|of State reviewed the instructions which had =

been given the group, They are to evaluate the communist threat Q
in each country and aSSess the ability of each country to meet that =
threat, thereafter making recommendations concerning actions 1o be. -
taken ﬁy the United States to assist thése countries in maintaining &
their internal security. He said instructions had been given to =
all "country teams" in the areas to be visited to brief the visiting ®
group fully and he expected that the group would ask numerous questions

and develop information beyond that which was volunteered during the
, initial briefings. He said he would telephone the group 1

instruct him to encourage the group to ask questlons. I
’Enclosure ; ‘é”? }EQ L. S"Q - “

1-Mr. Parsons .

1-Mr, Belmont W nEmRD D o 1 196 b
1-Mr, Papich rs o, t%“my 12\196f . _11. _ ﬁ,
-L1a1son Section , &;u“ ‘- ot L — ,i?, "

Ky GAD,gngq@ (S) 7S N ['. ‘

BB R e - m«: ;] ZO0E o e m.,.w.w._m».wum.,m»nm
rjl; IED BY 60290 auc bee/mit/dw  AAG
S ET DECLASSTIEY OM: 252 3.3(1) 04-13-2030




 SEREET - .

ont

1 ' bl

X 53 | 03
| was completely s%mpathetlc to SA
Papich and pointed ou at papich had urged the group to be

more penetrative in its approach and to inquire into what was
going on, He said the group members_were apparently under
the impression that they should merely accept the information -

furnlshed them on the scene and, thereafter, recommend action

concerning such matters as the furn1sh1nz_nf_Iear_2as_nr_rlnI1
jcontrol training to local police. Both

]

o

agreed that this was a misunderstanding ,

o
(O%]

[stated
that he had tried to be guardedin his comments on the telephone
to and, as a result, iv the erroneous
impression which resulted in ca 0 us yesterday,
ACTION:
For information, has agreed to forward the

Bureau a copy of each report submitted by the group, ézéz;, b7C




OPYIONAL tom MO 0= E g

L . ', Tolson
o ! . Rarsons
* UNITED STATES GOVEKk.. MENT RS / :340:"
- elmon
. U( Caliahat
emoranaum | "
DeLoach.
Evans’
Malon® e
i N Rosen e
. TO : Mr. Belmont nate: May 1, 1961 Tavel
h7C . ( ALT, TNFORMATTON CONTATNED ;ig"?‘,mv,ﬂ
s HERETIM IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT T% ROOM e .
FROM . -.". - | | . WHERE SHOWM OTHERWLSE L

OB

' SUBJECT: Q

B3

5 =

Department o

|
State, telephoned at 4:45 p.m,, May 1, 196

l: t mhmﬂ_a.nd_x:eimed_
T

[ He stated
that "we have just heard“ that Papich 1is hav1n§ a rather hard time

':S:' We told |that Papich had been briefed bir State
concermng the purpose_of the trip and had reported to us following
the briefing as a result of which we coul

nder the impression that
and that we flatly doubted that Papich had made any

< could be so construed, We asked for the identity

source and, after he51tat1on he said he was meeting

'ce at State at 10:00 a ., on May 2. We then asked o7e
for an opportumty to confront the source ourselves and he said we
could do thls in his office at that time,

o

oy
(033

1

: I_t_:lrevmwed the purpose of the tour and his statement
conforms with tThe purpose as outlined in the memorandum. Wth‘, Pap1ch -

prepared after his briefing by State.

ENCLOSURY
ACTION: J @2 30750 =

®©RIGINAL COPY FILED TR 5 .

If you a v BiE% IsM aa 1&81 10 00 a,m,,
Tuesday, May 2, in off1 ge e racts fipsthand, We will
insist that the so

i\ 00T shut if he is at-au-fva
report as to what. Pap1ch is a]]eged )

Ommirlie=l}d S
)JR 1‘076
1-Mr, Parsons ’ AF‘ "
l-Mr. Belmont . ’
1-L1a1s&; Section ; o :

Foavigs
AN za~3ERQ £7

MAY 12 1%

e

. DATE: 04-11-2005 ..no .

CLASSIFIED BY 60:50 au bee/mlt/ amw
DECLASSIFY ON: 25X 3.3(1) 04-11-203

0

ARG




g May 16, 1961
s j AL ?
REC- 24 ba - 2 AT

b7C

Dear| |

Your letter of May 8, 1961, with enclosures, has
been received.

It is most encouraging to know that our young
people are alerting themselves to the menace of communism and -,
taking steps to help in the fight against it. I cannot, however, as Fr‘i
a matter of policy, take the action you suggested. Iam enclosingmj =
one of my statements which gives suggestions for those who are — 5§
interested in aiding this Bureau in the internal security field.

19, M40 & 51 g

®O0d

Sincerely yours,
. Edgar Hoover

John Edgar Hoover
ALT, THMFORMATTON CONTATNED
HEREIN I® UNCLABSIFIED DireCtor
DATE D4 11-2005 BY G0290 auc bee/mlt/amw

E:nclosure
4-17-61 statement re Internal Security
NOTE: Bufiles reflect nothing derogatory on correspondent. In April, 1961,

he wrote to the Director commenting on the April 1 LEB Introduction and
his letter was cordially acknowledged sending communism reprmts The \

statement currently being furnished was not sent at that time. 1’139@
%fg reflect no record of the Btudents Associated Against %talitg;;;ah;s
TolSon gf; . {
Parsons it
;7 fohr A i’,} 4
" lmont &‘«’l
uollahan PO
Conrad o N };.{A
Del.oach 1 ; / mmw’\&ag (]

Evans

Malone
Rosen
Tavel
‘rotter
.C. Sullivan
ele. Room
ngram
‘andy

3 Y 205 QQWE:T/




May 8, 1961

ATLL INFORMATTON COMTATMED
HEREIM I% UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 04-11-2005 BY 60290 auc bee/mlt/amw

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover,
Director,
FIB.I.

Dear Mr, Hoover;

Thanks for your letter of reply which was received a few weeks ago.

I The enclosures on the subject of Communism were studded with much interest,
I will sccept your advice that sducation is the best meens of combatting
Communism,

But at the same time I would like you to know thet I do not have any confidence
in the United States Government's ability to combat Communism itself,

Just & few days ago, for example, radio commentator Fulton Lewis Jr. broadcast
an item implying that somebody in th Qggf:;é“z?fgliggggggﬁAggngy or State
Department tipped off Premier Castro as to the loccation of the invasion site
in Cuba, Mr., Lewis said that the invasion force themselves didnt know the
location of the landing until they opened their sealed orders at sea, But when

they arrived at the spot on the Cuban coast, Castro and his forces were
already there assembled and waiting.

Your department undoubtedly does a good job keeping track of Communists,
But the U.S. Government has no control over the generating of Communist
thinking and sympathy among our citizens,

Take the University of California at Berkeley for example, Would you believe
it that until very recently, in a student body of over 20,000 there was not
a single group nor not a single voice spesaking up for Americanism and out
against her enemies,

o PR (O R
DL T i : B

T . s N
1:3;;(%«,.«%: oy 13 L'» v

3 ol v

During the past few weeks a group of students are! organizing as thm:udentsfﬁ
Associated Against Totalitarianism." I have become interested in this group and
havs—attended several of their meetingh They are a clean cut group of young

“~.people and of good character. 3

They urgently require encouragement and assistance, ) o ‘%’?,5 ;%?
RC 2 Lo go1s50 272
: If you eould possibly do anything at all to help them it would be of tremendous,
f' bensefit, Possibly you could bring them to the attention of other intw¥Ested /'{

. . ;13 0%
persons or organizationsig Ly ,r! ;

i

R ]
. e peay 181981 N
/Mn the meantime I have sunk $50 into their outfit and consider it a vé§g%%ood
/] investment in the future security of the U.S.A. I hope others-will féel the b

. / same way. eSO m%%-ﬂ(‘ﬁ
i %NCLQSURE Sincerelv vonrs, pen0DTCTHYEE

& :’:’w‘é“ R S - I oy 7C

7

(o)




VICTOR WINKEL
Chairman

CHARTER MEMBERS

Charles Fox

Inta Kalnins
George H. Keith
Beverly King
Miklos Nagy

John J. Skujins
Andris Trapans

J. Arveds Trapans

ALL INFORMATION COMTATMHED
HEREIM I8 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE (04-11-2005

BY 602920 auc boefmltsamw

STUDENTS ASSOCIATED AGAINST TOTALlfARIANISM

Box 784

Berkeley 4, California

Students Associated Against Totalitarianism is an organi-
zation of students attending the University of California at
Berkeley. Our purpose is to oppose any expression of totalitar-
ian attitudes or propaganda and particularly the effects of
communist subversion and influence.

We intend to use all legitimate means at our disposal to
expose communist operations and sources of communist propaganda.
In our area, however, this is not enough for the idea is already
widespread that communism is a legitimate form of govermment and
should be allowed to compete along side democracy and within
democracy. It thus becomes our duty to attempt to keep the pub-
lic aware of the barbarous nature of communism and the atrocities
committed by the Soviet Union, both within her borders and without.
In this age of decisive conflict between our democratic system
and totalitarianism, our survival depends upon an alert and in-
formed citizenry.

Since our energy will be devoted largely to this task,
we have decided not to take a stand on many issues which we feel
are peripheral to it. 1In this manner we hope to unite our members

in a common struggle and to solicit help from as large a part of
the public as possible.

We are and shall remain an independent organization but
we shall accept money, suggestions and publications from any
persons or groups who support our ideals and are kind enough to
aid us. To these people we shall be happy to. explain in detail

our aims, our activities, and the use we make of any money offered
us.

Very truly yours,

Like CANCER -- COMMUNISM kills. Help crush it!

—g»w-,_n?.,.«,w..
PRERY \,‘M\;Q J);u

i ié""”‘:f : }
B gyq50° 372




[ d e
Wilkinson

TO THE EDITOR: In allowing
Frank Wilkinson to speak at the
University of California, the pre-
diction of Dimitri Manuilsky of
the Lenin Institute of Political
Warfare, Moscow, is being ful-
filled: that “The capitalist coun-
tries, stupid and decadent, will
rejoice to co-operate in their own
destruction,” and Lenin’s predic-
tion that we will even finance that
destruction.

There is no excuse for a tax-
supported institution like the Uni-
versity to co-operate with known
Commupistd. The aygument is
that all sides of every issue should
be presented. Yet the left-wing
political party that sponsored Wil-
kinson has continually brought
forth but one idea, as their most
recent endeavor demonstrates.

How long are we going to aid
those who are dedicated to de-
stroying us not thraugh nuclear
warfare but through the spread of
their ideology?

~—Beverly King.

TO THE EDITOR: The appear-
ance of Frank Wilkinson is an-
other in a series of incidents on
the Berkeley campus which serves
the purpose of weakening both
the University and the United
States, bringing them into dis-
repute and causing disturbances.
Students and teachers feel that
protests are helpful actions, and
show that the students are think-
ing and stimulated. This is indeed
good, if not endangered by mis-
direction. The students’ antics
in supporting every protest and
new ideal that happens along,, re-
minds one of a rebellicus adales-
cent constantly chafing against
the bit of older and wiser au-
thority and - experience, .Kortu-
nately, most outgrow rebellion for
the sake of rebellion, and ypder-
stand this is the means of ma-
turing and learning to thirk in-
dependently. Yonth is always a
prime target for misdirection. as
it is easy to exploit their lofty
dreams and idealism which have
not yet been temapered by actual

experience.
—Victor Winkel,
Senior, speech.

The Great Fraud

Unde. a two-column photo
of Wilkinson, another article
reported an interview with an
old gentleman who opposed
Wilkinson’s appearance. The
reporter’s derisive treatment
of his comments made it
clear that any opposition to
Wilkinson could come only
from a hopelessly reactionary
individual who is tragically
out of touch with his time and
preoccupied with the super-
fluous question of the tax-
payers’ money.

In a third article, the vice-
chancelior in charge of stu-
dent affairs congratulates
the students for showing “‘your
general good sense as you
have so many times before”
for not having created a
scene upon Wilkinson's ap-
pearing before them.

And, indeed, why should
there have been any trouble
since the rioting students got
just what they wanted?

—CHARLES FOX.

V4

Berkeley.

TO THE EDITOR: When we
finish paiting ourselves on the
back for ur fairness in hearing
Frapk Wi son, let us ask our-
selves this question. -Is not our
concern with the “free speech”
issue ope more instamce of that
process of ratipgalization for our
ultimate fegr of the homb? For
a decade atgqmic blackmail has
been the metivation for our tol-
erance of acts inconceivable 20
vears ago. We were scared witless
when the Soviets got nuelear pow-
er: we tried to bury our fear: we
began to substitute for it pervert-
ed concepts of fair play: the So-
viet system. once generally con-
ceded to be totalitarian, has lit-
tle by litile inched its way into
our American minds as just an.
other respectable form of govern-
ment (“They have their systems
and we have ours and may the
best man win”) or pgssibly even
superior (“Their sputnjks are 10
times bigger—they can’t be all
bad”).

No one who has seen the Soviet Union can take seriously any
comparison between that country and the United States, unless it be
in the terms of arms production. The population of the Soviet Union
lives on a near-subsistence level which requires it to be compared
raher with newly-developed countries in Africa and Asia.

It is unfortunate that the talk of "keeping ahead of the Soviets”

ever got started because we have caused them to be taken seriously
in areas where they would never even be considered an impertant
power. It is, in fact, America which has “made” the Soviet Union and
who is every day enhancing her reputstion around the world by
serious talk of competing with her. But if such competition ever
‘ces, it will be in a different epoch and under different conditions
‘hose which now exist.

.ne trouble began when Roosevelt recognized the Soviet Union. He
continued his errors and permitted the whole of Eastern Europe to
be thrown into darkness. Now the leaders of free countries are at n
considerable disadvantage when they t lo use
diplomatic precedure with d hi bug
force.

who

ALL THFOEMATION CONTATINED
HEREIN I8 UNCLASESIFIED
DATE 04-13-2005 BY &0290

e

Underdogs

TO -THE EDITOR: The real
“persecuted underdogs” of this
world are the millions of indi-
viduals who are held captives in
their own countries and ruled

Campus Speech
Editor: On March 22
heard Frank Wilkinson spe
st the University of Calif
mia. Wilkinson, who has be
ldenufled as being an

over by ic f. The
suffering of these people is in-
creased every time they hear of a
new American act which strength-
ens the Soviet Union, The very
word “co-existence” is anathema
to them for it means only further

enslavement.
—Charles Fox,
duate. T inmaletl

P

gan for communist fr
groups by our federal inv
tigative agencies, used

campus as a forum for atta
ing the House Un-Americ
Activities Committee. M
of my fellow students lister
to his speech in contemptu:
] However, a mino

Youth

TO THE EDITOR: Those who
keep shouting it can't happen
here should not fail to read the
statements of ENzabeth Gurley
Flynn, national chairman of the
U.S. Communist party. Under the
head “Red Party in U.S Looks to
Youth” appearing in the Oakland
Tribune, Apgil 4, an i.n:.erview

of the audience greeted \]
kinson's attacks with frenz
applause, and hissed whe;
student asked Wilkinson if
were & communist.

The core of this mino
consists of a small, organiz
and dedicated group. It
vited Wilkinson to speak.
has repeatedly attempted

mold student opinion—
example, by organizing
tandi ittee to def

with M#s Flynn
ly several frequently raised ques-
tions about Communist influence
in student political life,

Mrs Flynn ackmwlcdges that
t are being i at-
tracted to the  party and um their

in

groups, peace marches and stu-
dent
ing.” She ackuowledges further-
more that though they do not of-
ten come right out and join, .it is
simply because of fear of the
House Un-American Activities
Committee. Under her deadership,
she adds, the party will continue
te strive for the abelition of this
committee,

Students who go along with the
so-called liberal campus move-
ment merely because it appears
so much more intellectually so-
phisticated than its adversaries,
can see that Mrs. Flynn will be
delighted to have them among By
exploiting student idealism and
the inevitable adolescent rebel-
housness by pxcturmg all anti-

as a of
Judas and George Babbitt. the
Communist party is reaping the
bonanza that the interview des-
cribes,

Is there no one who will point
out clearly to the student body
that  joining Communist-front
groups means in all likelihood a
life- Xong committment, that once
one is in, the party uses every
means, including overt threats
and blackmail, to keep him there.
What started out as sincere but
misguided ideslism and search
for truth may be given a )

the pseudo-communist (
tro regime. Scheduled n:
we hear, is a discussion of

question of ‘‘American
mrulx:sm." (Why not So
Y 'Enalism? That exists.’
e recent general trenc

events is causing increes
concern among the stude:
“Daily Californian,”” o
campus newspaper, in
March 24 editorial went
far as to state that n
querading communists h
taken & foothold at the 1
versity. If this be so, t
prompt and decisive &ction
the general public is nee
in' order to help end suc
state of affairs.

—A. TRAPAN|

Berkeley.

TO THE EDITOR: Frank \
kinson’s pitch to the crowd ab
his economically secure youth :
his belated discovery of such e
as poverty is no doubt cleve
contrived. But it is hardly lik
that it was Wilkinson who
vented the technique.

This is just the type of st
we so often hear people who h
escaped after being interroga
by the Communist police. Th
people always talk about a per
of clever but forced brainw:
ing followed by a “sincere” ¢
fession which the captors exp
as “self.criticism.”

Wilkinson's crime was to h
belonged to the bourgeoisie.
seeks absolution through const

ly different direction from the one
which the innocent freshmen from
Casa Grande Poly intended. By
being naive enough to let his good
intentions be exploited by career
agitators, he may himself find out
that the only career left open to
him, too, is that of agitator.
~George Kith,
Graduzste, Romance languages

AUT BCE/MLT/ AMW

selfcriticism and public- con
sion. Who is to doubt that h(
“sincere” in terms of this_1
phraseology which is subveri
all our values? Perhaps the s
pathizers in Wilkinson’s audie
were not the only ones fooled
his speech?

—Charles Fo:
Gradwate, Linguistic
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M SAC, BALTIMORE (9)4-238) e
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,ff’f/'{//f
¢ SUBJECT: ANONYMOUSg LETTER CONCERNING - V

ALLEN W #DULLES, HEAD OF CIA

MISC EOUS -~ INFORMATION CONCERNING

GoF S

Attached for the Bureau are five (5) copies of a
letterhead memorandum concernling captloned matter,

No investigation is being conducted by Baltimore
7 4n this matter, Local dissemination has been made to the
109th CIC Group, Frederick, Maryland.

c"/// "7'5
J 75,{?@/’/?

"4/7757 a/ocz/ 717
emc/ ?@Cc/r/e’ ,
D Fshu k€ 4 f/(g’/““ﬁ[ ed

C/‘_4 o 7 ‘r/ﬁ/é/ ,
[see bd-50780-31/%)
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/7 1,/ 3 &
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UNI7T s STATES DEPARTMENT OF J¢ ICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to Baltimore, Maryland
File No. 9}4" 2 38
May 11, 1961

The att

ached commmnicatlo

)

n, addressed, To the
es, was left on a desk

» gi- 21 3 =

N

time In March ol 1901,

I ] |the
|made the communication avallable to the

LFederal Bureax e tion and unsuccessful attempts
were made at office to ldentify the indlvidual
who left the a menvioned communication, L

@]

“'THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINS NEITHER RECOMMENDATIONS
KO CONCLUSIONS OF THE FBI. 17 IS TME PROPERTY
OF THE FBI AND 13 LOANED 10 YOUR AGENCY; T

ARD 178 COMTENTS ARE NUT 10 GE DISTRIBUTED
UUTDE YOUR AGENCY.”

ALL THFORMATTION CONTATNED
HEREIN I8 UNCLAEZEIFIED
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Memora: A
z Evans
t “ Malone -
TO Mr. DeLoaCh DATE: 5 - 18 - 6 1 g/ Rosen ,

Tavel

1‘1

. Trotter

. : { W.C. Sull

g Tele. Rol
)/ FROM - M. me ’ Ingram

sugjecr FULTON LEWIS, JR.
7 NEWS BROADCAST OF
7 MAY 18, 1961, AT7TP. M.

Mr. Lewis devotgdyapproximately the first 5 minutes of
broadcast to a dis,i%ussion of the Tentral Intellic ence Ag

i : ';
ntelligence Agency (CIA). He stated s
" Director Allen lles is a moSt-atfaple individual who enjoys parties and

"making contacts; owever, noticibly refrained from any comment relative
to Dulles' abilities with respect to directmg CIA activities. .

yyyyyy

is a very capa.ble ind1v1dua1 and has a good background for his asmgnmenn ..
l The other two top aides, however, Mr. Lewis termed inept and individuals
with "left wing' viewpoints. He was severafy critical in many of his comments
relative to CIA and pointed out it is most disturbing to see the organization .
contmually fail in its efforts. .

sf’ :

: ' * He stated there is good indication that General Mameuw_ zylor (_“:\

soon will be appomted to replace Dulles as head of CIA adding that there also a

is a move underfoot to combine CIA and the FBI with Mr. Hoover in overall /» &
command of both the agencies. a

. i o A} }E
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© Memorandum
s wfﬁ
- . Rogen
TO " Mr. Belmont C\Nﬁ DATE: HMay 26, 1961 S —
b wfgl.tesl;xlllvun— .
. \‘ Tele. Room
: FROM Zg’; b7C gf;g;l
i .
/'I;;}‘l O
SUBJECT: b3
You previously have been informed thatl
1 B3
is well known to us and has been very friendly
and cooperative at all times does not have the over-all b3
operational experience of ut in view of his attitude
toward the Bureau, we should noil encounter any problems in
dealing with him,
ACTION: .
. ShE s
For information. P e _ \/ &
sqpiban /i, 3
(5) £ Z
{
1 - Mr. Parsons 7 ;
1 - Mr. Belmont i
1 -~ Liaison
1 - Mr. Papich f
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ne crigine.s rvemoveo Ircm this fi.e and replaced with
e cepies sf the original were accessioned to the

na. Arch.ives and Reccrds Administration (NARA) pursuant

JFK Reccrds Colliect:on Act of 1992. Provision of the !
a:lowed for certa:n information to be postponed from '

l:c release until the year 2017; therefore, the pages have

necessarlly zeen released for public review in their
entirety.

o8

. - e

Z D Lot
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= IR SN
=

Under the JfK Act, originals to all material deemed
sassination records must be accesssioned to NARA regardless
whether the material is open in full or released with

!

formation postponed. Therefore, any documents or pages L
n FBI files accessioned to NARA pursuant to the JFK Act ‘
no longer considered the possession of the FBI. The \

o o
;1 Fn

re oty
’U @ O

I

Lizate pages nave been inserted strictly for research
irroses.

'(} (2. M orh

contained nerein do not necessarily show
ip-te-date classification. .

b

7o attail y of the publicly released version of
an, Tateria.s ired in the JFK Collection at the NARA
faz.lity i College Parx, ¥, ycu may, contact the JFK Access
Sweii, a7 3ICL/TI3-6€20.

Tre fsllcwing materia.s were removed from this file
303 uwre TaLntainsd Lnothe of

X Co.lection at NARA:
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LB3AC  Richard J. Baker of the iiami Office called at
D.m. lay 21, 1931, d e
ecived fronml

1961, to advise of humgns_c.ul._ml.a%, J
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i Daker advised[:::::;:]that he would check ”an/ghe
! Bureau nund would, of course,

e cuided by the Bureau'!'s™. Zvice.

t
¥
\
{

poarein

u u-.C I

+to0ld the writer that he will do nothing further
Qon this matter pending instructions from +hp Jurcau, hut remiesied
iif possible,

that he be furnished advice prior
62 Jimy 1219675

to nooa, uonday, }
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, FROM : Mr. DeLoachj Gondy
9‘{ ¢ 1 ) TR
SUBJECT:
b3
b7C
| A teletype from New York dated 5-9-61 reported that .
"
interviewed several sources in Miami, Florida, relative to the recent D
Cuban invasion. Among those persons interviewed by him were| ga»
bB g
©7C R
- | New o
2 | York Office stated thatl lwas probabni identical with| | A
A
| It was recommended that this office determine from
b7C l the identity of the allegation relating to
“HTD . ’(@ 750, D
ACTION TAKEN: ' NOT R MDED T ™
184 JUN 5 195 z
I had talk tof today.[  |states that he o
got the information relative to whom he said might be1:|h*om-= ?ﬁ,’é
7C several persons in the Miami area but he first heard reference to this name >
o in an interview he had with| 8’“
b7D
=
z .
S
7 1 I:lalso said that he heard the name being involved X
LiIc in the Cuban mafier from several Cubans who frequent a corner cafe about
7D two blocks up from the Columbus Hotel in Miami.
b7C [ he could not be certain as to just whom
. he has talked with but he said he 1s certainl?ﬁlis the name first mention-
ing| [to him. He said present af the time was .
.| Iwho also heard allegation. BTN 2
/_,{f(,{rf!a‘i»"s v = i\i[\
72 ot \ . \\ %m&\ N >
w1 - M. arsons ,.4» =
é«i f MER! @%/1@, i'npnt» ’ \ (See Reé:?nbm?ng\‘atmn next page)
P . r :‘:f‘ - ‘a\)\)"
Lok /REWmIw (4)
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DeLl.oach to Mohr mema
Re B7C
RECOMMENDATION:

That this memorandum be referred to the Domestic
Intelligence Division for information and any action deemed appropriate.
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SERCET
A .

The Attorney General

‘This is for your information,

1 = Mr, Byron R, White
Deputy Attorney Genoral

NOTE: A separate letter is being directed to CIA incorporating
this data, .
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Fox Inforxmational Tuxposes Qnly

“he crigina.s removed from this file and replaced with
duplicaete copiles ¢f the original were accessioned to the
Nat.onal Archives and Records Administration (NARA) pursuant
Lo the JFK Reccrds Collection Act of 1992. Provision of the
JFK Act allowed for certain information to be postponed from
public release until the year 2017; therefore, the pages have

NOT necessarily been released for public review in their
entirety.

Under the JFK Act, originals to all material deemed
assassination records must be accesssioned to NARA regardless
of whether the material is open in full or released with
information postponed. Therefore, any documents or pages
from FBI files accessioned to NARA pursuant to the JFK Act
are no longer considered the possession of the FBI. The

duplicate pages have been inserted strictly for research
CUrposes.

The copies contained nerein do not necessarily show
the most up~-to-date classification.

To attain a copy of the publicly released version of
materials maintained in the JFK Collection at the NARA
ility in Coilege Park, MD, you may contact the JFK Access

The following materiais were removed from this file
and are maintained in the JFK Collection at NARA:
ALL INFORMATICN CONTATNED

HEREIMN I5 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 04-11-2005.-BY 60220 auc boe/mlt)amw

File & Serial Number JFK Subiect Identifier
(for NARA purposes)

additional Request #/ZL_
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Fox Infoxmationzl Tuxposes Qnly

The crigina.s removed from this file and replaced with
dup.icate coples 2f tne original were accessioned to the
National Archives and Records Administration (NARA)

pursuant
to the JFK Reccrds Collection Act of 1992.

Provision of the
JFK Act allowed for certain information to be postponed from
public release until the year 2017; therefore, the pages have

NOT necessarily been released for public review in their
entirety.

Under the JFK Act, originals to all material deemed
assassination records must be accesssioned to NARA regardless
of whether the material is open in full or released with
information postponed. Therefore, any documents or pages
from FBI files accessioned to NARA pursuant to the JFK Act
are no longer considered the possession of the FBI. The

duplicate pages have been inserted strictly for research
curcoses.

The copies contained nerein do not necessarily show
the most up-to-date classification.

To attain a copy of the publicly released version of

any materials maintained in the JFK Collection at the NARA
facility in College Park, MD, you may contact the JFK Access
Staff, at 301/713-6620.

The following materials were removed from this file
re maintaired in the JFK Collection at NARA:

Q
3]
Q

ALL INFORMATTON COMNTLTHED
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ACTION:
It is recommended that this memorandum bhe forwarded

to the General Investigative Division for its information and for
any further action in connection with the captioned investigation.
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ACTION:
The above information is being directed to the attention
of the Espionage Section.
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Taylor had an appomtment t with the President last week to ;
discuss this matter. He definitely wants the job and is N
pulling strings so that he will replace Allen Dulles. §
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This matter will be closely followed and the Bureau
will be promptly advised of all developments. ‘
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another Government agency which has advised us that -
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If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bufea?;, it is suggested that it be suitably
paraphrased inorder to protect the Bureau's cryptographic systems.
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Liaison will follow closely and report results.
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A check through the Alexandria Resident Agency, reflects the car
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Nothing concerning him could be located in Bureau files.
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SUBJECT: @CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)

Reference is made to the enclosed Joseph Alsop artlcle c;i”/
which appeared in the June 21, 1961, issue of the Washington Post
and Times Herald. Alsop refers to the future of CIA and in
general whitewashes the Agency's past errors. What is significant
in his article is his reference to the possible assignment of
"an intelligence coordinator" in the White House. He indicates
that the President will create a new post, possibly for General
Maxwell Taylor, who would be charged with reviewing and coordinating
all U.S. intelligence work. There is a possibility that Alsop has
obtained some "inside information."

You previously have been informed by the Liaison Section
that consideration was being given to the establishment of a position
of an "intelligence czar" who would approve or disapprove intelligence
projects. This may be the assignment referred to by Alsop. We have
received rumors to the effect that General Taylor is not interested
in becoming Director of CIA. There is no specific evidence of any
plan to remove Allen Dulles in the immediate future.

If General Taylor is assigned to the White House, he very
likely might end up with responsibilities similar to those of
Admiral Leahy during World War II. He would be a key figure in
the intelligence picture.

ACTION:
For information.

SJP:ban o
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1 - Mr. Belmont
1 - Mr. Sullivan
1 - Liaison

1 - Mr. Papich
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-Matter of Faet . . . .

. The Future of the CIA

LAST WEEK the President
! received the final report of
the special committee which
he named after the Cuban
failure to in-
vestigate the
operational"
{ branch of the
| Central Intel-
ligence Agen-

cy.
This group,
i composed of

i Attorney Gen-
i eral Robert
1 Kennedy, Gen.
{  Maxwell Tay-

| lor, Adm. Arleigh Burke, and
}

i

Alsop

CIA Director Allen W. Qul—
les,, has been reporting
serially and orally. Oral re-
\ orting .was no doubt pre-
! porting 3 )
| ferred because it was thought
i unwise to compose an ela!y
orate paper on which public
curiosity would inevitably
center, as it did on the
Gaither report.

The main post-Cuba study
of the CIA has thus come to
an end. A further report
is still awaited from a sec-
ond committee headed by the

. former president of the Mas-
sachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology, James R.

with technical problems
rather than problems of basie
organization.

. Im effect therefore,
main returns are in, and it is
possible to say what is likely
to be done and—even more
important—what is not likely
to be done. In particular, it
is- highly- unlikely that the
CIA will be dismantled or
divided or partly transferred
to Pentagon control or other-
wise hacked about in the way
that some people have been
demanding. Instead, the
agency will he left intact.

.In the end, there wiil he
some significant personnel
changes. But these changes
would have occurred even if
the Cuban venture had never

. been *wadertaken; for CIA

' Director Dulles never planned

ALL TINFORMATION COMNTATINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE

Killian. .
But this committee, charged’
with studying the CIA’s in-.
telligence-gathering activities, :
has been primarily concerned :

to remain indefinitely in his
post when he accepted re-
appointment
Kennedy.

THE PRESIDENT asked
Dulles to stay on not only
because he admired him, but
also to establish the prin-
ciple that the CIA. director-
ship is a nonpolitical office.
Dulles waccepted reappoint-
ment with enthusiasm be-
cause he-rightly thought it
was important to establish
this nonpolitical principle. .

From the first, he talked
of serving no more than
enough time to bridge the
transition. It now ' seems
likely that he will retire in
the autumn, or perhaps just
before the new year.

But the main Cuba-borhe
change in the picture will
not be the nomination of a
new CIA director, which
would have occurred in any
case. The main change, if
present plans are approved
by the President, will be the
creation of a new post, prob-
ably attached to the White
House, having some such title
as intelligence coordinator.
The_occupant_of_the

[P

post will be a man of

Jraps Gen. Taylor. He will be
‘charged” Wlthr"eview”iﬂ"ﬁ“a
d"Stat

“egordinatihg all Uni

drmed servides, b
* tograpliers “of th
& Sécurity  Agency,  and;
course, by the CIA itself.

This responsibility has' in
the past quite largely rested
on Allen Dulles, in addition
to his other duties. But with
this responsibility transferred
{o the new intelligence co-
ordinator, it will become pos-
sible to name a new CIA di-
rector who is primarily za
technician, without Allen
Dulles’s standing as a public
figure,

And in the person of the
intelligence coordinator, the
President will also have an
independent analyst who can
judge the results achieved

&
o

N4-15-20058 BY GO290 auc boe/mlt/anw

by President

be judged, not by a single

HEW, 5
ome ? but
eminence and authority—per-# ments

{ justify dangerous economies
4 Intelligende 'work, by the iii-}

; télligence branche
the

of the  began under President Eisen-
E - hower and were continued

onal“hy the new Administration.

of ‘' When you call over the times

“you. consider the risks in-

By Joseph Alsop

by the 'CIA and the lesser
intelligence agencies without
buréaucratic bias.

THE SCHEME seems emi-
nently sound. Certainly it is
vastly more sound than the
various schemes for disman-
tling or dividing the CIA
which . have been put for-
ward in the wake ,of the
failure in Cuba. The people
who fathered these schemes
forgot the cardinal rule, that
an agency’s perforinance must

failureé, but by the whole
record. s .

In judging the CIA per-
formance, it must also be |
borne in mind that a grossly
excessive burden ‘has been
placed on the CIA for a very

long time. The CIA’s opera- |

tional branch has in effect
been used as a kind of gen-
eral fire brigade, to remedy
all the results of a quite in-
adequate defense policy and
a foreign -policy marked by
grave failures of foresight.
The CIA’s intelligence
branch has been called upon .
to produce, not reasonable
intelligence estimates in the
normal sense of the phrase,
micrometric measure-
of © Soviet progress
which were then used to

in defense investment.
These pernicious practices

when the CIA has heen em-
ployed as a fire’ brigade, be-
ginning in Iran, and when

hérent in the misuse of its
estimates it is downright
astonishing that a worse re-
sult than Cuba was not pro-
duced much earlier in the
story. )

‘What is amazing in fact is
not that the story shows one
bad failure. What is amazing
is that this agency stood up
so well for so long under the |’
burden it was improperly re-'|:
quired to carry.;

Copyright, 1961,% "
New York Hergld Tribune, Yne.
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FROM b7C Gandy — e

S

susjECT: PUBLICIZING OF DCCULINES
ALLRGEDLY BELONGING TO
CICENTRAL INTRLLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA);
MP.S . LoTTERsS™M
INFORMATION CONCERWING

- Reference is made to the enclosed article captioned,
"Alleged CIA Secrets Turned uver to Lmbassy," which appeared in
the June 14, 1961, issue of the Washington Post and Times Herald.

- According to the article, a newspaper in Rome, Italy, had received

certain documents through the mail and according to a "U.S. Embassy
spokesman” the material consisted of Photostats of CIA documents.

18)

-
Sap:ban_ . e/ —_— -4
(10) — J‘%‘f
l——iir—Belmont 5 JUN 1961
sl v :

1 - lr. Sullivan | - ] 8
1 —-— " —mﬁ-/;/ ARG é
1 -] | | Y %
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Memoranduml:l to Sullivan
Re: PUBLICIZING OF DOCUkaRT!
ALLEGEDLY BELONGING TO
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA);
7.5 . LETTERS"
INFORMATICN CONCERNIN , ’

5]

As previocusly reported, Army is conducting an investigation
in an effort to identify the person (s) who might be responsible
for mailing the Army material. The Bureau has not been involved in
any investigation concerning the documents but our Laboratory, at
the request of the Army, has examined a number of the documents.
These examinations have resulted in certain lead information for

the Arny.
ACTION:

For information.
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SAC, San Juan

p, Birecter, FBI

orig. & 1

Yeli pIC

M_t.“..G.C. MooreJume 23, 1961
Liaison
Mr. Papich
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7
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The following information has been furaished to the &
Bureau on a confidential basis, o
1
bl |
b3
b3
= e
The above is being submitted to you for your
informatien,
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| From; John Edgar Hoover, Director
i Subject:
bh7C
Enclosed is a copy of a memorandum dated Jume 16,
1961, at San Antonio, Texas, coataining information which
the eaptianeﬂ subject furnished concerning himelf to an
Agent of our San Antonio 0ffice. LE W
TR
bl N |
bS e
T
O

Lt fie files of this Bureau disclose no subversive
v%m@wry lata identifiable with the subject.
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Memorandum

TO

DIRECTOR, FBI

DATE: 6/16/61

mo@"”gflc?mc SAN ANTONIO (62-0)

SUBJECT:
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There are enclosed for the Bureau four copies of
a letterhead memorandum, suitable for dissemination,
concerning the captioned individual.

on_ June 1.;. IQéJ
[ ]

ol d

duty to bring this information to the attention of the

_appropriate Government agency

“2.Bureau (Enc. 4) (RM)
Y san Antonio,” ;
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\

appeared at the Brownsville Resident Agency
and furnished this information to SA
He said he believed it was his patriotic

(ATTN: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE

3 25




SA 62-0 B3
piC
B7D
[said he under-~
stood thls, and said that 1i he heard nothing more concern-
ing this matter, that he at least had the satisfaction of
knowing that it had been brought to the attention of the
appropriate Government agency.
REQUEST OF BUREAU:
Bureau is requested
b3
p7C
7D

7 .
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i , Del.oach
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‘?‘4"!’ \TO : Mr., DeLoaCh DATE: 6 22 61 Sullivan
i“ Y

Tavel
Trotter
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FROM : %ﬁigp%% i ﬁ‘J it 4% Muzx g
sugject: "THE CIA™ BY FRED J. COOK k&Enn—d v

Gandy
ARTICLE IN 6-24-61 ISSUE BA‘
OF "THE NATION* MAGAZINE

The following is a succinct summa.ry of Fred J. Cook's article, * s CIA "
which appears in the 6-24-61 'Special Issue" of "The Nation" magazine, copy attached.
The entire issue is devoted to this article which runs 43 pages in length.

REFERENCES TO FBI:

The article contains 4 references to the Bureau and the introduction has one.
Referring to Cook as an.™astute craftsman, ' the introduction noted that his special articles
for "The Nation"--'{l‘hé{KI, " "ThefShame of New York, &Man{ggﬁ% Inc."--have won

him "important journalism: pr1zes" for the last 3 years.

[P

s

Page 544 - In discussing the birth of CIA, Cook points out that Truman abol-
ished OSS in 1945 as a result of bureaucratic pressure. He wrote: "The military intelli-
gence services wanted no such powerful competitor; the FBI under J, Edgar Hoover long hac
felt it should be the sole gatherer and dispenser of vital information, both at home and a-
broad; and the Department of State and the Bureau of the Budget both had the knives out for é
Oss "

Page 545 - Cook refers to a memorandum Allen Dulles prepared in 1947, e'bn
taining six principal recommendations concerning CIA. Cook wrote that Dulles observedg»\
that CIA's administration must have long-term continuity and professional status; "its »:M{
director should be assured of long tenure, like Hoover in the FBI, 'to build up public cong «
fldence, and esprit de corps in his organization, and a high prest1ge, rn

i Page 546 - Cook discusses the vast concentration of power in CIA and the a.gl
most dictatorial powers of its Director. Cook notes that to counterbalance these powers;}
§Congress specified that CIA should have no arrest or subpoena powers within the United
*Stateso Cook stated: "The FBI's files, while not barred to it, were not exactly opened \&“
e:lther for, while other agencies were required to report their intelligence findings to CIA,
the FBI was not. The CIA may obtain whatever specific information the FBI has if it res\4¢
juests it in writing, but this is quite a different. affair from bemg kept 1nformed as a mat ex
‘)f routine o) he FBI knows." gucro8URE W ﬁt%?' 13 7] 'i },ﬁ i
O Page 562 - Cook quotes from a stofy by Thayer Waldo, Wp FeT fo1
nan ancisco Chronicle: "This reporter spent the first half of last ye M paﬁ.w it %
1

‘ime,* with the U.S. Embassy still in operation.and fully staffed, eight rsonnel we
1A agents, three worked for the FBI, and each of the Armed" rv1ces.had»irom one-te-fi
)peratlves assigned to 1ntelllgence work, .. No specml effort was ereqmred to learn these fa,éﬁs

1r to identify the md1v1d
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Jones to DeLoach memo
Re: "The CIA" by Fred J. Cook

THE ARTICLE:

Simply stated, the theme of Cook's article is this: Under Allen Dulles, CIA,
operating beneath a cloak of ultra—secrecy, has transcended. its basic function as an intelli-
gence-gathering agency and has engaged in 'action" or operatlonal activities with respect
to the affairs of foreign governments. Cook urges that CIA bé divested of its operational
functions and restored to the capacity of an intelligence-collecting facility.

Cook outlines the policy of secrecy which cloaks the functions and activities
of CIA and points out the American people are permitted to khow virtually nothing about
this agency which operates with an undisclosed number of employees and an unlimited
budget with an estimated annual expenditure of between $500, 000, 000 and $1 billion. He

notes that British intelligence has long held that the "wedding of action to intelligence is a
Ftatal flaw in CIA.™

Cook cites some of CIA's successes: (1) In 1955, CIA dug an underground
})tunnel and tapped Russian telephone lines located 300 yards. from the American sector in
1Berlin, (2) in 1956, when Khrushchev delivered his secret speech denouncing the crimes of
Stalin, CIA managed to get the text and smuggled it out to the Western world, resulting in
a blow that was "probably one of the strongest ever struck at Communist idealogy,"and (3)
the successful operation of the U-2 spy plane operation for 4 years. Cook observed that

these activities in themselves did not constitute active meddling in, or formation of, U.S.
iGovernment poliey.,

Cook points out that,unfortunately,not all CIA actlvities fall into this legiti-
mate intelligenee role and that time and again CIA has meddled aetively in the internal
affairs of foreign governments. Cook feels that CIA's successes in this field raise grave
questions about the drift and intent of our foreign poliey and cites CIA's vaunted successes
in overthrowing Massadegh in Iran in 1953 and Arbenz Guzman in Guatemala in 1954. To
further illustrate his point, Cooek castigates CIA for its meddling in the off-shore islands
of Quemoy and Matsu which pushed the U. S, to the brink of war with Communist China in
1954 and again in 1958, Further, Cook cites CIA's intervention in the affairs of Laos in
conspiring to overthrow the neutralist government in favor of a militantly anti-communist
administration which has now resulted in great loss of U, 8. prestige in that area of the
world. Cook also points out the case of Burma on whom CIA foisted unwanted thousands of
Chiang Kai-shek's so-called freedom fighters who found it more advantageous to take over
|practically an entire Burmese providence and grow opium than to fight the Red Chinese.

Cook stated the American people cannot escape the odium of regimes with
which CIA has saddled us when CIA conspires to overthrow-a foreign government on the
blind theory that in the war against communism anything goes. Ceok holds Allen Dulles
accountable for the policy and actions of CIA, Cook extensively traces the background of
Allen Dulles which enabled him to become Amjerica’s "Master Spy™ and his close relation-

iship with his brother, John Foster Dulles, Cook cites the espionage operation established
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Jones to Del.oach memo
Re: "The CIA" by Fred J, Cook

by Allen Dulles in Switzerland during World War II at the direction of OSS. This
included Dulles' contact with 2 Nazi SS agents who were working for the ambitious
Heinrich Himmler,

With respect to the ill-fated invasion attempt of Cuba in April, 1961,
| Cook said of CIA: "Never perhaps was an intelligence estimate more disastrously
wrong. ., The CIA-planned coup, almost a year in the making, backfired so tragically
that Fidel Castro was presented with an hour of triumph in which to strut. Instead of
being overthrown, the power of his regime, thanks to CIA, was solidified in all of
Cuba.'" Cook devoted considerable space to CIA's part in the entire Cuban invasion
affair,

In conclusion, Cook says of CIA: "The power of a billion-dollar,
secret agency operating as a law unto itself is almost incalculable, not just in molding
{ {the image of America in foreign lands, but in molding at home the image Americans
have of the world around them. Time and again American public opinion has been
whiplashed into a warlike frenzy by glaring headlines picturing a callous Communist
aggressor when, all the time, the CIA was the secret provocative. . .. It is not enough

just to lop off CIA's operational arm and give its 'black arts' intriguers to some other
Lsecret agency; we need to examine in detail just what the 'black arts' have brought us,
we need to consider whether they can ever be reconciled with the principles of
democracy--the principles we profess:...Both the faith of foreign nations in us and
70ur own faith in ourselves are at stake, for both have been deeply compromised by

the shady activities and the secrecy surrounding the shadiness that have become the
twin hallmarks of CIA."

OBSERVATIONS:

As the literary prostitute who wrote the vicious, unfounded lie about
the Bureau which appeared in "The Nation" in 1958, Fred J. Cook needs no introduction
He has written a scathing attack on Dulles and CIA which unquestionably will provoke
heated comment--pro and con--from many quarters. It will be interesting to see how
CIA reacts, especially in view of the timing of Cook's article--when CIA's prestige
is at rock-bottom as a consequence of the Cuban invasion debacle,

RECOMMENDATION: % Y/

For information.
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LETTERS

One Small Act for Peace

Dear Sirer In a letter in the June 10
issue, re Mary Grooms's article on shel-
ters {May 13}, Robert Berkowitz com-
ments: “I am not certain if she re-
gards the United States as the only
warlike agent in the world.,” Perhaps
Mr. Berkowitz will find it less incon-
ceivable that anyone could so regard
us (or rather, our government) after
he has read Mr. Dreher’s eye-opening
article, “Hazards of Civil Defense,” in
the same issue in which his letter ap-
peared. But in any case, may I suggest
to lim that all that really matters is
whether the United States is one of
the warlike agents in the world. T think
the record clearly shows it 1s, and that
as such it is one of the parties responsible
for imperiling the very existence of the
human race. 1 also think that if just
one of the main warlike agents in to-
day's world were to begin acting in
such a way as to further—and not mere-
ly praise—peace, the threat which nu-
clear weapons pose to mankind would
be lessened far out of proportion to the
initial act for peace, because that act
would finally reverse the horrible trend
of the arms race. Brossom D. SEGALOFF

New Haven, Conn. )

Familiar Argument?’

Dear Sirs: William  Gilman, reviewing
The Structure of Science in your June
10 issuc, asks: *. .. Can we then ab-
solve the Los Alamos scientists of their
share of responsibility for Hiroshimai”
The answer is Yes, because (a) we werce
at war; (b) without Hiroshima, the
war would have continued for two more
vears and 2 million more Americans
would have died; (¢) far more Japanese
lives, as-well asproperty, would have
been w ¥ Sut-h a continuation of
the war. .d) a leading Japanese states-
man said if conditions had been reversed,
he would have had no hesitancy n using
the bomb against America.

Chicago, 1. Rosert Rosexprurmi
.

Regressive Tax?

Dear Sirse In your May 13 1ssue, Peter

Dorner presented the case for a tax on

the advertising of large companies. Mr.

Dorner assumes  that (1) as wealth
grows, the demand for an ncreasing

number of consumer goods “reaches a
state of cxtreme melasticity” and (2)
firms, by product differentiation and
large advertising expenditures, can pass

®

Summer Schedule

After July 1, and through
Angust, The Nation will ap-
pear on alternate weeks
only, i.e,, on July 15 and
29, and August 12 and 26.
The normal weekly sched-
ule will be resumed with the
Sept. 2 issue.

along cost increases. to the consumer.

- When demand is in “a state of cx-
treme inelasticity,” the firm is in a po-
sition to pass increases in cost along to
the consumer with the resule that prices
are higher and rthe quantity sold is
about the same.

To the firm, 2 tax on advertising is
an incrense in the cost of doing busi-
ness. If the tax can be forced on the
consumer in the form of higher prices,
then its economic impact is identical
to that of a sales tax. A sales tax is a
Tegressive tax,

If one grants Mr. Dorner his as-
sumptions, one is confronted with a
tax on advertising that is paid by the
consumer under a system of regressive
taxation. Suppose that the volume of
advertising does’ decrcase.  What will
disappear? Will ;there be less Play of
the Week or vl there be Icfs Gun-

hoke? CY

Most of jthe cflaéccts that Mr. Dorner:

is seeking could, perhaps, be better
achieved through a system of grading
and labeling of advertised products and
by a closer look at advertising material
by the FTC. This would not raise the
funds needed for public welfate projects.
If these funds ark to be raised through
taxation, however, progressive taxation
would scem to commend itsclf.

Evanston, . MorroN SCHNABEL

From the Bosporus

Dear Sirs: Not for pedantry, but be-
cause 1 like The Nation, I should like
to point out two inaccuracies in your
editorials of April 22:

1. On page 334 “. . . One of these is
Franz Joseph Strauss, his Minister of
Defense, who insists that the NVATO
armies, which are wostly German ar-
mies .. "Taint so. On this side of the
ocean, Turkey has the largest military
under NATO.

2. On page 335: .. . Tt should not be
forgotten  that  Syngman  Rhee  and
Adnan Menderes, shortly before they
were ousted from office by their irate
countrymen, had also scored ‘smashing’
electoral victories....” One of the rea-

w

sons Adnan Menderes was ousted on
May 27, 1960 (an unforgettable date for
Turkey), was the discontent of the
ntellectuals and students over the delay
by Menderes” Democrat Party in sched-
uling elections. The last election in Tur-
key took place back in 1957." Opposi-
tiont leader Ismet Inonu, just before the
May 27 Revolution, all but promised
civil war if elections weren’t held. by
October 27 of this year, the constitu-
tional limit of four years since the last
elections. (It is pretty much agreed
that in the 1957 elections, however,
manipulation of the electoral . results
“well known to dictators” took plage.)
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THE CIA . . by Fred J. Cook

INTRODUCTION: “The only time the people pay
attmtion to us.” Allen Dullcs once said of the CIA,
“Is when we
effect. But as Mr. Dulles would be the first to concede,

the reason for the default lies not with the people, but.

with the CIA itself. The disastrous Bay of Pigs episode
38 not .the only fiasco that can be laid at the door of the
lavishly financed CIA. But in this latest fiasco more
of the facts came to light than in similar earlier episodes.
Now, therefore, seemed an excellent time, while the
facts of the Cuban fiasco arc fresh in mind, to take a
look at an agency which is of vital concern to national
security and the well-being of the people, but about
which the people know less than about any major
agency of government. What interested us, as editors,
were not tlu immediate causes of the particular fiasco;
we do act’ propose to join the feverish post-mortem
séarch for scapegoats. Qur concern was with the basic
question: how did this extraordinary agency come into
being? what Js known about its record? how does it
fit into the American constitutional scheme of things?

On the face of it, an mqun\ mto an agency dedicated,
as is the CIA, to secrecy in its planning, its operations,
its personnel dlld its budget, presents a difficult journal-
istic undertaking. But a cons[durab]e amount of material
has been published about the agency and its operations,
some of it clearly inspired by the CIA with the approval
of its dircctor. llue, most of th¢ material is scattered
and disparate, consisting of small items which, taken
alone, have little meaning. But when put together by

SHORTLY BEFORE 6 P.M. on De-

fall flat on our face” — or words to that .

an astute craftsman, they form a significant pattern.

The easiest part of our job was to find the craftsman.
Fred J. Cook’s special articles for The Nation — “The
FBI,” “The Shame of New York,” and “Gambling,
Im., have won him important )ounn]lsm prizes for the
last three years. In giving him the assignment, we told
Mr. Cook to stick to the public record; we did not want

-him to attempt to seek out undisclosed facts or to probe

nto possibly sensitive arcas. His assignment was simpIy
to summarize existing pubhshed nmteml which, long
since available to potential “enemies,” was stlll not

.readily available to the American public.

Mr. Cook has followed our instructions. There is not
a fact hereafter set forth which has not already been
published. Yet, put together, these facts add up to a
story that proved new-to us, as we are certain it will
prove new to the reader. And enough of the known
facts are presented to warrant an informed judgment
about the agency. For what Mr. Cook proves 1s what

~ Sir Compton Mackenzie demonstrated for Nation

readers in another connection (see “The Spy Circus:
Parasites with Cloaks and Daggers,” December 5, 1959);
namely, that intelligence of the cloak-and-dagger variety
is a two-edged sword, and that the sharper edge is some-
times held toward the throat of the wielder.

And another lesson that Mr. Cook drives home is-
fhis: clearly the CIA must be divested of its “action”
br operational f flnctions and'* restricted to the sole fungz-
tion of gathering information for other agencies opem“
ing under customary constitutional safeguards. — Ep.

Tk man €

parr 1 SECRET HAND of the CIA

cember 5, 1957, a faceless man drop-
ped a letter into a mail box in New
York City’s Grand Central Station
arca. It was to the editor of The Na-
tion. The opening sentence read:
“As an American intelligence officer,
I feel duty bound to state my ap-
prchensions as to the future of my
country.” What was the basis of these
apprehensions? The threat of a ram-
pant world communism? The menace
of Soviet wcapom‘\'F The dangers of
internal subversion? No. The writer,
whose letter bore in almost every hine
intrinsic evidepce of minute and in-
timate knowledge, was concerned
about just one crucial aspect of the
times — the mortal damage America

was inflicting upon 1tself. This was
a damage, he found, that resulted
directly from the careers and the
power and the misconceptions of two
men: the late John Foster Dulles,
then Secretary of State, and his
vounger brother, Allen Welsh Dulles,
then as now head of the vitally mm-
portant Central Intelligence Agency,
the official eyes and ears of American
forcign policy, the medium that
gathers and sifts and judges infor-
mation—and so conditions the minds
and predctermines the decisions of
American policy makers on the high-
est levels.

Now, four years later, in the wake
of the Cuban disaster — and other
less publicized but equally significant

disasters — the words of the intel-
ligence agent who,unburdened him-
self in that letter raad-likg, he most
infallible of prophecies. América was
being pushed along the road to for-
eign policy disasters, he wrote, by
the closed minds of the Dulles broth-
ers — by their refusal to face facts
as facts and their insistence on tortur-
ing facts into the framework of pre-
determied policy.

This is the way the intelligence of-
ficer phrased it:

The following circumstances are
cause for deep concern:

1. United States foreign policy 1s
not formulated on the basis of an
objective analysis of facts, particu-
larly those made available by In-




telligence Service, but is heing de-
termined by John  Foster Dulles’
personal rash conceptions.

2. The fact that Allen Dulles is
in charge of collection and evalua-
tion of all information makes it pos-
sible for the Secretary of State to
distort the information received as
he sees fit. Facts thus presented
disorientate not only the President
and Congress but also the people of
the United States. (Tralics added.)

3. As a consequence, our foreign
policy is not based on the real in-
terests of the United States. It has
suffered one defeat after another
and may eventually draw us into
a nuclear war, '
Though John Foster Dulles since

has died, Allen Welsh Dulles still

rules the CIA, and the Cuban de-

bacle that his agency sponsored,

planned and directed has provided

graphic proof that he still retains his

ability to “disorientate not only the
/President and Congress but also the
~ people of the United States,”

Cuba: the Lost Lesson

No issue of our times lies closer to
the core of the decision of war or
peace on which the very survival of
mankind depends. "For from our
proper understanding of the facts,
Tt Tecognition or denial of com-
plicated and even at times trans-
parent truths, must derive the for-
mulation of our policies and the most

ON THE AIR I
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fateful of our decisions. Cuba is only
the most recent and most striking
exaniple. When the CIA spurred on
the abortive invasion under the rose-
ate delusion that Cubans were chal-
ing to revolt against the tyranny of
Fidel Castro, the United States
achieved only the disgrace and op-
probrium of a British-style Suez on
an even more futile scale. Not only
did the invasion fail ignominiously,
but the attempt helped, if anything,
to solidify the iron rule of Castro.
It enabled him to pose as the hero
of his people, successfully repelling
a “foreign” invasion. It touched off
a ripple of reaction throughout Latin
America where people, while they
may not want a dictator like Castro,
want no more the gratuitous med-
dling in their internal affairs by the
American giant to the north. It takes
no seer to perceive that all the evil
fruits of the Cuban blunder have not
vet been reaped. '

Shockingly in this context come
mdications that the U.S, Govern-
ment, instead of learning a most
salutary lesson from the Cuban
fiasco, has determined to turn its
back even more resolutely upon facts
and truth. In th¢ last week of April,
after officials on every level should
have had time fo digest the moral
of Cuba, some 400 newspaper editors
and columnists were called to Wash-
ington for a background briefing on
foreign policy by the State Depart-
ment. As James Higgins, of the
Gazette and Daily (York, Pa.), later
wrote, “There developed at this con-
ference a very evident tendency on
the part of the government to blame
the press, at least part of the press,
for spoiling the plans of the Central
Intelligence Agency.” The govern-
ment theory plainly was, not that
the whole conception was faulty,

but that too much had been print.
ed abour the garhering of Cuban in-
vasion forces—and that this had
alerted Castro and ruined an other-
wise promising endeavor. The head-
on collision of this comforting theory
with the most elemental facts about
modern Cuba was ignored with great
determination—with such great de-
termination, indeed, that President
Kennedy, in a speech to a conven-
tion of American newspaper editors,
suggested that the editors, before
they printed a story, ask themselves
not only “Is it news?” but “Is it in
the interest of national security?”
Such a censorship, even if only vol-
untary, would inevitably result in
increasing the blackout of informa-
tion from which the American peo-
ple have suffered since the end of
World War II. As James Higgins
wrote, “The truth of the story . ..
was not to be considered an impor-
tant measure of its rights to see
print. . . . I got the impression in
Washington of a governmental closed
mind.” . :
This is a lability that could be
fatal to all mankind in a world teeter-
ing on the edge of thermonuclear
disaster. What America so obviously
needs is not fewer facts but more,
not deceptive images that fit our
prejudices and preconceptions,  but
truth-—however unpalatable. What
America needs is the unvarnished
truth about Chiang Kai-shek; about
Quemoy and Matsu, - about Laos,
about Latin America—and especial-
ly about Cuba, the island (as the
President so often has reminded us)
that is just ninety miles from our
shores, the island about which our
secret and public minisformation
has been demonstrated to be quite
literally colossal. C

The Agency Nobody Xnows

In this all-pervasive atmosphere
of the shut mind and the distorted
fact, Central Intelligence is the key,
the vital agency. Yet it is the one
agency of government about which
the American people are permitted
to know almost nothing, the one
agency over which their own elected
representatives are permitted to have
virtually no control. CIA is the only
agency whose budget is never dis-
closed, whose director can sign a
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voucher for any amount without
checkup or explanation. How many
persons does it employ, how many
agents does it have? Even Congress-
men do not -know precisely. Its
Washington headquarters staff alone
is estimated to'consist of more than
10,000 employees; in total, it is be-
licved to have more persons on its
payroll than the State Department.
How much money does it have at its
disposal? Again, even most of the
Congressmen who vote the funds do
not know precisely.- CIA itself says
this “figure is very tightly held and
is known to not more than five or
six Members in each House.” CIA
allotments are hidden. in the budget-
ary requests of various government
departments; estimates vary from a
16w of $500 million annually to the $1
billion' mentioned by the conserva-
tive New York Times. A billion' dol-
lirs a year concentrated in the hands
of one man about whosc activitics
the American people are permitted
to know virtually nothing — and
about whose activities it ‘appears to
be suggested they should know even
less-—represents the kind of power
that, in essence, can well determine

the nation’s course and reméve from

its people the power of decision. ¥

Two-Headed Monster

- This danger that CIA may not
just inform, but also determine pol-
icy, has been enhanced from the
agency’s inception by an authorized
split personality. From the start, CIA
has been a two-headed monster. It
1s not just a cloak-and-dagger agency
entrusted with the important task
of gathering information concerning
our - potential enemics throughout
the world; it also has the authority
to act on its own information, carry-
ing out in deeds the policies its in-
telligence discoveries help to form.
Though its overt acts arc supposed
to be under the direction-of the Na-

tional Security Council, the risk in~

herent in such a dual responslblhty
is obvious. With an end in view, can
intelligence be impartial?

The hazards implicit m such a
vast, concentrated, double-motive
agency were not unforeseen. Harry
Howe Ransom, of Harvard, in his
Central Intelligence and National
Security, describes the reaction of

Admiral Ernest J. King in March,
June 24, 1961

1945, when the Secretary of the Navy
sought his views on the formation of
the proposed centralized intelligence
agency. “King replied,” Ransom
writes, “that while such an arrange-
ment was perhaps logical, it had m-
herent dangers. He feared that a cen-
tralized intclligence agency might
acquirc power beyond anything n-
tended, and questioned whether
such an agency might not threaten
our form of government.”

British intelligence, for centuries
considered one of the world’s most
expert, has long held that the wed-
ding of action to mtelligence is a fatal
flaw in CIA. So have others. In 1948,
Professor Sherman Kent, of Y'{le,
himself an intelligence offlccr in
World War H,_ wrote a treatisc on
the purposcs and the dangers of in-
telligence operations in a book called
Strategic Intelligence for American
World Policy. At the time CIA had
just been formed and its perform-
ance lay entirely in the future, but
Professor Kent struck out vigorously
at what he called “the disadvantage
of getting intelligence too close to
policy.” He added:

This does not gpecessarily mean
officislly accepted high United Stateg
policy, but somethiglg far less exalted.
What T am talking of is often ex-
pressed by the words “slant,” “line,”
“position,” and “view.” Almost any
man or group of men confronted
with the duty of getting something
planned or getting something done
will sooner or later hit upon what
they consider a single most desirable
course of action. Usually it is sooner;
sometimes, wnder duress, it is a snap
judgment off the top of the head. . . .

I canmnot escape the belief that

~under the circumstances outlined,

intelligence will find itself night in
the middle of policy, and that upon
occasions it will “be. the unabashed
1pologist for a given policy rather
than its unpaxtml and Ol)_](,Ctl\C an-
alyst.

It takes no pdmcullr insight to
find the seeds of the Cuban fantuy
in that perceptive paragraph.

In the aftermath of so monumental
a blunder as Cuba, however, it secems
pertinent to inquire: Just what Is
the record of CIA? Are its successes

overbalanced by 1its failures? And.

docs it, in its dual role of secret agent
and activist operative, not merely

inform our foreign policy but, to a
large measure at least, determine 1t?
Let it be said at once that there
can be no exact score board chalking
up the runs, hits and errors of CIA.
Allen Dulles himself has commented
that the only time his agency makes
the headlines 1s when 1t falls flat on
its face in public. Its successes, he
intimates, cannot be publicized for
the obvious reason that to do so
might give away some of the secrets
of his far-flung intelligence network.
This is true, but only partially so.
For CIA, while 1t refrains from pub-
lic announcements, does not disdain
the discreet and controlled leak. And
some of these leaks have found
their way into such prominence as
Saturday Evening Post exclusives.

Where the CIA Succeeds

Despite the secrecy of CIA, there-
fore, there is on the public record,
i the fourteen years since its cre-
ation m 1947, a partial and, indeed,
highly significant record of its deeds.
And by this record it is possible to
judge it. Let’s look first at some of
the achievements.

{In 1955, a CIA communications
expert, studying a detailed map of

Berlin, di¢covered that at one pnm};‘___w

the main Rlussian telephone lines ran
only 300 yards from a radar station
in the American sector. The CIA
dug an underground tunnel, tapped
the cables and, for months, before
thc Russians got wise, monitored
every telephonic whisper in the So-
viet East Sector.

§iIn 1956, when Nikita Khrushchev
delivered his famous secret speech
denouncing the crimes of Joscf Stalin
before the Tw entieth 'Communmt
Party Congress, a CIA #gent man-
aged to get the text and smuggle 1t
out to the Western world. Washimng-
ton was ablc to reveal the explosive
contents before the Soviets them-
selves had edited the speech for pub-
lic consumption. The blow was prob-
ably one of the strongest ever struck
at Communist ideology. Communist
parties m the United States and
other Western countries, long taught
by Communist propaganda to regard
Stalin with reverence, felt that the
bedrock of belief had hcen cut out
from under them.

The U-2 spy plane operation, a
531
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risky -procedure that backfired dis-
astrously in the end, was for years
one of the world’s most successful
feats in espionage. From fifteen miles

" up, this plane took pictures of such

incredible clarity and detail that it
was possible to distinguish between
a cyclist and a pedestrian; its radio
receivers, which monitored all wave
lengths, recorded literally millions of
words. A single flight across Russia
often furnished enough assorted in-
formation to keep several thousand
CIA employees working for weeks,
and the flights lasted for four years
before, at the beginning of May,
1960, on the very eve of the sched-
uled Summit Conference in Paris,
pilot Francis Powers took off on the
mission on which he was shot down.
The bad judgment implicit in order-
ing the flight at such a delicate time,
the ridiculous CIA “cover story”
that Powers was gathering weather
data, the solemn promulgation of
this fairy tale and the swift subse-
quent exposure of the United States
before the world as an arrant liar—
all of this wrecked the Summit,
forced the United States to abandon
the ‘U-2 aerial espionage program,
and inflicted enormous world-wide
damage on American | prestige.

“Wheéther, in the ideological war for

men’s minds, the ultimate tarnishing
of the American image outweighs the
positive details garnered by the U-2s
in four years of successful espionage
remains a forever unresolved point
of debate. For one thing, the ideo-
logical war goes on, neither finally
won nor irretrievably lost; for an-
other, no one except on the very
highest and most closely guarded
levels of ‘goyernitient can possibly
know - jix,si“&?l‘(?t)w svitally important
were the details the U-2s gathered.

Though ' the U-2 program became,
in its catastrophic finale, a fulcrum
of policy, the significant pattern
that emerges from the Berlin wire
tapping, the smuggling of the Khru-
shchev speech, the years-long earlier
successes of U-2, seems fairly ob-
vious. All dealt with intelligence—
and intelligence only. The intent was
to gather the kind of broad and de-
tailed information on which an in-
telligent foreign policy may be based.
These "activities did not in them-
selves ‘constitute active meddling in,
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or formation of, policy. Unfortunate-
ly, not all CIA acrivities fall into
this legitimate intelligence role; time
and again, CIA has meddled active-
ly in the internal affairs of foreign
governments. And it is in this field
that some of its most vaunted suc-
cesses raise grave questions about
the drift and intent of our foreign
policy.

‘Where It Fails

Here are some of the high spots
of CIA in international intrigue:

fIn 1953, with Allen Dulles him-
self playing a leading role, CIA
sparked a coup that ousted Moham-
med Mossadegh as Premier of Iran.
Mossadegh, a wealthy landowner,
rose to political power by capitaliz-
ing on popular hatred of the British
Anglo-Iranian Oil Company, which
dominated the economy of the na-
tion, exporting Iran’s greatest na-
tional resource by payment to the
national treasury of what Mossa-
degh considered a mere pittance.
Mossadegh set out to nationalize the
oil industry in Iran’s interest, allied

- himself with pro-Communist forces

in Teheran, and virtually usurped
the power of Shith Mohammed Reza
Pahlevi. When 336 did, a sutcessful
CIA plot bounced Mossadegh out of
office so fast he hardly knew what
had hit him; the Shah was restored
to power; and a four-nation con-
sortium, in partnership with the
Iranian Government, was given con-
trol over the country’s liquid gold.
CIA showed a tendency, if not to
brag, at least to chuckle in public
about this wily and triumphant
coup; but the aftermath has furnish-
ed no cause for unalloyed rejoicing.
The United States poured millions
of dollars into Iran to shore up the
government of the anti-Communist
Shah. A Congressional committee
found in 1957 that, in five years, Iran
had received a quarter of a billion
dollars in American aid. Yet the
Iranian people themselves had not
profited. So many American dollars
had stuck to the fingers of corrupt
officials that Iran was running up
constant deficits, though the Con-
gressional committee found that it
should have been fully capable, with
its oil revenues, of financing its own
national development. Despite the

hundreds of millions of dollars in
American aid, Iran remained so prim-
itive that, in some isolated towns, in
this twentieth century, residents had
yet to see their first wheeled vehicle;
a whole family might Iive for a year
on the produce of a single walnut
tree; and small children labored all
day at the looms of rug factories for
20 cents or Jess. Small wonder, as
Time reported in 1960, that Mossa-
degh “is still widely revered”; small
wonder either that a new Premier,
appointed by the Shah in early May,
1961, after a riotous outbreak in
Teheran, was described by the Asso-
ciated Press as the Shah’s “last hope
of averting bankruptcy and possible
revolution. . . .”

flIn 1954, Jacobo Arbenz Guzman
won an election in Guatemala and
achieved supreme power. This demo-
cratic verdict by the Guatemalan
electorate was not pleasing to the
United States. American officials de-
scribed the Arbenz regime as com-
munistic. This has been disputed, but
there is no question that Arbenz was
sufficiently leftist in orientation to
threaten the huge land holdings of
Guatemala’s wealthy classes and the
imperial interests of United Fruit
andy other large American corpora-
tions. American disenchantment with
Arbenz needed only a spark to be
exploded into action, and the spark
was supplied by Allen Dulles and
CIA. Secret agents abroad spotted
a Polish freighter being loaded with
Czech arms and ammunition; CIA
operatives around the world traced
the peregrinations of the freighter as,
after several mysterious changes of
destination, she finally came to port
and began unloading the munitions
destined for Arbenz. Then CIA, with
the approval of the National Security
Council, struck. Two Globemasters,
loaded with arms and ammunition,
were flown to Honduras and Nica-
ragua. There the weapons were
placed in the hands of followers of
an exiled Guatemalan Army officer,
Col. Carlos Castillo Armas. He in-
vaded Guatemala, and the Arbenz
regime collapsed like a pack of cards.
It is perhaps significant thatr the
Guatemalan blueprint was practical-
ly identical with the one CIA follow-
ed this April in the attempt to over-
throw Castro. Only Castro was no
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Arbenz, In anv event, Guatemala,
like Iran, remains one of the CIA’s
most publicly acknowledged coups;
and, like Iran, the sequel raises dis-
turbing doubts about precisely what
was gained. For the promises of the
CIA-backed Castillo forces to insti-
tute social and democratic reforms
have not yet materialized. Half of
the arable land in the nation of four
million persons still remains in the
hands of 1,100 families. The economy
of the country is dominated by three
large American corporations, topped
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by United Fruit. Workers in the
vineyards of United Fruit staged a
strike in 1955 trying to get their
wages of $1.80 a day raised to $3.
They lost. And Guatemala is still a
distressed country—so deeply dis-
tressed that the Kennedy Adminis-
tration feels it must have several
more bushels of American aid.

flIn 1954 and again in 1958, the
United States almost went to war
with Communist China over the
rocky islets of Quemoy and Matsu,
squatting less than three miles off
the Chinese coast. When Red Chi-
nese artillery barrages blanketed the
islands, heavily over-populated with
Chiang Kai-shek troops, American
public opinion was conditioned to
react angrily to these aggressive ac-
tions. What hardly any Americans
realized at the time was that the
Red Chinese had been subjected to
considerable provocation. Allen Dul-
les’ CIA had established on Formosa
an outfit known as Western Enter-
prises, Inc. This was nothing more
than a blind for CIA; and, as Stewart
Alsop later wrote in the Saturday
Evening Post, CIA agents, operating
from this cover, masterminded “com-
mando-type guerrilla raids on the
mainland . . . in »bagtalion strengths?
The title to Alsop’s article told all:
“The Story Behind Quemoy: How
We Drifted Close to War.”

flIn 1960 and again in 1961, the
landlocked Indo-China principality
of Laos threatened the peace of the
world in a tug-of-war between East
and West. Again the American pub-
lic was confronted with glaring head-
lines picturing the menace of an on-
sweeping world communism; it was
given, at the outset at any rate—
and first impressions in international
sensations are almost always the ones
that count—practically no under-
standing of underlying issues. Yet a
Congressional committee in" June,
1959, had filed a scathing report on
one of the most disgraceful of Amer-
ican foreign aid operations. The com-
mittee found that, in seven vears,
we had poured more than $300 mil-
lion into Laos. This indiscriminate
aid had caused runaway inflation
and wrecked the economy of the
country. At our insistence, a 25,000~
man Army that the Laotians didn’t
want or need~—and one that wouldn’t
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fight—had been foisted on the Lao-
tian people. In a completely botched-
up program, American resident gen-
tuses spent some $1.6 million to build
a highway, built no highway, and
wound up giving all Southeast Asia
a vivid demonstration of the most
unlovely aspects of the American
system of bribery, graft and corrip-
tion. As if this wasn’t bad enough,
little Laos fairly crawled with CIA
agents. These gentry, in late 1960,
in another of their famous coups,
overthrew the neutralist government
of Prince Souvanna Phouma and in-
stalled a militarist regime headed by
Gen. Phoumi Nosavan. The Phoum
Army clique had just one qualifica-
tion to recommend it, but it was a
qualification dear to the heart of
CIA: it was militantly anti~-Commu-
nist. Unfortunately, this attitude did
not recommend the new regime as
heartily to the Laotian people as it
did to the CIA; General Phoumi had
almost no popular support, and when
the Communist Pathet Lao forces
began to gobble up vast chunks of
the nation, there was hardly any re-
sistance. The result was inevitable,
The United States was placed in the
humiliating position of practically

begging to get the very type of neys

S

tralist godernment its CIA had “coir-
spired to overthrow. A greater loss
of face in face-conscious Asia could
hardly be imagined.

Revolutions for Hire?

These are just a few of the best-
documented examples of CIA’s med-
dling in the internal affairs of other
nations, There are others. There is
the case of Burma, on.whom CIA
foisted unwanted . thousands of
Chiang Kai-shek’s so-called freedom
highters—warriors who found it much
pleasanter to take over practically an
entire Burmese province and grow
opium than to fight the Red Chinese.
There was this spring’s Algerian
Army revolt against Gen. Charles de
Gaulle, an event in which an accus-
ing French press contends the CIA
played an encouraging hand. CIA
categorically denies it, but French
officialdom, suspicious as a result of
previous CIA meddling in French
nuclear-arms program legislation, has
refrained from giving the American
agency a full coat of whitewash,
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Such  activities obviously range
far beyond the bounds of legitimate
intelligence gathering. No one will
argue today, in the tensions of a
cold war that at almost any moment
might turn hot, against the need for
an  expert intclligence-gathering
agency. But does it follow that we
need and must have an agency gear-
ed to the overthrow of governments
in any and all sections of the world?
Have we, who pose (most of us sin-
cerely) as a truly democratic peo-
ple, the right to send our secret
agents to determine for the people
of Iran or Guatemala or Laos what
government shall rule them? We
have never proclaimed this right;
our public officials doubtless would
express pious abhorrence at the
thought, But, in the light of past
events, we can hardly be surprised
if, to the world at large, CIA actions
speak louder than official protesta-
tions.

Nor can we escape the odium of
regimes with which the CIA has sad-
dled us. It follows as inevitably as
day the night that, if CIA conspires
to overthrow a foreign government
on the blind theory that in the war
against communism anything goes,
the American people as a whole are
Surderied with responsibility for the
regime that CIA has helped to in-
stall. And the record of such regimes
in many remote corners of the world
is decidedly not pretty. In the light
of the past, it should be obvious that
the future is not to be won by prop-
ping up puppets with sticky fingers.

On this whole issue, perhaps the
most perceptive piece of writing was
produced in the aftermath of Cuba
by Walter Lippmann in a column en-

“titled “ToeQOurselves Be True.” Lipp-

WHEN ALLEN DULLES was eight
years ‘old, he wrote a thirty-one page
essay on the Boer War, an event
that was then disturbing the con-
science of the world, The last sen-
tence read: “I hope the Boers win
this war because the Boers are in
the right and the british in the
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mann, fresh from -recent interviews
with Khrushchev, wrote:

“We have been forced to ask our-
selves recently how a free and open
society- can compete with a totali-
tarian state. This is a crucial ques-
tion. Can our Western society sur-
vive and flourish if it remains true
to 1ts own faith and principles? Or
must it abandon them in order to
fight fire with fire?” Lippmann’s an-
swer to this last question was a ring-
ing, “No.” The Cuban adventure
had failed, he wrote, because for us
it was completely out of character—
as out of character as for a cow to
try ta fly or a fish to walk. The
United States, of course, must em-
ploy secret agents for its own infor-
mation, “But the United States can-
not successfully conduct large secret
conspiracies,” he wrote. . . . The
American conscience is a reality. It
will make hesitant and ineffectual,
even if 1t does not prevent, an un-
American policy. . . . Tt follows that
in the great struggle with commu-
nism, we must find our strength by
dwelopmg and applying our own
punmpks, not i abandoning them,

Probing more deeply, Lippmann
analyzed tht‘t?:rhchev’s philosophy
and explained the Soviet leader’s ab-
solute belief i the ultimate triumph
of communism. The Soviet Premier,
he had found, is sincerely convinced
that capitalism 1s rigid, static; that it
cannot change, it cannot meet the
needs of the people, the needs of the
future. Only communism can, and
communism will succeed capitalism
as capitalism supplanted feudalism.
This, with Khrushchev, is “absolute
dogma.” Having explained this,
Lippmann then wrote:

PART. n ALLEN DULLES:

wrong,” Questioned in after life about
that small “b” in “British,” Dulles
explained that he wrote it that way
deliberately because he didn’t like
the British at the time and hoped
that small “b” would show just what
he thought of them.

Now, sixty years later, Allen Dul~

e SSEE

T venture ‘to argue from - this
analysis that the réason we are on
the defensive in so many places is
that for some ten years we have
been doing exactly what Mr. K. ex-
pects us to do. We have used money
and arms in a_long, losing attempt
to stabilize native govemmcnts which,
in the name of anti-communist, are
opposed to all important social
change. This has been exactly what
Mr. KUs' dogma calls for — thar
communism should be the only ul-
ternative to the status quo with its
immemorial poverty and privilege.
We cannot compete with commu-
nism, Lippmann argued, if we con-
tinue to place “the weak countries
in a dilemma where they must stand
still with us and our client rulers,
or start moving with communism.”
We must offer them “a third option,
which is economic development and
social improvement without the to-
talitarian discipline of communism.”

Obviously, the philosophy of Wal-
ter Lippmann is several aeons re-
nmoved from that of the CIA man,
whose record shows he has just one
gauge of ment—the rigid right-wing
inflexibility of the anti-communistic
puppet regimes that CIA has install-
ed and supported. The record sug-
gests thiat in the CIA lexicon there
is no room for social and economic
reform; such phrases imply a pos-
sibly leftish tendency, and God for-
bid that we should ever back such!
Let’s give ’em, instead, a military
dictatorship. This CIA philosophy-
in-action is the very antithesis of the
American spirit Walter Lippmann
was writing about, and to understand
how we came to be encumbered with
it, one must understand the career
and ties and outlook of one man-—-

Allen Welsh Dulles.

BEGINNINGS

les 1s very much the man foreshad-
owed by the boy author. The interest
in foreign affairs that led him to
write a small book.on the Boer War
at the age of eight (it was actually
published by a doting grandfather)
has remained with him throughout
his life. Some would say, too, that
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he retained the strong prejudices, or
the stout convictions (depending on
how you look at it), that led him at
the age of eight to refuse to dignify
the British with a capital letter.

The future master of the CIA was
stceped in the aura of international
affairs from earliest childhood. He
was born on April 7, 1893, in Water-
town, N.Y., where his father, Allen
Macy’ Dulles, was a Presbyterian
minister. His mother, the former
Edith Foster, was the daughter of
General John Watson Foster, who
in 1892 had become Secretary of

- State in the Republican administra-
tion of Benjamin Harrison. Years
later his mother’s brother-in-law,
Robert Lansing, was to serve as Sec-
retary of State in the administration
of Woodrow Wilson.

These family ties were to be in-
fluential both in the career of Allen
Dulles and in that of his brother,
John Foster, five years his senior.
Allen graduated from Princeton with
Phi Beta Kappa honors in 1914 and
promptly went off to teach English
for a ycar in a missionary school at
Allahabad, India. Returning to
Princeton, he got his Master of Arts
degree, then followed in the foot-
steps of his older brother by joining
the diplomatic service ruled by his
uncle, Secretary of State Robert
Lansing. On May 16, 1916, when he
was twenty-three, he went off to
Vienna as an undersecretary in the
American embassy. Though the
young man himself could have had
no inkling at the time, this was where
it was all to begin; here were to be
woven the first permanent strands
into the carcer of the future boss of

CIA.

Beginnings in Vieuna

Vienna was then the capital of the
Austro-Hungarian Empire, the part-
ner of Kaiser Wilhelm's Germany in
the bloody warfare of World War L.
America herself was about to become
involved in this most tragic of wars,
from which the world has yet to sal-
vage a formula for pcace. In the
striped-trouser set and the top-level
society of Vienna, voung Dulles, the
nephew of the American Secretary
of State, quickly made his mark; and
when America joined the Allies, he
along with other members of the
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American delegation skipped across
the border to Berne in Switzerland.
It was here that Dulles got his first
taste of the secret, high-level n-
trigue that so often determines the
fate of empires and of peoples. As
he later told a visitor: “That’s when
I learned what a wvaluable place
Switzerland was for information-—
and when I became interested in in-
telligence work.”

Dulles’ interest doubtless was stim-
ulated by the heady role he played
i the very kind of "top-drawer, be-
hind-the-scenes  maneuvering  that
was to mark the pattern of his Iater
life. By the beginning of 1918, the
creaky Austro-Hungarian  Empire,
exhausted by war, could perceive
plainly before it the hideous specter
of imminent collapse. Naturally, its
Emperor Charles, with a ruler's pri-
mal instinct for self-preservation,
wanted to salvage as much from the
ruins as was possible. His negotiator
in this laudable endeavor was his
former tutor, Dr. Heinrich Lam-
masch. Lammasch had met the tall
and charming Allen Dulles in Vienna;
he was perfectly aware that the
young man was the nephew of the
Amerigan Secretary,of State; and so,
with an eye to estpblishing rapport
on the highest possible levels, he ap-
proached: Dulles and through him
made arrangements for the salvage
talks the Austrians so much desired.

The secret discussions which Allen

Dulles thus played a key role in ar-"

ranging began on January 31, 1918,
in a villa in Grummlingen, ncar

“

Berne, belonging to a director of
Krupp’s. Professor George 1. Her-
ron, who often carried out secret as-

signments  for  President  Wilson,
headed the American delegation.

Professor Lammasch and industrial-
1st Julius Meinl led the opposing bar-
gain hunters. The Austrians were
ready to promise almost anything
in the hope of preserving the Haps-
burg monarchy, and the Americans,
evidently blind to the already tar-
nished luster of the throne, deluded
themselves into the belief that they
were really being offered a prize—
that the Austrian Emperor might be
propped up as “a useful force.”
Finding these nice Americans so
receptive, Lammasch was effusive in
his promises. Austria-Hungary would
be positively delighted to follow the
American Jead in everything, espe-
cially if (does this sound familiar?)
the generous Americans would ex-
tend financial aid and help to build
“a bridge of gold” between Vienna
and Washington. Dulles’ immediate
superior, Hugh Wilson, was intrigued
by the prospect, and all of the Amer-
lcan delegation seems to have been
quite enthusiastic, The British, in-
formed of the proposal, were far more
skeptical and warned against trust-

ing too much in the performance jofm .,

the Hapsburgs. Events proved the
Briush so right. The Austrian mon-
archy collapsed, Charles abdicated,
and the net result was a fiasco. Yet
Time in 1959 could write of this
period that Allen Dulles, in the
Switzerland of 1918, “hatched the
first of the grandiose plots which -
were to become his trademark.”

Introduction to Germany

After Berne came the: great’ peace
conference at Versailles. Secretary of
State Lansing, second only to Wilson
among the American negotiators, saw
to it that his two nephews had re-
served seats at the great event. John
Foster was given the task of study-
mg such financial problems as repa-
rations and war debts; Allen had an
cven more fascinating job as assist-
ant head of the Department of Cur-
rent Political and Economie Corre-
spondence, a key organization that
handled and channeled all communi-
cations to the American delegation.
Allen Dulles’ 1immediate boss was
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Ellis Dressel, a leading Ametican ex- '

pert on German affairs and 2 man
who was convinced that the new
Soviet Union represented a. world
menace, one that could be dealt with
effectively (shades of 1245!) only
through a partnership between Amer-
ica and a revived Germany.

This was not the prevailing view
m that simpler world of 1918 in
which hatred of militaristic Germany
was the dominating factor. It is sig-
nificant mainly because, for its day,
1t was an extreme view and because
Allen Dulles was quite close to
Dressel and shared many of his be-
liefs. In December, 1918, and again
in early 1919, Allen accompanied his
supetior on trips to Germany during
which they conferred with high Ger-
man industrialists. The bent of Dul-
les’ own thinking at the time is indi-
cated in a memorandum that he
wrote on December 30, 1918, en-
titled: “Lithuania and Poland, the
Last Barrier between Germany and
the Bolsheviks.” It evidently was
based largely on information gath-
ered from Polish and Lithuanian ref-
ugees, and it described the Bolshevik
menace In the strongest terms. Dul-
les even advocated support of Polish-
Lithuanian intervention, in Russia,
writing: “The Allies should not be
deterred from a military expedition
because of their fear that it would
require hundreds of thousands of
men.”

Peace concluded, Dressel was sent
to Berlin as American chargé d’af-
faires in Germany, and Dulles went
with him. Here he was thrown into
contact with a stream of German
politicians, industrialists and Army
officers, many of whom were con-
cerned abeut the new Communist
menace and talked about the possi-
bility of raising a European army—
spearheaded by German generals, of
course~to fight the radical Bolshe-
viks. Nothing came of these plans,
and Dulles soon was transferred to
Constantinople.

In later years, the stereotyped
portrait of Allen Dulles given the
American people by virtually all of
the large media of information pie-
tures a master spy, a super-sleuth,
who confounded his rivals in inter-
national Intrigue from his earliest
days. The image, contrasted with
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John Faster Dulles

the reality of what came out of Dul-
les” first “grandiose plot” at Berne,
seems considerably overblown, but it
suffers even greater damage when
one studies the acid pen portrait of
Dulles in action in the Balkans left
by a veteran American intelligence
officer of the period.

Dabbling in Oil

The disenchanted agent was Rob-
ert Dunn, a veteran and hard-bitten
American newspaper man who had
réceived his initipl training in skep-
ticism at the hands of Lincoln Stef-
fens. Dunn later spent nearly twenty
years in Naval Intelligence. He was
a lieutenant in Turkey in those first
years of the 1920s, when Allen Dul-

les appeared upon the scene. Years

later, in his book World Alive, pub-
lished by Crown in 1956, he wrote
as follows:

And now Mr. Secretary of State
Colby’s young men were arriving in
the flesh to whistle at the nymphs
on our office ceiting. Among the
cooky-pushers strange to a naval
staff came one beetle-browed Boston
Brahmin, rich as a dog’s insides with
copper stock. . , .

One Allen Dulles, freckled, with
toothbrush mustache, was a serious
grad of the Princeton Golf Club,
fresh from Versailles and drawing
the fatal boundaries of Czechoslova-
kia.

Dunn continues by recounting
how a London Times reporter hap-
pened 1o find in a second-hand book-
stall an ancient volume from which
anti-Semitic propagandists obvious~

—————————————
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Iv had filched -the ideas for the Pros
tocols of the Elders of Zion. Neither
the Times reporter nor Dunn was
very much excited by the discovery
because, as Dunn wrote, the Proto-
cols had been well exposed by .in-
ternal evidence as forgeries and hard-
ly anyone took them seriously any
more,

But now [Dunn added], while
Stamboul boiled sedition aguinst the
Fntente and Kemal chetties threat-
ened siege, Dulles decoded to “Sec-
state” academic analyses of that stale
forgery. No wonder Roosevelt, later,
was to growl at diplomatic myopia
and the braid-on-cutaway tradition.
Such, on Dunn’s testimony at least
~and he soon took the first oppor-
tunity to get out of Naval Intelli-
gence because he couldn’t stand
working with Dulles—was the well-
coddled young man who, after two
years in the Balkans, was called back
o Washington to head the State De-
partment’s Division of Near Eastern
Affairs.

The Near East, then as now, was
a sensitive area, and for much the
same reason—oil. British interests
had had a hammerlock on the rich
preserves of the entire Mediterranean
basjn and had tried to freeze outr
Ameérican rivals; but now such com-
panies as Gulf and Standard Oil were
no longer to be denied. The years
during which Dulles headed the key
Near Eastern Division were, as it so
happened, the very years during
which the Rockefeller interests in
Standard Oil negotiated a toehold
in the Iraq Petroleum Co., and the
very years in which the Mellons of
Gulf were laying the groundwork for
valuable concessions in the Bahrein
Islands. Both of these developments
became public and official in 1927,
the year after Dulles left the State
Department to join the New York
law firm of Sullivan and Cromwell.

His decision was motivated pri-
marily by financial considerations.
The highest salary he had made with
State was some $8,000 a year, and
he was 2 married man, with a grow-
ing family. Sullivan and Cromwell
(in which older brother John Foster
was already a partner) belonged to
the legal elite of Wall Street—one
of those law firms that have made
themselves the virtual brains of big
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business, supplying indispensable ad-
vice on Jlll)()b[‘ every financial, mdus-
trial and commercial deal. It ad-
vised both the Rockefcllers and the
Morgans; it fairly reeked of the kind
of money that solves all a young
married man’s most acute fm'lncml
problems.

In this plush atmosphere, Allen
Dulles quickly made himself at home.
He had hardly fitted himself into
his law chair, indeed, before he be-
came involved in the kind of back-
stage masterminding that has come
to seem almost second-nature to him
ever since.

The nation in question was the
South American state of Colombia.
By treaty, Colombia had awarded
the Morgan and Mellon interests the
extremely rich, Barco Concession, so~
called, in Notre de Santander Prov-
ince. But in 1926, just as Allen Dul-
les was quitting the State Depart-
ment, Dr. Miguel Abadia-Mendez
was elected President of Colombia.
He quickly proved to be a disturb-
ing element in the placid world of
American oil interests. He threatened
to repudiate the Barco Concession;
he aroused great popular support;
and worried American oil.barons de-
cided they would have to act. They
turned naturally to their legal brains.
One such brain was Francis B.
Loomis, a former State Department
official; another, Allen W. Dulles.
Pressure was immediately applied on
Abadia-Mendez, but he, stubborn
man, wouldn’t yield, In August, 1928,
he accused the American companies
of refusing to pay Colombia what
they owed it for the years 1923-26
and reaffirmed his mtention of re-
voking the Barco Concession. This
led a secretary in the American Em-
bassy in Bogota to write Washington
that he was convinced “the Presi-
dent will not withdraw his annul-
ment of the agreement until he is
forced to do so under the pressure
of a hard and fast demand.”

Colombia the Gem

Force was applied. The State De-
partment sent a sharp note to Bo-
gotd, Colombia countered by threat-
ening to natienalize all her oil fields.
- The United States served Colombia
with a formal ultimatum. The Mel-
lons threatened an economic boycott.
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Angry anti-American demonstrators
paraded in the streets of Bogota.

The full details of their labors
probably never will be revealed, but
the effects became obvious. In 1930,
Colombia got a nevwPresident: Dr.
Enrique Olaya Hdiréra; a former
Colombian ambassador to the United
States and a well-known friend of

. Wall Street bankers. Soon after his

election, he visited New York and
was promised a million-dollar loan,
provided the Barco Concession was
honored. Tt was.

This adventure in the international
diplomacy of oil, revealing in its way,
was actually little more than a minor
vignette in the ascending careers of
Allen Dulles and his older brother,
John Foster. The interests and out-
look of the two were intertwined al-
most inseparably. They were part-
ners i the firm of Sullivan and
Cromwell; they represented the
same clients and the same interests;
their two careers moved together in
measured cadence, almost like the
steps of trained dancers. Most im-
portant among their varied interests,
and claiming a major share of their
attention, were some of Germany’s
greatest international cartels.

Three of their clients represented
the very top drawer of German- in-

[

dustry. These were. the Vercinigte
Stahlwerke (The Thyssen and Flick
trust), IG Farbenindustrie (the
great chemical trust) and the Rob-
ert Bosch concern. The legal wits of
the Dulles brothers aided all three.

At the onset of World War II, the
German masters of American Bosch
Corp. began to fear for the safety of
their holdings, and an elaborate cor-
porate cover up was arranged, The
Wallenberg brothers, Swedish bank-
ers, agreed to take over American
Bosch (with the promise to return
it after the war, of course), but good
American front names were needed
to provide camouflage. Hence it de-~
veloped that in August, 1941, just
a few months before Pearl Harbor,
John Foster Dulles became the sole
vouing trustee of the majority shares.
In 1942, the U.S. Government seized
the shares, contending Dulles’ trus-
teeship was merely a device to cloak
enemy interests.

Business Before Politics?

Equally close and equally signifi-
cant was the role that Allen Dulles
played in the great Schroeder inter-
national banking house. The parent
firm was German and was headed
by Barop Kurt von Schroeder. A
genuine
Baron played a key role in the acces-
sion to power of Adolf Hitler, It was
in his villa at Cologne on January
7, 1933, that Hitler and von Papen
met and worked out their deal for
the Nazt seizure of power. In sub-
sequent years, von Schroeder remain-
ed close to the Nazi hierarchy. He
was made SS Gruppenfuehrer (the
equivalent of general), and he was
chairman of the secret “Frenden-
Kreis S,” which collected’funds from
Rubr magnates to finance Heinrich
Himmler. OQutside Genmany, the
Schroeder financial empire stretched
long and powerful tentacles. In Eng-
land, it had J. H. Schroeder Ltd.; in
the United States, the Schroeder
Trust Company and the J. Henry
Schroeder Corporation. Allen Dulles
sat on the boards of directors of both.

Almost any lawyer would contend,
of course, that there is nothing wrong
with selling his talents where the
money 1s and that he has a perfect
right to represent any client, no mat~
ter what his pedigree. The Dulles
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brothers, however, did not just hap-
pen to represent an isolated German
client or two; they represented the
clite of German industry, firms close-
ly tied to the Nazi machinery, over
a long period of time, on the closest
terms and even in directoral capaci-

ties. Granted the complete propriety

of the representation, it would be
naive in the extreme to believe that
such multiple, close associations do
not sway political judgments.

In the long-forgotten records of
the times, there are indeed some in-
dications that this was so. In April,
1940, for example, Dr. Gerhart A.
Westrich, one of Germany’s leading
lawyers, a man who had handled
some European affairs for Sullivan
and Cromwell, came to America by
way of Siberia, ostensibly as Hitler’s
special emissary to consult with
American businessmen. He establish-
ed residence on a swank New York
suburban estate and before long he
was consulting, not just with Ameri-
can oil and industrial tycoons, but
with a strange assortment of factory
workers and mechanics. The New
York Herald Tribune exposed this
suspicious activity and charged that
Westrich had made misrepresenta-
tions in applying for a driver’s li-
cénse. John Foster Dulles imme-
diately came to the Nazi agent’s de-
fense. “I don’t believe he has done
anything wrong,” John Foster said.
“I knew him in the old days and I
had a high regard for his integrity.”
American agents began an investiga-
tion, however, and in two weeks Dr.
Westrich was on his way to Japan.

The Westrich affair, inconclusive
in itsclf, assumes greater significance
when one considers the Anglo-Amer-
ican Fellowship and the America
First Committee.

In Britain, the London branch of
the Schroeder banking firm financed
the Fellowship and concentrated on
selling the Munich brand of appease-
ment to the British people. The Fel-
lowship sought as members promi-
nent names in the Conservative Par-
ty, big busincssmen, bankers. These
eminents were given the VIP treat-
ment on conducted tours of Ger-
many; they were entertained by
Hitler and Goering, and von Rib-
bentrop exercised all the wiles of
propaganda to sell them on the vir-
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JOINT SPECIAL FINANCIAL DETACHMENT
~ % UL S. GROLUP CONTROL COUNCIL
CONTROL COMMISSION FOR GERMANY (BRITISH ELEMENT)
DISSELDORF.

This “Wanted” poster svas distributed by British and U.S. Milttary
Governments immediately after the war.,

tues of the Nazi system. There was
no secret about . this activity, no
doubt about its aims and purposes.
And so it 1s mtriguing to find prom-
inently listed as members of the Fel-
lowship not just the banking house
of J. H. Schroeder Litd. itself, but the
individual names of H. W. B.
Schroeder and H. F. and F. C.
Tiarks (see Tory M. P. by Simon
Hoxcy, published in England by Vic-
tor Gollancz). F. C. Tiarks actually
served on the Fellowship’s council,
or governing body, and H, W. B,
Schrocder and the two Tiarkses sat
with Allen Dulles on the board of
the J. Henry Schroeder Banking
Corp.

On this side of the Atlantic, the
incorporation papers for the America
First Committee, devoted to persuad-
ing Americans to keep out of World

War 1I, were drawn up in John
Foster Dulles’ law office. Records of
America First subsequently showed
that John Foster, the more famous
of the two brothers during most of
their lifetimes, supported America
First financially. In February, 1941,
his wife contributed $250, and in
May, 1941, another $200. On Novem-
ber 5, 1941, just one month before
Pearl Harbor, America First records
listed a $500 contribution from “John
Foster Dulles.” Dulles himself, when
questioned about these ties, protest-
ed: “No one who knows me and
what T wave done and stood for con-
sistently over thirty-seven years of
active life could reasonably think
that I could be an isolationist or
‘America Firster’ in deed or spirit.”

Yet the deed and the spirit seem-
ed to be mmplicit in a series of pub-
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lic speeches that John Foster Dulles
made in the months before Pearl
Harbor. On at least three occasions,
he ridiculed the notion that America
faced any danger from the Axis pow-
ers. These, he said, were simply “dy-
namic peoples” seeking their rightful
place in the sun. In a speech before
the Economic Club of New York in
March, 1939, he said:

There is no reason to believe that
any totalitarian states, separately or
collectively, would attempt to attack
the United States or could do it
successfully. Certainly it 1s well with-
in our means to make ourselves im-
mune in this respect. Only hysteria

. PART 11

THE OFFICIALLY favored version
of Allen Dulles’ exploits in Switzer-
land in World War I1 goes like this:
He was the very last American to
slip legally across the French border
in November, 1942, as German troops
came pouring into Vichy France in
swift reaction to the Allied invasion
of North Africa. His assighment-in
Switzerland was to find out who in
Germany might be opposed to the
Hitler regime and whether they were
working actively to overthrow it. In
true master-spy tradition, he put out
his feelers and soon the fish were
swimming into his net; soon secret
anti-Nazis were coming to him to
funnel him vital information and to
give him the most intimate details
about the plot to do away with
Hitler.

Some of this happened, but it isn’t
all that happened. To understand the
significance of developments in
Berne, one needs to recall the back-
ground of the times. In January,
1943, just as Allen Dulles’ intelli-
gence-gathering operation began to
get going in full swing, Churchill and
Roosevelt were meeting in Casa-
blanca for the first of those Summit
conferences that were to determine
the conduct of the fighting and, more
mmportant, the conditions for ending
it. It was at Casablanca that the
two great Allied leaders proclaimed
the doctrine of “uncondittonal sur-
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entertains the idea that Germany,
Traly or Japan contemplates war upon
us.

There is no public record that Al-

len Dulles shared either his brother’s
‘sanguine world outlook or

interest
in America First. But equally there
is no record, public or private, that
he didn’t. All one can say 1s that,
throughout their careers, the two
brothers displayed a marked com-
munity of political views.

Then came Pearl Harbor.

When it did, a whole new career
opened up for Allen Dulles. During
his service in the State Department
years before, he had become friendly

render” and vowed to “spare no ef-
fort to bring Germany to her knees.”

Their proclamation came at a time
when a witch’s brew was already
boiling inside Germany. German
military strategy long had been predi-
cated on avoiding a war on two

fronts. This had been @ cardinal prin-,
~ciple of Hitler hlmSles until the seem-

mgly endless succession of easy vic-
tories unbalanced his judgment and
propelled him into war with the So-
viet Union. The limitless void of Rus-
sia quickly began to engulf the Nazi
war machine, and then, on top of the
Eastern struggle, had come the Jap-
anese stroke at Pearl Harbor, a blow
that had surprised Hitler almost as
much as it had the American fleet.
This development had thrown the
tremendous power and resources of
America into the scales against the
Axis powers,-and soon both German
generals and the more astute leaders
of the SS saw that ultimate defeat
was inevitable unless some compro-
mise political settlement could be
worked out with the Allies. A num-
ber of top-level conferences were .de-
voted to this problem, both in the
camp of the military and the camp
of the SS.

In one of these secret conclaves in
August, 1942, SS-Brigadefuehrer
Walter Schellenberg, one of Heinrich
Himmler’s brightest protégés and
one of the most dangerous of Nazi

with an Assistant Attorney General
named William J. (Wild Bill) Don-
ovan. When Pearl Harbor plunged
us into World War II, Donovan was
picked to head America’s first super-
spy outfit, the Office of Strategic
Services. He promptly contacted Al-
len Dulles and urged him to go to
his old familiar stamping grounds
Berne, Switzerland. There Allen was
to set up a FEuropean espionage
headquarters. The reason Donovan
picked him for the task was that he
wanted a man who had high con-
tacts inside Nazi Germany. On this
score, Allen Dulles certainly quali-
fied.

DULLES AND THE SS

secret agents, proposed a bold solu-
tion to his boss. Himmler, the master
of the secret police for whom Kurt
von Schroeder had raised funds in
‘the Ruhr, was a cautious man where
his own neck was involved; but he
was extremely ambitious, too—and
so he listened to Schellenberg. Schel-
lenberg 1rgged that the war was lost,
unless a “political solution” could be
arranged. Only Himmler, he contend-
ed, could achieve this. Only Himmler

could intrigue to spread dissension-

among the Allies, to split them
apart, to achieve the needed separate
settlement with the West. Himmler
hesitated, caution warring with am-
bition. The argument between him
and Schellenberg lasted until 3:30
AM.,, but Himmler finally agreed to
try Sche]lenbergs 1dea. "

The prize at stake was enormous.
If he succeeded, Himmler could make
himself master of all Germany. The
ruthless SS chief was well aware, as
William L. Shirer makes clear in The
Rise and Fall of the Third Reich,
that military cliques were plotting
the assassination of Hitler. On occa-
sion Himmler made a great pretense

of activity and sent some of the more"

obvious bunglers before execution
squads, but it seems certain he could
have protected the Fuehrer much
more efficiently than he did. It seems
certain also that he gave the plotting
generals loose: rein, anticipating the
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situation that would devclnp,if-ar’l*(). 1943, and s from 8§S-Haupt-

when they succeeded in blowing up
s revered leader, Himmler, with his
ron grip on the machinery of the
secret police, felt fully competent to
deal with the generals: he feared no
other vival in the Nazi party; and if,
i foreign affairs, he could achieve
Schellenberg’s “political solution,” he
could perpetuate the Nagzi system
with himsell in Hitler's shocs.

Meet “Me, Bull”

Such appear to be the compelling
reasons that led Himmler and Schel-
lenberg to send two SS agents to seek
out Allen Dulles in Berne, The §§
agents were a Dr. Schudekopf- and
Prince Maximillian Egon Hohenlohe.
The Nazi version of these negotia-
tions was contained in three docu~
ments wintten at the time, labeled
“Top Secerct,” and preserved in the
files of Schellenberg’s dreaded De.
partment VI of the $S Reich Sccurity
Office. Bob Edwards, a member of
the British Parliament, cites these
documents and quotes them fully in
a pamphlet written this year, A
Study of a Master Spy (Allen Dul-
les). In studying his account, upon
which the following section is based,
it must be borne in mind that the

—~—documents represent an_gnemy ver-

sion of the talks and must therefore
be read with caution; nor should it
be forgotten that in the shadow
world of the secret agency, duplicity
is a common coin and truth most
difficult to determine.

Edwards, who fought with Loyal-
ist forces in Spain during the civil
war in the 19305, has been general
secretary of the Chemical Workers
Union since 1947, He is a former
member of the Liverpool City Coun-
cil and has served in Parliament,
elected with Labour and Co-opera-
tive backing, since 1955, He attract-
ed considerablc attention when he

‘began protesting in the House of

Commons about the activitics of the
Krupps in Bilbao and the danger of
permitting the Germans to establish
bases in Spain. As a result, “from
absolutely reliable sources in Bonn,”
he says, he received a number of
documents, including the three deal-
g with Pulles and the SS.

The first of these documents s
a brief covering letter, of which only
one copy was made. It is dated Apnl
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.type of abg
“healthy appeatance, good tecth and

sturmfuehrer Ahrens to Department
VI, dealing with: “DULLES, Roose-
velt’s  special representative  in
Switzerland.” The second is a record
of conversations between Dulles, re-
ferred to throughout the Teport as
“Mr. Bull,” and Prince Hohenlohe,
called “Herr Pauls.” The conversa-
tions took place in Switzerland in
mid-February, 1943, '

“Immediately on arrival,” accord-
ing to the memorandum on the Dul-
les-Hohenlohe talks, “Herr Pauls”
received a call from a “Mr. Roberts,”
a Dulles aid and confidant. Roberts
WAs anxious to arrange an immediate
mecting with his chief, Allen Dulles.
Hohenlohe stalled untj] he could
check up on Dulles. From Spanish
diplomats, from the Swiss and from
representatives of some of the Naz
satellite states in the Balkans, Ho-
henlohe Jearned that Dulles operated
on the very highest level, apparent-
v ‘with ‘a direct pipeline into the
White House,,by-passing the State
Department. This convinced the SS
agent that he should, by all means,
sce “Mr. Bull.”

He was greeted, he reported, by
“a' tall, " powerfully built, sporting
ta forty-five, " with a

a lively, unmaffected and gracious
manner. Assuredly a man of cjvic
courage.” The conversation was cor-
dial. Hohenlohe and Dulles quickly
established that they had met be.
fore, in 1916 in Vienna and m the
19205 in New York. With these pre-
liminaries out of the way the SS re-
port of the talk between “Herr
Pauls” and “Mr. Bull” continues:
Mr. Bull said . , . he was fed up
with listening all the time to out.
dated politiciuns, émigrés and prej-
udiced Jews. In his view, a peace
had to be made in Furope in the
preservation of which all concerned

would have a real interest, There
Must not again be a division inro
victor and vanquished, that is, con-
tented and discontented; never again
must nations like Germany be driven
by want and injustice to desperate
experiments and heroism, The Cer-
N State Must continue to exist as
a factor of order and progress; there
could be no question of jes partition
or the separation of Austria. At the
same time, however, the might of
Prussia in the German ‘state should
be reduced to reasonable proportions,
and the individual regions  {Gau)
should be given greater independence
and a uniform measure of influence
within  the framework of Greater
Germnny. To the Czech question, Mr.
Bull seemed to artach lictle impor-
tance; at the same time he fele it
necessary to support a cordon sani-
taire against Bolshevism and pan-
Slavism  through the ecastward cn-
largement of Poland and the preser-
vation of Rumania and g strong
Hungary.

German Hegemony

L this view seems hardly in ac-
cord with the publicly avowed Rooge-

vele-Churchill program of “uncondi-

tional surrender” and bringing “Ger-
many to her knees,” the rest of the
Dulles, philosophy, according to this
SS report; seems to agree even lesd
with the 1deals for which thousands
of Allied soldiers were at that mo-
ment dying. “Herr Pauls” reported
that “Mr. Bull seemed quite to rece-
ognize” Germany’s claim to indus-
trial leadership in Europe. “Of Rus-
sia_he spoke with scant sympathy.
-+« Herr Pauls had the feeling that
the Americans, ncluding in this case
Mz Bull, would not hear of Bol-
shevism or Pan-Slavism in Central
Europe, and, unlike the British, on
no ‘account wished to see the Rus-
sians at the Dardenelles or in the ojl
areas of Rumania or Asia Minor.”
fudeed, as “Herr Pauls” noted later,
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“Mr. Bull” made no great” secret,
though he did not speak in detail,

about  “Anglo-American  antago-
nisms.”
The conversation now took an

abrupt turn. “Herr Pauls” made what
he described as “a very sharp thrust
on the Jewish question” and said he
“sometimes actually felt the Ameri-
cans were only going on with the
war so as to be able to get rid of
the Jews and send them back again.
To this ‘Mr. Bull’ replied that in
America things had not quite got
to that point yet and that it was
in general a question whether the
Jews wanted to go back. Herr Pauls
got the impression that America in-
tendcd rather to send off the Jews
to Africa.”

Discussing the reorganization of
postwar Europe, “Mr. Bull” appeared
to rcject British ideas “in toto.”
Hohenlohe reported: :

He agreed more or less to a Europe
organized politically and mdustrmlly
on the basis’ of large territories, and
considered that a Federal Greater
Germany  (similar  to the United
States), with an assoctated Danube
Confederation, would -be the best
guarantec of order and progress in
Central and Eastern Europe. He does
not reject National Socialism >in 1ts,
basic idcas and deeds so much -as the
“Inceardly  unbalanced, inferiority-
complex-ridden. Prussian malitarism.”
(Ttalics added.)

Then Me. Bull turned to the sub-
ject of National Soecialism and the
person of Adolf Hitler and declared
that with all respect to the historical
importance of Adolf Hitler and his
work it was hardly-concavable that
the Anglo-Saxons” worked=up public
opinion could accept Hitler as un-
challenged master of Greater Ger-
many. People had no confidence in
the durability and dependability of
agreements with him. And re-estab-
Jishment of mutual confidence was
the most essential thing after the
war. Nevertheless, Herr Pauls did
not get the impression that it was
to be viewed as a dogma of American
prejudice. . . .

The conversation continued with
Hohenlohe trying to get some inkling
of Allicd military intentions and with
Dulles fending off his queries. The
Amecrican agent did deliver, however,
a pointed warning. He cited Amer-
jca’s “expanding production of air-
craft, which will systematically be
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brought into action against the Axis
powers.” Then:

Mr. Bull is in close touch with the
Vatican. He himself called Herr
Pauls’s attention to the importance
of this connection, for the American
Catholics also have a decisive word
to say, and before the conversation
ended he again repeated how greatly
Germany’s position in America would
be strengthened if German bishops
were to plead Germany’s cause here.
Even the Jews’ hatred could not out-
weigh that. It had to be remembered,
after all, that it had been the Ameri-
can Catholics who had forced the
Jewish-American papers to stop their
baiting of Franco Spain.

The third top-secret Nazi docu-
ment deals with another talk be-
tween “Mr. Roberts,” Dulles’ right-
hand man, and another SS agent,
identified only as “Bauer.” This took
place in Geneva on Sunday, March
21, 1943. It was a long, rambling,
inconclusive rehash of the war and
its issues, but certain strong strands
emerge in the SS report. “Bauer”
quoted Roberts as saying “he [Rob-
erts] did not like the Jews and 1
was distastcful to think that they
were now able to adorn their six-

pointed star with an additional
wreath of martyrdsm. . . .” The cool-
ness toward the | Blltl\h the pro-

German warmth was there. “Bauer”
quoted Roberts:

America had no intention of going
to war every twenty years and was
now aiming at a prolonged settle-
ment, in the planning of which she
wished to take a decisive part and
did not wish to leave that again to
Britain, bearing in mind the bitter
experience. of the past. It would be
nothing clse but regrettable if Ger-
many excluded herself from this set-
tlement, for that country deserved
every kind of admiration and meant
a great deal more to him than any
other countries.

How Much Truth?

The impact of these reports, read
cighteen years later, can on]y be de-
\ulbcd as shocking. The picture that
emerges is of a Dulles perfectly will-
ing to throw the Austrians and the
Czechs (whom the Allies then were
publicly pledged to free) to the
wolves; a Dulles who “does not re-

ject ‘National Socialism in its basic
ideas and deeds,” despite the smok-
ing furnaces of the Nazi charnel
houscs; a Dulles who, blaming all on
Prussian  militarism, was looking
forward to seceing a strong and re-
surgent Germany dominating all of
Central Europe; a Dulles who was
concerned primarily (as the Dulles
of 1918 had been) with using Ger=
many and Poland as buffers against
Russia in the East; a Dulles who was
concerned, as one would expect the
Dulles of the 1920s to be, with keep-
ing Russia out of the oil-rich Near
East: a Dulles who seemed still to
regard the British with a small “b,”
who looked with equanimity (as the
Dulles who had represented some of
the mightiest German corporations
might be expected to do) upon Ger-
man industrial leadership of Europe
—a Dulles who paid “respect to the
histortcal importance of Adolf Hitler
and his work,” who thought Hitler
would have to go, but who did not
make this scem Iike “a dogma of
American prejudice.”

One finds oneself asking the shock-
ed question: Was this the real Al-
len Dulles?

It 1s not easy to decide. Always,
in anything that touches upon the

double- uu]lnw shadow world of “the =<

sceret agent, one must have more
than normal reservations. This pic-
ture of Dulles 1s the picture that
emerges from SS reports, but per-
haps SS agents, like a lot of other
seccret  agents, might have been

tempted to tell headquarters what
they knew headquarters wanted to
hear. Even if the SS reports were
completely accurate, there is no guar-
antee that Dulles actually believed
all that the reports attributed to
him. He was trying to pick the minds




of his SS callers, as they were trving
to pick his, and in the brain-picking
duel, any agent mighr be hLkely to
cloak, to a degree at least, his real
beliefs and intentions and to pretend
to what he did not really feel. Was
this what Dulles was doing? Was he
being extremely cordial and agree-
able to Hohenlohe merely in the hope
of luring information out of him? Or
were at least some of those senti-
ments he expressed really his own?

Whatever the truth, there is no
imputation in these documents that
Allen Dulles was anything buc a
patriot seeking to further what he
conceived to be the best interests of
his country. Not his motives, but
his judgments, are called into ques-
tion as one peruses these SS records.

In any case, the SS portrait must
be assessed against some check-
points—Dulles’ own known back-
ground and certain future develop-
ments, all of which seem to fall into
a pattern. Dulles certainly played
the master’s role in cloak-and-dagger
activities in Europe. He remained
the boss of the Berne nerve center of
intelligence throughout the war, and
he came out of the conflict with an
ovupowering reputation as Ameri-
ca’s master spy. Under the circum-
stances, it is curious to fmd that the
pattern of. German rapprochement
described in Hohenlohe’s report was
repeated again and again in other
secret dealings by American agents.

For a “Soft” Peace

One of these negotiations took
place in October, 1943, when Dr.
Felix Kersten, a Finnish masseur who
had won the confidence of Himmler
himself, went to Sweden to confer
with an unnamed American agent.
They discussed “the danger from the
East” and “a compromise peace.”
Tentatively, they agreed on the res-
toration of Germany’s 1914 bound-
aries (this would have included
France's Alsace-Lorraine), the end-
ing of the Hitler dictatorship, re-
duction of the German Army, con-
trol over German industry, and an
American pledge to forget about an
enlarged Poland. Stll later, in the
spring of 1944, another American
feeler was put out by a secret agent
in Yugoslavia, again for negotiations
that would involve the possibility of

542

uniting the Western Allies with Ger-
many for the “struggle against Bol-
shevism.” :

These repeated overtures would
make 1t seem as if someone some-
where had some pretty determined
ideas about a soft German peace
and the bwilding up of a strong post-
war Germany to combat the Soviet
menace. All of this occurred at a
time when Russta ostensibly was our
Ally and was locked in the fiercest
of death grapples with Germany. If
the Russians, who had their own spy
system, were aware of these secret
machinations — as they may well
have been, for, according to the Ger-
mans, Hungarian agents had broken
the code Dulles was using—the seem-
ingly unrcasonable Russian distrust
of America would begin to scem less
unreasonable. Such are the penalties
of an intelligence operation that runs

counter to the official policy of the
nation employing it,

Whether Dulles himself had any
responsibility for the persistent pro-
German feelers is not established, but
there is one further strong indication
of his attitude toward Germany in
one of his best-publicized - exploits.
Not long after his arrival in Berne,
he received a call from an emissary
connected with the military side of
the crosshatch of plots involving the
destruction of Hitler, His caller was
Hans Bernd Gisevius, German vice
consul in Zurich and a member of
the Abwehr, the secret intelligence.
Gisevius was a huge, 6-foot-4 Ger-
man who had been connected with
anti-Hitler plots in 1938 and 1939,
before the outbreak of the war. He
had close connections with some of
Germany’s top military leaders, who
had long been convinced that Hitler
nwould have to be removed from the
scene. From Dulles, Gisevius and his
fellow plotters wanted just one as-

sisted on
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surance—that, if they killed Hitler
Washington would support them in
settmg up a new and presumably
anti-Nazi government.

‘The German conspirators did not
just ask for Washington’s backing;
they held out a threat. If the West-
ern democracies refused to grant
Germany a decent peace, they warn-
ed, they would be compelled to turn
to Soviet Russia for support. This,
it would seem, was hardly the tone
of men inspired by great ideals. As
Shirer perceptively remarks: “One
marvels at these German resistance
leaders who were so insistent on get-
ting a favorable peace sertlement
from the West and so hesitant in
getting rid of Hitler until they got it.
One would have thought that if they
considered Nazism to be such a
monstrous evil . . . they would have
concentrated on trying to overthrow
it regardiess of how the West might
treat their new regime.” No such re-
flection appears to have occurred to
Dulles. He was inclined to accept
the demands of the plotters and
urged Washington to back the bar-
gaint, to promise favorable terms of
peace. In this he failed. Roosevelt in-
“unconditional surrender.”

Inithe light of what we now know,
the wisdom of the deal proposed by
Dulles appears to be highly dubious.
One thing is certain: Himmler knew
of the plots against Hitler and de-
liberately left enough of the plotters
free to score the near-miss of the -
1944 bomb explosion in Hitler’s East
Prussian headquarters, Himmler cer-
tainly had every intention of domi-
nating the Germany that would have
survived the loss of the Fuehrer, and
there can be little doubt that, if he
had been successful, the Nazi system
would have been perpetuated. This,
at least, the doctrine of “uncondi-
tional surrender” avoided. The com-
plete crushing of Germany, the free-
ing of the wraiths in 1ts concentra-
tion camps—total victory and its
revelations-——made any apologia for
Nazism impossible.

Such an outcome could hardly
have been achieved by the Allen Dul-
les who peeps out at us from the
pages of SS reports or by the Allen
Dulles who was ready, by his own
admission, to deal with the military
plotters.
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ALLEN DULLES came back from
Berne with such a reputation as a
cloak-and-dagger mastermind  that
his exploits are still spoken of with
awe. He was decorated with the
American Medal of Merit, a Presi-
dential Citation, the Medal of Free-
dom, Belgium’s Leopold Cross and
France’s Legion of Honor. These
medals represented several triumphs
in espionage.

The greatest fcats stemmed from
Dulles’ contact with an employee in
the German Foreign Office who has
been identified only as® “George
Woaod.” A secret anti-Nazi, “Wood”
risked death many times to make
contact with Dulles in Berne. At each
meeting, he delivered to the Amer-
ican agent copies of ultra-secret Ger-
man documents. The impressive to-
tal of 2,600 documents reportedly
was funnecled into Dulles’ hands by
“Wood.” Somc are said to have been
of such importance that they vitally
affected the course of the war.

According to the Dulles legend,
documents qupphcd by “Wood” give
the first clue-to German cxperiments
with the V-1 and V-2 rockets at the
Peenemunde testing base on the
Baltic. Dulles’ information, it is as-
serted, warned the Allies n time, en-
abled them to raid Peenemunde with
their heavy bombers, and set the
rocket program back an all-important
six months,

There is no doubt that the raid on
Pecnemunde did just this, but there
is considerable doubt whether Dulles

" can claim sole Crcdit for it. Winston
Churchill, in his history of World
War 11, writes that German experi-
ments with rockets at Peenemunde
were known even before the war and
that as early as the autumn of 1939
“references to long-range weapons of
various kinds began to appear in our
Intelligence reports.” Ldwards, the
British M.P., writes categorically:

Finally, itis a well known fact that
it was not Mr. Dulles who distin-
guished himself by discovering the
-rockets, but unassuming Miss Con-
stance Babbington Smith, the British
expert on aerial reconnaissance pho-
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tography, whao on June 2
tified the launching lnmm on an
aerial  photograph of Peenemunde.
The British Secret Service had known
about plans for building them ever
since 1939.

, 1943, iden~

Fewer questions have been raised
about some of Dulles other exploits.
One of these dealt with a mysterious
Nazi spy by the name of “Cicero.”
Edwards insists that the full storv of
“Cicero™ has not yet been told, but
the accepted version goes like this:
From some of the documents given
him by “Wood,” Dulles learned that
the British Ambassador in Turkey,
Sir Hughe Knatchbull-Hugessen, had
a valet who was actually a Nazi spy
and who used the code name of
“Cicero.” The tip -about “Cicero”
came to Dulles just in time to alter
the route of an American convoy and
save it from a planned U-boat attack.

Even more important than saving
a convoy was the final achievement
credited to Dulles—the surrender of
the German Army in Italy in 1945,
Dulles arranged this Ehrough his con-
tacts in the SS, spetifically through
negotiations with SS-Obergruppen-
fuehrer Karl Wolff. As a result, the
German surrender in Jtaly came
earlier than otherwise might have
been the case, and presumably the
lives of thousands of Allied soldiers
were saved.

The Dulles Ambivalence

With war’s end, Dulles returned
for a time to his law desk at Sullivan
and Cromwell, but with his glamor-
ous (and glamorized) World War 11
masterminding behind him, 1t was
hardly to be expected that world
events would leave him long alone.
Both he and his older blOthCl John
Foster, now began to emerge on the
national scene in new and ever more
powerful roles. The build-up for both
was, and was to remain, tremendous.
The nation’s largest news media
agreed with virtually a single voice
that John Foster Dulles was the in-
fallible wise man of foreign policy;
his ties to top-level German industry
under the Nazis, his links to America

nuu.Es, PEACE and the CIA

First, his speeches proclaiming we
had nothing to fear [rom the Axis,
were all forgotten. Only some mav-
erick columnists hike Drew Pearson,
I. F. Stone, Dr. Frank Kingdon and
Harold L. Ickes remembered the past.
And who were they to outshout New
York’s Governor Thomas . Dewey,
who  discovered and  proclaimed
(years before Eisenhower) that John
Foster Dulles was “the greatest
statesman in the world” and “the
only man in the world whom the
Russians fear™?

Then —— and Sinee

Under the cover of such authorita-
tive proclamations of highly disput-
able fact, the American public as a
whole completely forgot that the
Dulles brothers had been the high
legal priests and the helplul manip-
ulators of some of the greatest Ger-
man trusts; and little significance
seems to have been attached to the
curious comncidence that, in the im-
mediate postwar cra, they became
the apo]\ex,mm for a compassionate e e
German policy. With the adaptabil-
ity of lawyers and politicians, they
scemed at times to ride both sides
of the issue, but in the [inal analysis
their weight appears to have been
thrown on the pro-German side.

Typical of this ambivalence was
the performance of Allen Dulles in
the days right after the guns were

silenced. In an article he wrote in
Collier’s in May, 1946, he based his
lcad paragraph on the ~events of

157 "'B.C., comparing Berlin with
Carthage. “Berlin remains a momu~
ment to Prussian and Nazi philoso-
phy,” he wrote. He suggested it
might be a good idea to leave m the
hczut of chlm a completely devas-
tated area as a perpetual reminder
of what thc Nazis and Prussian mili-
tarism had wrought. “The central
arca, for example, a half mile radius
around Hitler's Chancellory,” he ex-
plained, “might be set aside as a
perpetual memortal to the Nazis and
to Prussia.” Berlin should no longer
be the capital of Germany; it should
be relegated to an inconsequential
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role as a mere railroad and commer-
cial cenrer becanse “Berlin has lost
its birthright. . . . It has lost it be-
cause for generations this city has
housed the chief disturbers of world
peace. Hence, as the capital of Ger-
many, Berlin ‘delenda est””

Yet, in less than two years’ time,
Allen Dulles appeared to be worry-
ing less about the horrors of Nazi
and Prussian militarism and more
about the virtues of a strong Ger-
many. When Congressional commit-
tees began debating the FEuropean
Recovery Program, former President
Herbert Hoover, John Foster Dulles
and Allen Dulles were among the
leaders in the drive to rebuild Ger-
man industry—with which the Dul-
leses, at least, had had the strongest
kind of personal and financial ties.

Describing this effort, Helen Fuller

wrote in The New Republic in Feb-
ruary, 1948:

For months, the Herter Committee
on European aid has been passing
for a high-minded, bipartisan group
of Good Samaritans. Actually, the
Herter bill that is being urged as a
substitute for ERP was mainly a
Hoover product. Chairman Christian
A. Herter (R., Mass.), a Hoover
protégé, allowed Allen Dulles, inter-
national banker and frierzd of Hoover,
to do the drafting, called in other
like-minded Wall Streeters to help.

The author went on to describe
the “snail’s pace” dismantling of
German industry abroad, the concen-
trated ‘“‘strong Germany” propa-
ganda drive in the United States.
She quoted John Foster Dulles’ tes-
timony, which seemingly straddled
both sides of the issue. John Foster
favored reparations and control; but
he insisted it wouldn’t be economical
to duplicate Germany’s steel indus-
try in France, and all Western Euro-
pean countries would be positively
“delighted to see Germany restored
and smoke pouring out of the fac-
tories of the Ruhr as rapidly as pos-
sible.” Acidly, Helen Fuller wrote:
“The Inter-Allied Reparations Agen-
cy could show Dulles fat official rec-
ords to the contrary. France, Bel-
gium, the Netherlands and many
others want German equipment with
which to rebuild their own devas-
tated economies.”

This is the background from which
the “strong Germany” policy of to-
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day was to emerge. Whether the Ger-
mans of today are a completely dif-
ferent race from the Germans of the
past who brought two of history’s
most horrible wars upon the world,
whether the “strong Germany” pol-
icy represents the acme of wisdom
or a disastrous gamble in power poli-
tics—these are questions that only
the future can decide. What is im-
portant here is to understand some
of the pressures produicing the policy.
When one examines these, one finds
the Dulleses advocating a public
policy that coincided neatly with the
dictates of what had been their long-
time private interests. The Allen
Dulles of 1918, of 1942-45, of 1947-
48, seems the same man, with the
same strong alliances to top-level
Germans regardless of their ideology;
and it 1s this strong pull of private
ties that becomes so disturbing when
one tries to analyze the public per-
formance of the man who was soon

to become head of CIA.

Birth of the CIA

The agency itself was essentially
the creation of President Harry S.
Truman, and it resulted almost in-
evitably from the painful lessons of
World War 11! @ear] Harbor had had
a permanent and understandable ef-
fect upon the thinking of American
leaders, In the - post-mortems con-
ducted into that disaster, it had be-
come apparent . that ample informa-
tion was available in Washington to
have alerted Army and Navy com-
manders at the Pearl Harbor base

of their danger; but no effective use

had been made of the available in-
telligence, largely because there was
no single agency entrusted with the
accurate and speedy interpretation
of such detail. The emergencies of
war led to the hasty creation of OSS,
but OSS was obviously a stopgap
measure, not a final solution,

On October 1, 1945, immediately
after the cessation of hostilities, Tru-
man abolished OSS. The President
apparently had a personal distaste
for the nasty business of spying, and
he was, in addition, under bureau-
cratic pressures from all sides to de-
capitate OSS as quickly as possible.
The military intelligence services
wanted no such powerful competitor;

ithe FBI under J. Edgar Hoover long
i

|
!
|

had felt it should be the sole gather-
er and dispenser of vital information,
both at home and abroad; and the
Department of State and the Bu-
reau of the Budget both had the
knives out for OSS, With the disso-
lution of the agency, however, a cha-
otic situation quickly arose. Intel-
ligence reports from all the competing
intelligence-gatherers flowed in be-
wildering profusion across the Pres-
wdent’s desk. Frequently, no two
agencies agreed on anything; fre-
quently, their analyses and predic-
tions flatly contradicted one another.
The result was that the President
was almost as badly off from this
plethora of advice as he would have
been if he had had no advice at all,
and he was left largely to follow his
own hunches.

This obviously was no way to
chart strategy among the perilous
reefs of the cold war, and various
solutions were proposed. Donovan,

cas early as 1944, had suggested to

Roosevelt the creation of a central
intelligence agency so powerful it
would dominate the entire field. Op-
position to such a monolithic struc-
ture was led by the Navy, which took
the position that each of the services,
with its own special requirements and
ends in view, needed its own agents,
Admiral King, in addition, foresaw
in a powerful central intelligence a
possible threat to democracy, and in
Congress there were very real fears
lest, in our hunt for intelligence, we
create a potential Gestapo,

Giant Step Forward

The result was a compromise. Tru-
man, by Executive order on January
22, 1946, set up the Central Intelli-
gence Group, the forerunner of the
present CIA, This was to be, as Ran-
som explains in his authoritative
book, primarily “a holding company
coordinating the work of existing de-
partments.” It functioned under an
executive council, the National In-
telligence Authority, composed of the
Secretaries of State, War and Navy,
and the President’s personal repre-
sentative. Under this setup, the prac-
tice began which continues today of
having central intelligence provide
for the President’s personal eye a
daily, exclusive and unified digest
and summary of all important nter-
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national intelligence. Truman, un-
derstandably, felt that a great step
forward had been taken. “Here, at
last,” he writes in his memoirs, “a
coordinated method had been work-
ed out, and a practical way had been
found for keeping the President in-
formed as to what was known and
what was going on.”

The Central Intelligence Group,
however, was only a temporary ex-
pedient, as OSS had been before it;
and Congress, in ordering the semi-
unification of the defense establish-
ment in 1947, abolished CIG and
created the present Central Intelli-
gence Agency, functioning under a
National Security Council, compar-
able to the former National Intelli-
gence Agency. Before final action
was taken, the advice of Allen Dulles
was sought. This he gave in a signifi-
cant memorandum dated April 25,
1947,

Dulles made six principal recom-
mendations. CIA, he thought, should
have absolute control over its own
personnel; its chief should not have
men foisted upon him for political or
other reasons, but should have full
say in picking his own assistants. The
agency should have its own budget
and the right to supplement this.by
drawing funds from the Departments
of State and National Defense. CIA
should have “exclusive jurisdiction
to carry out secret intelligence op-
erations.” It should have “access to

all intelligence mformation relating -

to foreign countries.” It should be
the “recognized agency for dealing
with the central intelligence agen-
cies of other countries.” And, finally,
it should have “its operations and
personnel protected by ‘official se-
crets’ legislation which would pro-
vide adequate penalties for breach
of security.”

Principle of Separation

In his comments on the proposed
agency, Dulles made several impor-
tant observations. CIA, he felt,
should be predominantly civilian ra-
ther than military in its high com-
mand, and if a.military man was ap-
pointed to head it, he should become
a civilian while he held the office. Its
administration, he felt strongly, must
have long-term continuity and pro-
fessional status; its director should
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For the home of a secret agency, the new Washington headquarters of the
CIA is on the resplendent side.

be assured of long tenure, like Hoover

in the FBI, “to build up public con-
ii fidence, and esprit de corps in his
organization, and a high prestige.”
He opposed the creation of an agency
that would become “merely a coordi-
nating agency for the military intel-
ligence services” and warned that
this “is.not enough,” Most signifi-
cantly, in view of the future course
of events, he recognized the dangers
inherent in wedding information to
policy.

The State Depaitment [he
wrote} will collect and process its own
information as a basis for the day-
to-day conduct of its work. The Arm-
ed Services intelligence agencies will
do likewise. But for the proper judg-
ing of the situation in any foreign
country it is important that the in-
formation should be processed by an
agency whose duty it is to weigh
facts, and to draw conclusions from
those facts, without having either the
facts or the conclusions warped by
the inevitable and even proper preju-

. dices of the men whose duty it is to
determine .policy and who, having
once determined policy, are too likely
to be blind to any facts which might
tend to prove the policy to be faulty.
The Central Intelligence Agency
should have nothing to do with pol-
icy. It should try to get at the hard
facts on which others must deter~
mine policy.

The case could not be put better.
With this strong, explicit statement,

i

virtually every expert on the sub-
ject has always been in complete
agreement. But, unfortunately, this
wasn’t the way CIA was to be set
up, and this wasn’t the way that in-
creasingly, under Allen Dulles him-
self in later years, it was to run.
Rumors that this cardinal prin-
ciple of intelligence—the separation

of information from the roles of pol-...

icy and action—might be flouted
by the new spy outfit were current
even as it was being created. In the
hearings on the National Security
Act of 1947, Congressman Fred
Busbey sounded an anxious note. “I
wonder,” he asked, “if there is any
foundation for the rumors that have
come to me to the effect that through
this Central Intelligence Agency,
they are contemplating . operational
activities?”

The question wasn’t answered at
the time, but the act in its final form
left the door open and “they” walked
through. The Security Act charged
CIA with five specific functions: to
advise the National Security Coun-
cil on intelligence matters related to
national security; to make recom-
mendations to the council for coordi-
nation of intelligence activities of
departments and agencies of the gov-
ernment; to correlate and evaluate
intelligence and provide for its ap-
propriate dissemination within the
government; to perform for the bene-
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fit of existing intelligence agencies
such additionul services as the NSC
might determine could be more of-
ficiently handled centrally; and fi-
nally, most important, “to perform
other functions and duiies” relating
to national security intelligence as
the NSC might direct. It is this
“other functions and duties” clause
that gave CIA broad powers to enter,
not just the ficld of intelligence, bur
the field of overt activities.

The Principle Violated

The concentration of power in the
hands of the agency, implicit in its
organization, was increased tre-
mendously by revisions of the CIA
statute made m 1949, Three major
changes placed almost dictatorial
powers in the hands of its director.
He was given the right to hire and
fire without regard to Civil Service
or other restraints. CIA was exempt-~
ed from the provisions of any laws
that might require publication or dis-
closure of the “organization, func-
tions, names, official titles, salaries
or numbers of personnel employed”
(even the Bureau of the Budget was
directed specifically to make no re-
ports to Congress on any of these
matters; in other words, CIA be-
came a completely closed book). At
the same time, its director was given
full avthority to spend any amount
on his personal voucher, without ac-

counting. “This,” as Ransom com-
ments, ‘“‘is truly an extraordinary

power for the head of an Executive
agency with thousands of emplovecs
and annual expenditures in the hun-
dreds of millions of dollars.”

To counterbalance these sweep-
ing powers, there were few restraints.
Congress, evidently with that haunt-
mg Gestapo specter in mind, did
specify that CIA should have no ar-
rest or subpoena powers within the
United States. The FBI's files, while
not barred to it, were not exactly
opened either; for, while other agen-
cles were required to report their in-
{ telligence findings to CIA, the FBI

was not. The CIA may obtain what-

cver specific information the FBI
has if it requests it in writing, but
this is quite a different affair from
. being kept informed as a matter of
Ilmutinc of what the FBI knows. Fi-

~

/P nally, a supposed safeguard was set

546

up around those all-important “other
functions and duties” the CIA was
empowered to perform. These were
to be embarked upon only at the di-
rection of the National Sccurity
Council, presided over by the Pres-
ident himself. But, as Ransom points
out, the principal intelligence ad-
viser of the NSC is the director of
CIA. The director is *a constant par-
ticipant in NSC deliberations,” and
this, to Ransom, seems “to suggest
that the scope of CIA operations is
to a large extent self-determined. . . .
Certainly Congress has no voice as
to how and where CIA is to function,
other than prohibiting it to cngage
in domestic sccurity activities.”

This is the powerful and sceretive
setup—doubly powerful and insidi-
ous m its influence because it is so
decretive, so fygpe of any dffective
checkrein—that Congress created to
protect us against the possibility of
an atomic Pearl Harbor. How has it
functioned? ‘

In the beginning, as was perhaps
mevitable with a new agency, its
performance could be described only
as decidedly spotty. Rear Admiral
Roscoe H. Hillenkoetter was the first
director of CIA and guided its des-
tiny through its first three difficult
years. The Korean War came during
this period, and with it came the
first blunders of the new agency
in its primary role, the gathering of
intelligence.

Early Failures

For some of these errors in stra-
tegic foresight, CIA was not alone
at fault; other older and better-
established arms of the intelligence
services, the military and the State
Department, were equally culpable.
The first miscaleulation—and one of
the gravest in magnitude, for upon
its accuracy rested the cornerstone
of such deterrent policies as “massive
retaliation”—dealt  with  the date

Russia might be expected to deto-
nate an atom bomb. All intelligence
services agreed at the end of World
War IT that this feat would require
ten years at least, and all were aston-
ished when the Soviets held their
first successful A-bomb test in 1949.
This shock was succeeded by one
even greater, for the Russians in Au-
gust, 1953, actually bear us to the
first workable hydrogen bomb, and
we learned some significant details
of value to ourselves by analyzing
their fallout. With these blasts, just
as important though less obvious and
less publicized than Sputnik, “mas-
sive retaliation” became an unwork-
able two-way street.

The next flub involved Korea, but
again, at the outset at least, CIA
was no more at fault than others.
Allzour intelligence services thought
it highly improbable that the North
Korean Communists would invade
South Korea and touch off a war—
but they did. This first wrong guess
was followed by others. One of the
great surprises was the appearance
in the Korean skies of the Russian
MIG-15, a war plane faster than any-
thing in our arsenal and one that in-
flicted crushing losses on our B-29
bombers. Yet, even after the MIG-15
appeared, we continued our fatal
underestimation of the Russians. Air
Force Intelligence was of the opin-
ion—and the other intelligence serv-
ices seemed to agree—that the Rus-
sians could turn out no more than
six MIGs a month by hand; actually,
Russtan industry built 10,000 MIGs
with great rapidity.

These mitial blunders of ntell
gence in the Korean War were mat-
ters of velatively little moment com-
pared to the final one that, in the
fall of 1950, literally cost the lives
of thousands of American soldiers.
United Nations forces, having recov-
ered from their initial defeats, had
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driven the Red invaders from the
North back across the 38th Parallel,
the dividing line between North and
South Korea. A decision had to be
made whether to continue the at-
tack across the border, conquering
all of Korea. This course was sub-
ject to one paramount danger. If
U.N. forces pressed on into North
Korea, would the Chinese Commu-
nists, with their hordes of manpower,
enter the war?

General Douglas MacArthur was
confident that they would not. All of
our intelligence forces agreed in es-
sence on this forecast. In this, as in
the recent Cuba invasion, our vision
appears to have been blinded by our
desires, and the intelligence for
which we pay literally billions of dol-
lars was abysmally wrong, while the
advice of independent observers,
whose minds were not chained by
the demands of policy, was plainly

right. In the Korcan War, as in the -

case of Cuba, there were many clear
and explicit warnings that a blind
intelligence refused to heed.

One of these was delivered by Su-
preme Court Justice Willlam O.
Douglas. An astute world traveler,
Justice Douglas had been roaming
through Southeast Asia during; the

late summer of 1950. His pulse-tak-
ings convinced him that, if our troops
crossed the 38th Parallel, the Com-
munist Chinese would enter the war
on a massive scale. He personally
warned President. Truman of this. A
similar warning was sounded in
Washington by the Indian represent-
atives to the United States. But these
uncommitted minds could not be ex-
pected to be so persuasive as those
who were supposed to know.
Ransom, in his work on the CIA,
describes the sequel in these words:

Despite the continuous barrage of
propaganda warnings and the care-
fully monitored movement of troops
into Manchuria, intelligence analysts
and the policy makers failed to con-
sider seriously such threats and ap-
parently neglected to read history,
or they would have recognized the
traditional Chinese fear of an enemy
north of the narrow Korean waist.
President Truman records in his
memoirs that “On October 20 (1950),
the CIA delivered a memorandum to
me which said that they had reports
that the Chinese Communists would
move in far enough to safeguard the
Suiho electric plant and other instal-
lations along the Yalu River which
provided them with power.” Actually
the Chinese had begun crossing the
Yalu four days egrlier with the ap-

parent intention of throwing the -

United Nations forces out of Korea.

The surprise was. complete, and
the massive Chinese
threatened for a time to cut off and
obliterate the UN. Army. Even
though MacArthur managed to res-
cue the bulk of his forces, he was
driven back in a military debacle.

Criticism of the CIA may have
had something to do with the de-
cision of Admiral Hillenkoetter to
leave his post as its director and re-
turn to naval duty, He was succeed-
ed by General Walter Bedell Smith,
who had been Eisenhower’s Chief of
Staff in Europe. One of Smith’s first
moves was to telephone Allen Dulles.
Dulles had served on a committee
that in 1948 had examined the CIA
setup and recommended some fifty
administrative changes. Smith had
read the report, and when he got
Dulles on the phone in his New
York law office, he spoke with char-
acteristic bluntness.

As Dulles later recalled it, Smith
growled: “Now that you've written
this damn report, it’s up to you to
put it into effect.”

Dulles agreed to serve with Smith.
In November, 1950, he left for Wash-
ington. He has been there ever gince.

o st

BOL ..o WITH DULLES IN IRAN

“I CAME DOWN here to stay six
months, and now see what has hap-
pened,” Allen Dulles remarked to a
friend some years ago, in a happier
time. .

A husky six-footer, weighing 200
pounds, the boss of the CIA, with
his bristling mustache and thinning
gray. hair, greatly resembles his late
brother, Jobn Foster Dulles, but in
Washington he was generally the
much better liked of the two. He was
less of a Messiah, more relaxed, more
good-humored. A man who seems to
Jive with a pipe in his mouth, Allen
Dulles looks more like a kindly,
tweedy, college professor than a
mastermind of secret intelligence, and
he and his wife form one of Wash-
ington’s most popular party-going
couples. They- frequently, however,
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do little more than put in an appear-
ance and leave early. But even these
fleeting visits cause some eyebrow
raising, for most comparable com-
manders of secret agents, less gre-
garious than Dulles, shun the cock-
tail circuit with its built-in tempta-
tions to wag the tongue. This is a
risk that Dulles assumes with ap-
parent joyousness, and this much
must be said for him: he has never
yet been accused of dropping the
wrong word into the wrong ear.

 As far as personality goes, then,
(and, as everyone knows, it goes
far), Allen Dulles has been and still
is a popular man in Washington. At
sixty-eight, he is still amazingly ac-
tive. He plays a good game of dou-
bles in tennis, still shoots golf at
around ninety when he has a chance

w

to play. Friends describe him as a
man of “enormous patience,” and to
interviewers—he presents the candid
and attractive face of a man who
modestly deprecates his own cloak-
and-dagger roles. “I’ve never been
shot at,” he remarked once, “and 1
don’t know that anyone evér tried
to kidnap me.”

These engaging personal attributes
have helped to carry Allen Dulles far
and probably have helped to blunt
much sharp criticism to which, other-
wise, he might have been subjected.
He became Deputy Director of CIA
under Bedell Smith in August, 1951,
and in January, 1953, with the ad-
vent of the Eisenhower administra-
tion, he was named director even as
his brother became Secretary of
State. Thus, as The New Y ork Times
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noted at the time, the nation in a
most unusual move had placed “in
the hands of two brothers the direc-
tion of open and secret foreign policy
designed to win the ‘cold war’ against
communism.”

The result became evident almost
at once. Not just intelligence, but
palace coups became the work of
CIA. The intrigue that topples gov-
ernments became increasingly i
trade mark.

Dulles had hardly made himself
comfortable in the CIA director’s
chair when a major event abroad
called for prompt and aceurate anal-
ysis. In March, 1953, the report of
Joseph Stalin’s death flashed over
the wires to a teletype in CIA head-
quarters at 2430 E Street N.W. in
Washington. The dictator’s demise
raised immediate and tremendous
questions. Georgi Malenkov appear-
ed to be the No. 2 man in the Krem-
lin. He would probably succeed, for
a time at least, to Stalin’s power.
What kind of ruler would he be?
Would Russia be torn by revolution,
by internal power struggles? Would
she be more, or less, warlike?

Upon the answers to these ques-
tions depended America’s posture,

s

America’s .preparation to: et the

changed world situation. CIA swung
at once into a “crash” program de-
signed to provide the necessary in-
formation. The instant Dulles got
the word of Stalin’s death, he began
sending out orders to CIA agents and
undercover men scattered through-
out the world. He demanded from
them information on what to expect,
morale behind the iron curtain, arms
shipments, troop movements, purges.
Before long,” detailed reports began
to pour in.

Yran: a Tangled Web

While the foreign network was
supplying overseas data, Dulles and
the experts in his analysis section in
CIA headquarters sifted reports and
studied their voluminous files on

Malenkov and the men most closely -

associated with him. From all of
these sources, they compiled a pic-
ture and made an expert guess. A
messenger rushed off to the White
House with this CIA estimate: Rus-
sia was not prepared for war. There
would be no revolution.
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It was, as events were to show, a
pretty accurate assessment, and it il-
lustrates . CIA’s functioning at its
best in the intelligence field that
should be its primary business. But
before many months had passed, CIA
was to give another demonstration
of its prowess, this time on a differ-
ent and far more controversial level.

The development involved strate-
gically important, oil-rich Iran. The
Iranian border runs for 1,000 miles
along that of the Soviet Union, and
the natural resources of the country
include an estimated 13 per cent of
the world’s oil reserves. This liquid
treasure, the one great source of true
wealth in Iran, long had been ex-
ploited by British interests. Baron
Reuter, founder of the, British news
service that still bears his"hame, had
received in 1872 a concession that
gave him practically a complete mo-
nopoly over Iranian industry. Inter-
national complications prevented
Reuter from doing much to exercise
the concession for several years, but
ultimately, in the early 1900s, he and
others—including J. Henry Schroe-
der & Co., the international German
banking house with which Allen Dul-
les later was to be' connected—form-
ed ‘the Industrial, Bank of Persia
(later the Bank of Iran), which in

turn helped to finance the Anglo-.

Iranian Oil Co. It seems worthy of
note that Frank C. Tiarks, one of
Allen Dulles’ fellow directors in the
Schroeder banking enterprises, served
also as a director of Anglo-Iranian
Oil and that Sullivan and Cromwell,
the New York legal firm in which
the Dulles brothers were such prom-
inent partners, was the long-time
legal counsel of Anglo-Iranian Oil.

These old ties are stressed because
they were lying there among the
stage props in the background when
Allen Dulles, just a few short months
after he became CIA director, pop-

-ped upon the international scene in

a new and decidedly spectacular role.
The immediate background was this:
In 1951, a new political force that
threatened old and dominant finan-
cial interests had arisen in Iran. This
force was Mohammed Mossadegh,
himself a wealthy landowner, but a
man driven by a strong anti-British
phobia. Mossadegh rose to power as
Premier during a time.of intense na-

tionalism-in Tran, and he capitalized
on the sentiment of the hour by ex-
propriating the properties of the
British-owned Anglo-Iranian Oil Ce.
The company’s royalty payments
had provided a major part of Iran’s
foreign cxchange earnings; but with
the seizure by Mossadegh, there de-
veloped a bitter international dis-
pute. The huge financial interests of
the West virtually boycorted Iranian
oil: Mossadegh tried to make deals
with smaller, independent American
companies to work the Iranian fields,
but the State Department frewned
upon such free enterprise. The inter-
national oil cartel held firm—and
Iran lost all its oil revenues.

Demacracy—and Qil

The resulting financial pressures
on the Mossadegh regime were enor-
mous. The United States offset some
of these with foreign aid. In 1951,
$1.6 million was allowed for a tech-
nical. ruralimprovement program.
The following year, with Iran drain-
ed of all oil revenue, the American
foreign aid grant was raised to $23
million, most of which was used to
make up Iran’s foreign exchange
shortages. ., The Iranian financial
crisis,;,»;hfowe'v}er, remained desperate,
and on May 28, 1953, Mossadegh”
sent a demand to President Eisen-
hower. Iran, he said, would have to
have more American aid, or he would
have to seek help elsewhere through
the conclusion of an economic agree-
ment and mutual defense pact with
Russia.

Foreign analysts were convineed
that Mossadegh had just one asset
he could pledge to guarantee the
safety of Russian investment—the
rich Iranian oil fields and the re-
finery at Abadan, the world’s largest,
which Mossadegh had seized from
Anglo-Iranian. It is clear that Anglo-
Iranian had billion-dollar prop-
erty interests at stake, but this un-
derlying factor has hardly ever been
mentioned in discussing the loftier
picture — the stake of democracy:
If Russia were to get Iran’s oil,
the Western democracies’ position
throughout the Middle East would
be weakened, Soviet prestige would
be greatly enhanced. This, naturally,
was unthinkable, and so the Eisen-
hower administratien, already . great-
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ly under the influence of the Dulles
brothers, decided on a startling new
gamble in international intrigue.
The President stalled Mossadegh
for a month, then turned him down
with an emphatic “No.” Immediate-
ly afterwards, things began to hap-
pen. The step-by-step action was de-
taled by Richard and Gladys
Harkness i a three-part Satwrday
Evening Post series, “The Mysterious
Domgs of CIA,” which appeared in
the late fall of 1954. The sertes bears
intrinsic evidence on almost every
page of having beeu written with the
full, if secret, cooperation of CIA,
and so- its account of the coup in
Iran is as authoritative as one can
get. Obviously, this was one of those
occasions when Allen Dulles, in tri-
umph, permitted himself an audible
public chuckle—and a discreet leak.

Enter the CIA

This, then, according to the Hark-
nesses, is what happened:

On August 10, 1953, Allen Dulles
packed his bags and flew to Europe,
ostensibly to join his wife for a quiet
vacation in the Swiss Alps. His de-
parture coincided 1lmost"pxecisely
with mounting developnients in the

Tranian pressure-cooker. Mossadegh

was threatening to run Shah Mo-
hammed Riza Pahlevi right off the
throne and out of the country. The
Premier had allied himself with the
Communist Tudeh Party mn Teheran
and had acquired almost dictatorial
powers. He was at this very moment
conferring with a Russian diplomatic-
economic mission. These conferences
were a clear sign that the hour of
supreme decision approached; yet,
strangely enough, Loy Henderson,
the American Ambassador to Iran,
seemed to fcel free to leave his vital
post for a short “holiday” in the
company of Allen Dulles in Switzer-
land. Another visitor who seemed -to
be drawn as if by a magnet to Dul-
les’ picturesque hostelry in the Alps
at precisely this critical juncture was
Princess Ashraf, the attractive and
strong-willed brunette twin sister of
the Shah, who, according to the
Harknesses, “had had a stormy ses-
sion with her brother in his pink-
marble palace, because of his vacil-
lation in facing up to Mossadegh.”

The Alpine rendezvous of master
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secret agent, diplomat and Iranian
princess would seem to indicate that
perhaps wires were being pulled. This
suspicion was reinforced when a
fourth mysterious actor began to
stroll slowly across the international
stage. This was Brig. Gen. H. Nor-
man Schwarzkopf, best known for
the not entirely brilliant conduct of
the Lindbergh kidnaping case in
1932 when he had been head of New
Jersey State Police. Schwarzkopf now
began to move lensurely around the
Middle East, stopping off in Pakis-
tan, Syria, Lebanon—and Iran. He
was an old hand in Iran, having
served there from 1942 through 1948
as high-level adviser in the reorgani-
zation of the Shah’s national police
force. He was, he said, just dropping
by “to see old friends again.” Mossa-
degh and the Russian propaganda
press distrusted this pat explanation
and began to rail nervously at his
presence; but Schwarzkopf, undeter-
red, visited with the Shah and had
some intimate talks with his former
colleague on the national police force,
Maj. Gen. Fazlollah Zahedi. Almost
at once, like cause and effect, a new
and tougher attitude toward Mossa-
degh became apparent.
+$ o

Friumph for the W’esn

On Thursday, Augist 13, the Shah-

acted. By royal decree he deposed
Mossadegh as Premier and installed
in his stead General Zahedi. A colonel
of the Imperial Guards was sent to
serve the notice on Mossadegh, but
Mossadegh wasn’t ready to quit. He
massed tanks, jeeps and troops
around his residence, and at mid-
night of Saturday, August 15, he
seized the colonel ‘of the Imperial
Guards, clapped him in jail and pro-
claimed that the “revolt” had been
crushed. The Shah and his Queen,
taking Mossadegh at his  word,
promptly fled to Rome by way of

Iraq.
Some hardier souls, including
Schwarzkopf, remained upon the

Iranian scene. The manipulations in
which they now engaged never have
been spelled out in detail, but it is
understood that CIA cash flowed in
copious quantities. The amount re-
liably reported is $19 million—and
$19 million can influence a lot of
men. What happened next in Iran

would seem
theorem.

like proof of that

On Wednesday, August 19, with
the Army standing close guard around
the uneasy capital {the Harknesses
wrote|, a grotesque procession made
1ts way along the street leading to
the heart of Teheran. There were
rumblers turning handsprings, weight-
lifrers twirling iron bars and wrestlers
flexing their biceps. As spectators
grew in number, the bizarre assort-
ment of performers began shouting
pro-Shah slogans in unison. The crowd
took up the chant and there, after
one precarious moment, the balance
of psychology swung against Mossa-
degh,

Upon signal, it seemed, Army forces
on the Shah’s side began an attack.
The fighting lasted a bitter nine hours,
By nightfall, following American-style
military strategy and logistics, loyalist
troops drove Mossadegh’s elements
into a tight cordon around the Pre-
mier’s palace. They surrendered, and
Mossadegh was captured as he lay
weeping in his bed, clad in striped
silk pajamas. In Rome, a bewildered-
young Shah prepared to fly home and
install Zahedi as Premier, and to give
Iran a pro-Western regime.

Triumph for our side! In the Hark-
ness account, there is of course no
hint .of the years-long legal tie_be-
tween the Dulles brothers and Anglo-
Iranian Oil, nor is it emphasized that
one of the major accomplishments of
the coup in Iran was to save the bil-
lion-dollar scalp of Anglo-Iranian.
The picture presented, obviously the
CIA’s flattering version of itself, was
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that the overthrow of Mossadegh
had been accomplished “by the
Iranians themselves” and that Iran
was the showcase of a new method
by which CIA would develop and
nurture “freedom legions among cap-
tive or threatened people who stand
ready to take personal risks for their

~own liberty.”

This sounds fine if one doesn’t
analyze it too closely, but the hard
sequel of events, unfortunately, has
refused to reflect the lofty image. In
the harsh afterlight, it has become
abundantly apparent that all CIA
accomplished in Iran was an old-
style palace coup, with money in
bountiful quantities and skillful
press agentry pulling emotional
heartstrings at a pivotal moment and
achieving a much-desired end. But
did this represent a great triumph
for Western .democracy in the ideo-
logical battle: against communism?
True, a new regime, oriented toward
“our side,” had been installed. But
was this new regime motivated by
any loftier concept than the idea that
what- was good for Anglo-Iranian
Oil was good for Western democracy?
Events seem to say that it was not.

$5 Million a Month

- — Much of the sorry story.is told in

the 1957 report of the Committee on
Government Operations of the House
of Representatives. The report makes
clear that in August, 1953, immedi-
ately after the overthrow of Mossa-
degh, a delighted United States be-
gan to pour mutual security funds
into Iran at an average rate of $5
million a month and that this went
on for three years “to make up def-
icits in Iran’s government budget.”
The committee found that, in five
years from 1951 to 1956, the United
States had donated a quarter of a
billion dollars to Iran and that (the
committee did not phrase it in pre-
cisely these terms, of course) all we
had accomplished was to furnish the
entire Middle East with a king-size
example of graft and corruption. The
committee was convinced that Iran,
with some $300 million a year fat-
tening its treasury from restored oil
revenues, should have been fully ca-
pable of financing itself and provid-
ing for its own national development
without any U.S. aid. Yet, despite
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its heavy oil revenues, despite the
hundreds of millions of dqllars in
American aid, Iran’s CIA-installed
government was so corrupt that the
national treasury constantly teeter-
ed on the brink of bankruptcy and
reported ever-mounting deficits.

No Triumph for the People

Here are some of the exact words
of the House committee. The quar-
ter-billion dollars in American aid
was administered in such “a loose,
slipshod, and unbusinesslike manner”
that “it is now impossible—with any
accuracy—to tell what became of
these funds.” Amounts requested for
American aid to Iran “seem to have
been picked out of the air.” The
American aid mission to Iran was
concerned only with spending as fast
as possible regardless of what the
money was spent for, and members
who objected to this “were either
disciplined or labeled as incompe-
tent.” Improvement projects were so
riddled with graft and corruption
that, after four years, most still were
not finished. A major undertaking
was the construction of a multi-mil-
lion-dollar dam on the Karadj River,
but this project “has resulted in vir-
tually nothing but the relocation, at
a cost to the Ufiited States Govern-
ment of nearly $3 million, of a road
around the proposed site.” Not only
had no construction been started on
the dam, there wasn’t even a con-
tract!

The effect of this type of Ameri-
can aid has been to make a bad situa-
tion worse. It is a hard thing to say,
but true, that the American taxpay-
ers have been milked of hundreds of
millions of dollars only to provide
the Communist system, on a gold-
plated platter, with a priceless propa-
ganda item. Our hundreds of millions
of dollars have done virtually noth-
ing for the people of Iran; they have
enriched only the grafters and widen-
ed- the gulf between the very rich
and the abysmally poor. The Con-
gressional committee mn 1957 found
literacy so low in Iran that, even in
the cities, some estimates placed it
at not more than 7 per cent. Time,
magazine, certainly not one of the
world’s ultra-liberal organs, report-
ed in 1960 that some families were
still living on the produce of a single

walnut tree, that tiny children work-
ed all day at the looms of rug fac-
tories for 20 cents or less. Twme, up-
dating its report in May, 1961, found
that Iran, under the pressure of the
flood of American dollars, was suf-
fering from runaway inflation. Prices
were jumping at the rate of 10 per

-cent a year; a pound of meat in

Teheran cost $1.15; wages remained
so low that teachers were earning
only $§25 a month. The economy of
the country was being strained to
maintain a 200,000-man Army, larger

“than the armies of either Western

Germany or Japan. Elections had
been so blatantly rigged that the
Shah had been forced to cancel two
of them and fire three key men in his
immediate entourage. One of these
was the chief of the secret police,
who had built himself an ostenta-
tious mansion near the Shah’s own

palace; another was General Ali Kia,

-chief of army intelligence, who, said

Time, had “built a block of luxury
apartments that Teheranis had taken
to calling the Where-Did-You-Get-
It-From Building.”

This is what we have bought in
Iran with our millions. The result
we reap by such extravaganzas be-
came clear this past May when 5,000
teachers rioted in the streets of Te-
heran in front of the Parliament
building. A police major lost his
head, fired his revolver and killed
one teacher, wounded three others.
Teachers and students then fought
bloody hand-to-hand skirmishes with
police, paraded the dead teacher’s
coffin through the streets and forced
the resignation of the Premier. The
Shah hastily installed Ali Amini, a
wealthy, French-educated landowner
with liberal political views. Amini,
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‘concededly the 1ast hope of avoiding
revolution, took over a nation so
badly looted that its government
debt, only $10 million in 1955, had
soared to $500 million. He took swift
stack of the situation and reported:
“There is no life left in the economic
and financial agencies of the govern-
ment.” To striking teachers, he con-
fessed: “The treasury is empty, and
the nation faces a crisis—{ dare not
speak more openly lest I create a
panic.”

Yet some persons in Iran still were
not worried. The commanders of its
200,000-man Army and its massive
police force felt fully capable of
handling anything and everything.

IN MARCH, 1954, Allen Dulles was
interviewed by U.S. News and World
Report on the cloak-and-dagger ac~
tivities. of CIA behind the iron cur-
tain. The question-and-answer se-
quence went like this:

Q. Itis often reported inythe papers
that you séid in provocatéuts td stir
up revolution in the satellite coun-
tries. What truth is there in that?

Dulles: 1 only wish we had ac~
complished all that the Soviets at-
tribute to us. .

Q. Is that part of your function—
to stir up revolution in these coun-
tries?

Dulles: We would be foolish if we
did not cooperate with our friends
abroad to help them do everything
they can to expose and counter this
Communist subversive movement.

Tacitly, then, Dulles acknowledged
that the CIA was fomenting violence
and revolution behind the iron cur-
tain, but he was putting it in the
gentlest possible way and on the most
acceptable possible plane. We were
simply  “cooperating”  with our
friends; we were simply helping them
“to expose and counter this Com-
munist subversive movement.” It all
seemed very mild and very logical
the way Dulles put it, but revolution
is never mild, nor is killing an appeal
to logic. A little reflection about Dul-
les* statement leads inevitably to
serious questions. Is it all really so
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PART VI

Senator ~Hubert Humphtey (D,
Minn.) reported with a sense of
shock: “Do you know what the head
of the Iranian Army told one of our
people? He said the Army was in
good shape, thanks to U.S. aid — it
was now capable of coping with the
civilian population. That Army isn’t
going to fight the Russtans. It’s plan-
ning to fight the Iranian people.”
Such, in the final analysis, is what
the CIA and the corrupt Iranian re-
gime that followed in its- coup-mak-
ing footsteps have wrought in Iran.
No demonstration of “decadent cap-
italism” could be more apt, more pat
for Khrushchev’s propaganda pur-
poses. Here, in most graphic form,

JUST A LITTLE

simple? Just what is involved in
stirring up a little revolution behind
the iron curtain? Do such brush fires

simply flare and burn themselves out,

causing the Russians some: well-de-
served embarrassment, or do they in
a very, direct way jnvolve the pres-
tige and policy of the. United States?

The answer seemis clear and un-
equivocal to anyone who will study
the record. It has been given in a
number of places—in East Germany,
in Poland, in Hungary, in the Mid-
dle East. Behind many of the erup-
tions that in recent years have
shaken the peace of an uncertain
world, close examination will reveal
the fine, scheming hand of CIA. And
it will reveal, too, that CIA time and
again has stirred up the brush fires
without any regard for the long-
range consequences.

East Germany, 1953

Take, for example, the East Ger-
man uprising of 1953. On June 17,
just two months before Allen Dulles’
startling coup in Iran, a series of
anti-Communist riots broke out in
the Soviet-dominated East Zone. In
America, this was taken as an en-
couraging sign that all was not rosy
in the communistic millennium and
that perhaps the East Germans
might throw off the yoke of tyranny.
Such optimism was quickly dissi-

AN

is a demonstration of the manner in
which, as Walter Lippmann found,
we have been doing exactly what
Khrushchev expects us to do; we
have been propping up dictatorial,
corrupt, right-wing regimes—and so

~we have been proving his case for

him. It should be obvious that the

American ideal, if it is ever to be’

persuasive, if it is ever to have va-
lidity, must find loftier expression
than the gun of the secret police chief

clasped in fingers stained by many a ;
dirty buck. It must concern itself |
with people, not with rulers; it must !
help the broad mass of the people; *
it must offer both freedom and hope,

not oil profits and graft,

REVOLUTION

pated. Though some of the anti-
Communists were well-armed, the
revolt was quickly put down; and
though great numbers of refugees
fled across the border into West Ger-
many, not all of the leaders of the
rebellion were so lucky. The Eastern
SSD (State Security Service) began
a reprisal campaign that lasted for
months and resulted in the seizure
of hundreds of Soviet-hating Ger-
mans, '

The significance of this counter
drive became apparent on November
17, 1953, when The New York Times
reported that the East German Gov-
ernment had accused scores of its
prisoners with being Nazi provoca~
tewrs. The East Germans claimed
(one must always regard these Com-
munist claims with caution, of course,
but then in the secret war of CIA
one has no other information on
which to judge) that these Western
agents had been caught with plans
to blast railroad bridges and stations,
burn factories and government build-

ings and assassinate officials. Faked .

food stamps and counterfeit bank
drafts designed to upset food ration-
ing and bank credits were found in
some of the prisoners’ pockets, the
East Germans asserted.

The Communists in the East Zone
were incensed by these discovenes,
but then presumably New Yorkers
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would be a little annoved if a squad
of Russian saboteurs should be
caught with plans to blow up the
Croton reservoir. In any event, a
number of the accused agents pro-
vocateurs were brought to trial. Tes-
timony showed, the East Germans
said, -that these agents belonged to
2 mysterious organization headed by
Reinhold Gehlen, a former Lieuten-
ant General in command of counter-
intelligence on the Eastern front un-
der Hidler. The East German trials
resulted in the execution of four of
these Gehlen agents and life impris-
onment for eleven others, but not
even these harsh sentences stirred
up as much controversy as one other
charge the East Germans made. They
contended that, on‘ some of the
agents, they had found lists of names
of prominent West German anti-
Nazis who had been marked for ulti-
mate liquidation.

Though it would seem extremely
illogical for East German saboteurs
to be carrying such lists around in
their pockets, there can be no ques-
tion that the East Gelmans, in jab-
bing an accusing finger at the Rein-
hold Gehlen spy organization, touch-

i, — e 2~ sensitive nerve. Gehlen at the

time was a mystery figure, virtually
unknown to the 48 million citizens
of the Bonn Republic; unknown to
American Congressmen because his
name had never been mentioned on
the floor of Congress. Yet Gehlen
and the private cloak-and-dagger
army he headed were indisputably
real. In fact, Gehlen was America’s
No. 1 spy in Europe, he had literal-
ly thousands of agents on his payroll,
and he was being financed to the
tune of between $5 million and $6
million a year with CIA-channeled
funds.

Daniel De Luce, cne of the Asso-
ciated Press’s veteran foreign corre-
spondents, in an article written some
months after the East German reve-
lations, lifted a corner of the veil of
secrecy that for so long had shrouded
Gehlen. Gehlen’s organization, De

Luce said, included the elite of the

old German Army’s counterintelli-
gence corps and agents of diverse
nationalities scattered through East-
ern Europe and the Balkans. Gehlen
operated on the old secret-service
principle of never letting .one agent
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know what another was doing, of
tying all the threads together ar just
one place—the top. His thread-tying
headquarters were located on Ameri-
can-requisitioned property near Mu-
nich in Bavaria, and were sealed
off with barbed wire and guarded
by armed state police like an atomic
installation. ‘

“On his secret reports which eval-
uate the findings of his costly anti-
Soviet espionage program operating
as far beyond the Iron Curtain as
Siberia, much of American defense
planning admittedly depends today,”
De Luce wrote.
 The picture that emerges borders
on the fantastic. American knowl-
edge and security were being made
dependent, to a vital degree, on men
who were our recent enemies—men
who had fought to the last gasp for

a system that we -had believed rep--

resented one of history’s most mon-
strous evils. It is certainly question-
able enough to have American
foreign policy tugged and hauled all
over the map by the super-secret
activities of CIA cloak-and-dagger
boys, operating free of any effective
restraint or conttol; but clearly, in
its relations wit C:ehlen, CIA had
taken one furtheﬁ‘ gigantic stride in-
to the realm of dubiousness. Without

~the knowledge or consent of the

American people or their representa-
tives, it had placed some $6 million
worth of annual reliance in the good
faith of a recent ememy, command-
ing an unofficial army of foreign
agents (many of them apparently
former Nazis at that), and it had

-

Halten
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delegated to this weird, recent-enemy
organization major responsibility for
its own thinking, knowledge and
safety. The secret pro-German policy,
which seems to -have had many pow-
erful advocates in the highest Amer-
ican circles even during the horrors
'of World War IT, had indeed brought
us full-circle.

Plots~—and More Plots

Yet the American public as a
whole remained almost completely
unaware. Few major newspapers (the
St. Louis Post-Dispatch was an ex-
ception) paid any attention to De
Luce’s revealing dispatch from Ger-
many. .John Foster Dulles’ much-
trumpeted policy that we intended
to hberate the captive peoples —
advanced, as events were to show,
without giving the most elementary
consideration to how this desirable
end was to be achieved short of all-
out American aid and another world
war—rolled like an avalanche down-
hill to fresh international fiascoes
that served only to increase interna-
tional tensions. Time and again, -with
CIA in the middle of the plotting,
aided frequently by its Gehlen pro-
tégés, futile revolts and short-sighted

mte’tventx{)n marked the consnstently{
reckless course of ‘American foreign

policy.

Here, in capsule form, are some of
the well-remembered highlights of
the disastrous fifties that saw the
whittling away, not just of American
power, but of America’s moral pres-
tige: '

N The overthrow of King Farouk
wm Egypt in 1952, Communists inside
Egypt reportedly were making im-
mense capital from the antics of the
lascivious regime of the pudgy mon-
arch whose principal interest in life
appeared to be belly dancers. An
Army revolt was organized with
Generals Mohammed Naguib and
Gamal Abdel Nasser in the leading
roles. The Harknesses, in their Sat-
wrday Evening Post revelations,
straight from the horse’s mouth,
stated flatly: “Skilled American po-
litical operatives were available to
advise leaders of a pro-American
Evypti'an milimry junta when the
time seemed ripe for a palace coup,
and they indicated how such devi-
ous matters were best arranged.” It
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was another signal triumph for “our
side.” The coup came off on schedule,
Farouk fled — and then we got Ga-
mal Abdel Nasser.

- The Egyptian strong man whom
we had helped to install apparently
long remained a favorite of CIA —
such a favorite, indeed, that in Sep-
tember, 1955, a CIA agent took it
upon himself to advise Nasser to
ignore a forthcoming State Depart-
ment note. The note was an attempt
to limit Nasser’s purchase of arms
from Communist Czechoslovakia to
a one-shot deal. It was considered
important enough for Washington to
send George Allen, then Assistant
Secretary of State for Middle East
Affairs, on a special trip to Cairo to
deliver the message in person. The
CIA evidently was disturbed by this
attempt to pressure Nasser, and be-
fore Allen arrived, it effectively cut
the ground out from under him by
advising Nasser he could safely ignore
the warning — a sequence that leads
inevitably to the question: Who was
running foreign policy, the State De-
partment or the CIA?

We Knew All Along

iThe Suex crisis in October, 1956.
This might be described as the fma,l‘

flowering of our earlier intrigues with
Nasser, and even the most charitable
view ‘must produce a blush or two at
what can only be described as Amer-
ican duplicity. First, of course, we
precipitated the crisis by offering
Nasser heavy financial aid and then
practically slapping his face by re-
neging on the offer. This touched off
a chain reaction whose consequences
would appear not to have been fore-
seen, Nasser seized the Suez Canal.
And the British, French and Israelis
undertook the invasion of Egypt.
When this happened, we held up
our hands in righteous horror at the
warlike action of our Allies and pro-
tested that we had been taken com-
pletely by surprise. John Foster Dul-
les testified: “We had no advance in-~
formation of any kind [regarding the
Israeli attack on Egypt]. The Brit-
ish-French participation also. came
as a complete surprise to us.” This
simp]y was not true. Two years later,
in 1958, the CIA leaked to Don
thtehead of the New York Herald
Tribune, a version so detailed that
it leaves little doubt that we knew
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— and knew precisely — just what
was going to happen. before it hap-
pened. According to CIA, American
mtelligenec agents in Israel had noted
and reported the mobilization of the
Isracli Army; agents on Cyprus had
watched and reported British and
French activity in loading combat
craft and marshaling war planes and
paratroopers; they had even reported
that the French had given combat
briefings to newspaper correspond-
ents attached to their-invasion units.
Twenty-four hours before the attack,
the White House had a specific warn-
ing from CIA that the Israelis would
invade Egypt, that the French and
British would attack Suez.

Bearing all this in.mind, let’s listen
to the insider’s view contained in the
letter written to The Nation by an
intelligence agent in 1957, a full year
before Whitehead’s disclosures:

I know that . . . Intelligence Serv-
ice received information through vari-
ous channels about the planned ac-
tion. This information was duly
transmitted to the State Department.
Mr. |John Foster] Dulles knew the
day and hour of the attack. Under
these circumstances it was quite ob-
vious that we should inve dissuaded
our alligs from such a«fash step.
Those in the know \were smpmed
by the behavior of dur Secretary of
State at the time. Mr. Dulles’ reply
to a comment from a State Depart-
ment official was that in our posi-
tion, the best thing to do is to shut
our eyes and see nothing. We shall
win in any case. Both the defeat of
the Arabs as well as the loss of pres-
tige by the United Kingdom and
France will benefit us. The moral
prestige of the West in Arab coun-
tries has suffered untold harm by the
attack on Egypt. The case speaks for
itself.

T he nvasion of Lebanon in 1958.
If the CIA was not caught napping
in the Suez crisis but was made to
look bad for devious reasons of policy,
there seems to be no question that
it had not the slightest forewarning
of the military coup by a group of
pro-Nasser Army officers in Iraq on
July 14, 1958. King Faisal and
Premier Nuri es-Said, pro-Western
rulers of Irag, were slain. Simultane-
ously, riots and. insurrection shook
the pro-Western government of
Premier Chamoun in Lebanon. News
of these events reached Allen Dulles

about dawn on July 14. He promptly
went into action. He gor his brother,
Secretary of State John Foster, out
of bed, and he summoned the chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to an
emergency conference. With both
Dulles brothers urging drastic action,
the panic button was pressed loud
and long. The American Sixth Fleet
was ordered to Lebanon; marines
went charging ashore in a full-scale
mnvasion. For a moment, world peace

seemed to hang in the balance. Yet, -

n the calm of retrospect, this “crisis”
action seemed to have almost farci-
cal aspects, Riots, a little gunfire, the
coups - that overthrew governments
are no particular novelty to the
Lebanese. They seemed to have had
no understanding, those simple folk,
that the fate of the entire cold war
depended upon events in Lebanon.
Indeed, they regarded the landing of
the marines more as an amusing and
colorful sideshow; it was an event
that turned an ordinary day into a
fete day, and crowds lined the harbor
front to watch the fun. Needless to
say, a powerful nation does not look
well in the robes of a circus clown,

.and it was freely predicted at the
~time that the hasty and ill-advised

invasion would boomerang against
American prestige. It did just that.
Afro-Asian countries joined the So-
viet Union in backing a United Na-
tions resolution demanding that
American troops get out of Lebanon;
on October 31, the marines left—and
Chamoun’s government, which they
had been sent to prop up, promptly
fell. Chamoun remains bitter at the
Americans, who, he feels, went back
on promises they had made to him
to support his regime at whatever
cost. In the end, at great risk, we had
pleased nobody; we had won our-
selves another loss.

CIA on the Danube

N The Hungarian revolt of 1956.
The CIA’s role in promoting and en-
couraging- this abortive and tragic
uprising, which we were not prepared
to support after we had instigated it,
remains shrouded in top-level, cloak-
and-dagger secrecy. It seems well
established, however, that arms were
smuggled into both Poland and Hun-

gary, either by the CIA or its Gehlen

collaborators. When the Polish and
Hungarian rebellions broke out in
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October, 1956, both American offi-
cial and public opinion appeared to
be caught off base, and there were
charges that CIA had been sleeping
at the switch again. Not so, the
agency said in self-defense. It had
accurately predicted the outbreaks
in both Poland and Hungary; its only
error, a minor one, had consisted in
estimating that the Polish revolt
would come first. More important
than the unresolved issues of arms-
smuggling and CIA alertness is still
another unresolved matter—the re-
sponsibility of CIA in whipping up
the Hungarian rebels to fanatic self-
sacrifice in a hopeless cause. Al-
though the fact cannot, of course, be
verified, it has been charged that
Radio Free Europe works closely with
CIA. RFE’s propaganda broadcasts
during the bloody Hungarian revolt
prolonged the struggle after it was
hopeless and led to needless sacrifice,
according to Leslie Bain, Budapest
correspondent for The * Reporter.
“America will not fail you . .. Amer-
ica will not fail you,” he quoted the
propaganda radio as repeating over
and over, after it had become appar-
ent to all the rest of the world- that

America would. The ruthless sup-

pression of the Hungarian revolt by
Soviet tanks and troops was certain-
ly a. grim chapter that served to
strip off before the eyes of the world
the mask of Russian false preten-
sions. But let’s not forget that Amer-
ican luster was tarnished, too. We
had been exposed as a nation that
talked big, but that had no plan; we
had been exposed as a nation that
had let those who trusted in our
words go down to death, prison and
disillusionment.

Classic Meddling

Such is the record of some of the
CIA’s more classic meddling in the
internal affairs of Kurope and the
Middle East. It shows that even the
agency’s successes (as in the case of
Farouk) have a tendency to turn
into long-run disasters, and it indi-
cates strongly that America 1s hard-
ly qualified, by anti-communistic en-
thusiasm alone, to run the internal
affairs of other nations all over the
world. The record in these cases, such
as it is, has been written; but there
remains in ‘CIA’s behind-the-scenes
masterminding of European affairs
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one large item of unfinished business
that fnay be more important than all
the rest—its long-term, enduring re-
lationship with the Gehlen secret
service and the possible influence of
that relationship in coloring our of-
ficial attitudes toward such vital is-
sues as Berlin and the equipment of
the German Army with nuclear arms.

Clearly these are matters on which
the peace of the world ultimately
may hinge, and so it seems pertinent
to inquire: Just who is this man
Reinhold Gehlen to whom, largely
without the knowledge of the Amer-
ican people or the American Con-
gress, we so swiftly and so complete-
ly entrusted our safety after the end
of World War 1I?

Herr Reinhold Gehlen

Gehlen is a product of the German
Reichswehr, a life-long professional
soldier and, according to official as-
surances at least, no Nazi. A smallish,
thin-faced man, he has a high fore-
head, receding fair hair and light blue
eyes. The son of -a publisher, he is
quiet and scholarly in manner, but
he speaks in the terse, clipped tones
of a man long accustomed to com-
mand. He joined the Reichswehr in
'1920; he fougt in the invisions of
Poland and Ftrance; and when the
Russian war broke out, he was trans-
ferred to the Eastern Front where, in
April, 1942, he was selected to head
the German Army’s key new intel-
ligence section.

He quickly became convinced that
the Soviet Union could not be over-
whelmed by military means alone,
and he was, De Luce says, “one of
the lost voices that urged the Nazi
regime . .. to win over the Russian
peopie by generosity while rooting
out the Communist system.” Instead,
some two million Soviet war prison-
ers were reduced to sub-human mis-
ery in Nazi extermination camps.
The official recital of Gehlen’s vir-
tues continues by stressing the
pessimistic accuracy with which he
forecast events on the Eastern Front.
His grim view of the war, it s said,
almost earned him execution as a
dangerous defeatist, but recurrent
disasters so consistently fulfilled his
dire predictions that he wound up
being promoted to Lieutenant Gen-
eral at the age of forty-three.

With the collapse of the Hitler re-~

gime, Gehlen saw to it that he got
captured by the Americans. Here
there appears to be a significant gap
in the story. There is no hint of the
nature of the contacts or negotia-
tions that preceded his surrender,
but one is confronted, out of the blue
as it were, with the picture of a pris-
oner of war being treated from the
start almost like a Very Important
Personage. Gehlen, we are told,
brought with him an imposing mass
of secret information on Russia, and
this presumably was a direct pass-
port to American good graces. In
any event, he was employed for
eighteen months combing through
his own voluminous files and putting
them in order for American intelli-
gence. Then he was rewarded with
as juicy an assignment as a war
prisoner ever got; he was given au-
tonomous command of his own army
of private agents, with, as De Luce
wrote, “a personally chosen German
staff to organize cold-war espionage
in the Soviet Zone for the United
States.”

De Luce continued: “Gehlen’s pri-
mary mission is to identify and locate
at all times the forward Soviet and
satellite;armed forces. This is funda-

mental to allied security, including’

400,000 American, British -and
French troops outposting West Ger-
many.”

The British Are Shocked

Though the American public even
today remains almost totally un-
aware of what we did or of its pos-
sible significance, our relations with
Gehlen long have represented one of
the most controversial aspects of our
secret cold-war policies. Quite ob-
viously, our whole attitude toward
Germany, toward France and Britain,
toward all of Europe, must have been
conditioned by what for long years
we were told—or not told—by the
multi-million-dollar espionage ring of
former German agents whom we had
made our principal eyes and ears in
Europe. This pivotal trust on such
crucial matters has shocked our
closest allies, the British, who do not
play the game of intelligence that
way; and since the past record would
seem to Indicate they play it pretty
well, it is perhaps of some signifi-
cance to trace further the career and
the influence of Reinhold Gehlen.
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The Affair of Otto John

It must have been clear from the
start that Gehlen’s private army
would have a highly equivocal status
inside West Germany, where official
security matters were in the hands
of Dr. Otto John. All signs indicate
that a fine, throat-cutting duel was
waged between Gehlen and John,
with Gehlen doing his best to get
Chancellor Konrad Adenauer on his
side. He and Adenauer held a nam-
ber of secret meetings in a house
across the Rhine River from Bonn,
and Dr. John, who later revealed
these assignations, apparently was
perfectly aware that the ground was
being cut from under him. CIA os-
tensibly was working closely with
John’s security forces, but its money
in multi-million-dollar amounts was
riding on Gehlen. The private strug-
gle between the two West German
security chiefs came to a head in
early July, 1954, when Dr. John
visited the United States. He went
to Washington and had lunch - with
Allen Dulles. Outwardly, the two
men gave every appearance of cor-
diality, but no one knows what went
on between them, for on this matter
CIA has never peeped a word. Dr.
John returned to Bonn, and then on
July 20, 1954, came an event that
rattled official eyeteeth. Dr. John
deserted to the Communists in East
Germany, presumably taking with
him a privately hoarded stare of
valuable state secrets.

This - turncoat performance by
West Germany’s official intelligence
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master was an embarrassing episode,
but it could hardly have broken the
heart of Gehlen. He was left with a
clear field—almost. One other poten-
tial rival, Friedrich Withelm Heinz,
who headed the intelligence section
of the Defense Ministry in Bonn, re-
mained in the running, but he quick-
ly proved no match for Gehlen. The
result was reported in.The New York
Times on July 20, 1955, in a dispatch
from Bonn. The German Govern-
ment had just announced that it had
decided to take over Gehlen’s organi-
zation, then estimated to include
3,000 agents. The Times credited re-
ports that “thée mainstream of East
European information received by
the United States Central Intelli-
gence Agency originates with the
Gehlen organization.” Of Gehlen, it
commented that he was inaccessible
and “something of a legendary fig-
ure.” The Times added: “He has
been credited by some with great in-
telligence and denounced by others
as a sinister figure.”

Just a few months later, on Sept.
1, 1955, the name of the mysterious
Gehlen figured startlingly, if only
momentarily, in an unusual upheaval

,in American intelligence. The Army

announced in Washington that Mayj.
Gen. Arthur Gilbert Trudeau, who
had headed the Army’s G-2 (Intel-
ligence Corps), was being transferred
to a Far East post. The announce-
ment was made to appear routine,
but John O’Donnell of the New York
Daily News apparently was fed an
earful by irate Pentagon brass. For
O'Donnell disclosed that Trudeau’s
scalp had been demanded by Allen
Dulles personally. According to
O’Donnell, Dulles spelled out his case
in a letter to the Secretary of De-
fense, and the feud was carried all
the way to President Eisenhower
himself for final decision.

In Dulles’ official letter, O’Donnell
wrote, the CIA head

. charged that the Army’s top in-
telligence officer, “without consulting
the Central Intelligence Agency,” had
talked with West Germany’s Chancel-
lor ‘Adenauer here last June in “an
effort” to “undermine” the confidence
of Adeénauer in a hush-hush CIA-
bankrolled setup in Germany, headed
by the mysterious Reinhart von [sic]
Gehlen. Furthermore, said Dulles, the
General has expressed doubts about

the reliability of Gehlen as an in-
dividual and the security safeguards
of the mystery organization.

The Pentagon denied quite vocif-
erously that Trudeau, one of its fa-
vorite generals, the commander who
had spearheaded. MacArthur’s drive
to recapture Manila at the end of
World War 11, had ever committed
such a breach of protocol as to ques-
tion Gehlen’s reliability. All he had
done, said the Pentagon, was to ex-
press some doubts about Gehlen’s se-
curity safeguards. Whatever the
truth about the extent of Trudeau’s
criticism, the bare bones of the case
boil down, it would seem, quite sig-
nificantly to this: Reinhold Gehlen,
just ten years earlier the master of
Hitler’s intelligence on the Eastern
Front, had sufficient influence
through Allen Dulles to cost even
the Army’s G-2 chief his post.

Our German Ally

Against this background, let’s turn
onee more for an insider’s view to
the intelligence officer who wrote The
Nation in 1957. His at least is not the
conventional, official view, and un-

der the circumstances, it may seem_

worth serious thought. He wrote:

Our Intelligence Service in West
Germany collected much reliable in-
telligence which should have led the
State Department to reconsider its
point of view on Dr. Adenauer’s
policy. Americans serving in Fontaine-
bleau and in West Germany are very
much aware that the Germans under
the guise of “friendship” are only in-
tent on recovering their military
might by using the United States as
a springboard. Contacts with German
military and other officials have con-
vinced me that the Germans hate
and despise Americans. They cannot
forget that the United States was
their enemy in the Second World
War. Adenauer’s assertion of friend-
ship serves as a smoke screen which
enables West Germany to mark time.
Eventually Germany will spurn Amer-
ican tutelage and proceed with her
own ambitious plans. These plans,
1.e., annexation of East Germany, res-
toration of eastern borders, €tc., can
be achieved only by a weorld war.
The United States may find that in-
stead of using Germany for its own
purposes it would be bound to a
German policy. . . .

The Germans are indeed playing
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the game their own way, nurturing
plans for the future. This is corrobo-
rated by the fact that Gehlen’s In-
telligence Service in West Germany
frequently conceals important intel-
ligence and deliberately issues mis-
leading information, regardless of
our agreement for exchange of infor-
mation. Nevertheless, during this
postwar period, Gehlen has been con-~
sidered a most loyal ally and his
Service has been financed with Amer-
ican dollars,

Communist propaganda refers to
Adenauer’s West Germany as a pup-
pet of the United States. We prefer
to regard her as our most “reliable”
ally. Both conceptions are wrong.
Germany is our “most dangerous”
ally. Our friendship with her may
have disastrous consequences for the
United States.

Under these

circumstances, our

*

ONE OF THE most significant in-
formal conferences of the postwar era
was held in Allen Dulles’ CIA office
ofi ‘u told and dreary morning in
March, 1952. His brother, John Fos-
ter, had just returned from the Far
East, where he had added to his
prestige by helping the Truman ad-
ministration draft the Japanese peace
treaty. John Foster was now about
to become one of the most caustic
critics of the administration that had
employed him. He was full of very
positive ideas about exactly what
should be done to right the situation
in the world.

Participating in this conference
that was to forecast much of the
global strategy of the Eisenhower ad-
ministration before Eisenhower had
even been nominated or elected were
a number of important second-eche-
lon officials—Allen Dulles, then the
No. 2 man in CIA; Charles Bohlen,
State Department Counselor; John
Allison, then Assistant Secretary of
State for the Far East; General Mer-
rill, of Merrill’s Marauders fame;
John Ferguson and C. Burton Mar-
shall, of the State Department Plan-
ning Staff.

John Foster Dulles opened the con-~
ference by expounding his views-—
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preference of West Germany over our
old and tried allies is unpardonable.
British and French officers have often
expressed themselves in my presence
with an obvious feeling of resentment
and bitterness over the United States
policy of making vesterday’s enemies
today’s principal partners.

With this attitude, Edwards, the
British Labour M.P. and skeptic of
German intentions, fully agrees. In
his pamphlet on Allen Dulles, he
has written:

It is particularly worrying that Mr.
Dulles and his agency should be
maintaining close contacts with Gen-
eral Reinhold Gehlen’s West German
secret service. Though it can be count-
ed as a NATO intelligence organiza-
tion, we think there is great need for
caution in our dealings with it. It is

parr vu THE ROAD TO

and quite positive views they were.
He sharply criticized Truman’s order
interposing the Seventh Fleet be-
tween Formosagind mainland China.
This, John Foster said, was really
“protecting” the Chinese Commu-
nists, then battling us in Korea, from
counterattack by the Nationalist
forces of Chiang Kai-shek. He had
discussed this “anomalous” situation
with Chiang, he said, and Chiang, as
was hardly surprising, fully agreed
with him. Now, there were “certain
islands” close to the mainland still
held by Chiang’s warriors, and
Chiang, if given a “warrant” by the
United States to insure him against
the risks involved, could strengthen
his already considerable forces on the
islands and play merry hob with the
Communists on the mainland. This,
John Foster said positively, is what
we should do: we should in effect,
though he did not use the precise
term, “unleash” Chiang; we should
adopt a bold “forward” policy against
the Chinese aggressors.

According to Stewart Alsop, who
six years later revealed the details of
this meeting in his Saturday Eve-
ning Post article, “The Story Behind
Quemoy: How We Drifted Close to

War,” John Foster Dulles’ proposal

extremely unlikely that General Geh-

len has any very warm feelings for

us. As for Mr. Dulles, he actually
advertises his friendship with the

General and after a recent visit to

London went straight off to Bonn.

But we have reason to believe that

General Gehlen does not confine his

interests to the East. The German

. secret service never has done so. So

much the worse for us. . . . Beware

the Germans, when they come bear-
ing gifts!

An extreme view, possibly, but
valuable for all of that as a caution,
a warning, a reminder that there s
another side to the German question.
We are never told that any more,
but then we have never been told
about Reinhold Gehlen and his or-
ganization either—or about how we
got where we are.

WAR

was received at first with tepid po-
liteness. Allen Dulles asked a couple
of  deferential questions. Nobody
segmed to challenge John Foster’s
thesis until suddenly C. B. Marshall,
“a big, articulate, irascible man,”
blew his top. The course Dulles pro-
posed, he said flatly, would mean di-
rect American intervention in the
Chinese civil war, Worse, if we gave
Chiang a “warrant” on the offshore
islands, we would by this action “con-
vey to a foreign entity the power to
involve the United States in war.”
Marshall denounced Chiang’s “men-
dicant and necessitous regime” and
branded any “warrant” that would
permit such a regime to drag the
United States into war “an act of
supreme folly.”

John Foster Dulles [Alsop wrote]
looked at Marshall as though he did
not exist—a feat Dulles can perform
brilliantly—and said not a word.
There was an unhappy silence. Then

. Bohlen, the able diplomat, took over,
asking Dulles questions which were
politely phrased, but which neverthe-
less pointed up the risks involved in
the course Dulles proposed. The
meeting then broke up, on a strained
and inconclusive. note. ‘

The islands under discussion were,
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of course, Quemoy and Matsu, hud-
dling almost on the doorstep of the
Chinese mainland. Small, rocky nub-
bins of land, they were of absolutely
no strategic value, as such eminent
authorities as Dwight D. Eisenhow-
er and Douglas MacArthur agreed;
yet twice in succeeding years, due to
the “supreme folly” of Dulles’ policy,
they almost dragged the United
States into war, almost touched off
the third world conflagration which
everyone so dreads.

Islands of Folly

For John Foster Dulles wasn’t to
be deterred from his “bold forward”
plan by the logical objections of men
like Marshall and Bohlen. Almost as
soon as he became Secretary of State,
he loudly proclaimed what the news-
papers dubbed the “unleashing” of
-Chiang. He did not go quite so far
as to give Chiang a public “warrant,”
but the effect was the same. With
our active encouragement, Chiang
poured thousands more troops into

the offshore 1slands, creating a situa-,

tion in which he could claim that he
had committed the very flower of his

Army there and so, when trouble

arose, we were committed’ to sup-
port him. The situation has over-
tones reminiscent of those in Ger-
many where, as the letter-writing
mtelligence agent remarked, we are
so wedded to German policy that, if
the Germans ever determine to re-
unite their country, we almost cer-
tainly will be dragged into war to
help them.

In the Far East, time and again,
a tinder-box situation has been cre-
ated by the fatuity of the American
obsession with Chiang Kai-shek.
Powerful American business inter-
ests, in alliance with many of the
power lords who dominate the larger
media of information, long have per-
sisted in viewing Chiang as one of
the great men of his age, a states-
man of nobility and stature, a leader
who may one day win back China
from the Communists if we only give
him our help. This view has been so
widely sold to the American people
that it is considered virtually an act
of treason in many circles to chal-
lenge it.

Yet challenged it must be. The
record is clear and explicit, and it
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isn’t at 2ll what we have deluded our-
selves into believing. Chiang has
never been anything but a Chinese
warlord with one guiding principle
—the interests of Chiang. In his rise
to power, he played footsie with the
Communists, and not until he had
won and wanted the big apple all for
himself did he really break with
them. The corruptness of his re-
gime was one of the least-hushed
World War IT scandals. It offered the
people of China nothing; American
Army leaders in China found it al-
most impossible to get Chiang’s
“tigers” to fight, and the Japanese

Chiang K az-yhek

almost tore the country apart while
Chiang and his inner circle waxed fat
on the resources of the mational
treasury. As Willlam J. Lederer
writes in A Nation of Sheep, the Chi-
nese people became “sick of him and
the Soongs” and “the rotten Chinese
apple was ready to drop of its own
accord.” Although Chiang had bil-
lions of dollars’ worth of American
military equipment for his 3-million-
man Army, these forces were com-
posed of conscripts who had no love
for Chiang; money for its food and
pay went into the pockets of grafting
officers. And so, when Communists
applied pressure, the troops didn’t
fight—they either surrendered or
joined up.

Chiang fled to Formosa, taking the
contents of the national treasury with
him. For ten years now, Chiang’s
Formosan regime has been painted
in the United States in glowing col-

ors as a Western-style democracy.
Actually, nothing could be further
from the truth. As Lederer writes,
Chiang’s warriors, when they first
arrived, “pillaged and robbed For-
mosa.” They killed thousands of pro-
testing Formosans with machine-gun
fire; and ever since, having taught
the Formosans a democratic lesson
by this process, Chiang’s 2 million
Chinese Nationalists have ruled
some 9 million Formosans with an
iron, dictatorial hand. According to
Lederel some 70 per cent of Chiang’s
Army is now composed of Formosan
conscripts, who might fight to pro-
tect their home island but have no
burning compulsion to help Chiang
reconquer China. The Formosans
themselves would like to be rid of
the Nationalist monkey on their
backs; and they have no love for the
United States, which continues to
prop up Chiang’s discredited regime
with some three-quarters.of a billion
dollars in annual aid.

Yet America’s arch right-wing
policy makers and its equally arch
rlght-wmg CIA under Allen Dulles
continue to invest Chiang with a
halo and to push him forward as

our answer to communism in Asiai-

It is an infatuation that has brought
us repeatedly into widespread disre-
pute.

Poppy Fields of Burma

Consider the case of Chiang’s Bur-
mese opium growers. In 1951, follow-
ing the collapse of Chiang’s regime
on the mainland, several thousands
of his followers fled across the Yun-
nan border into Northern Burma.
American policy makers decided to
arm and equip these Nationalist
troops for a reinvasion of Yunnan
Province. From Formosa, CIA al-
legedly masterminded the operation.
Arms, munitions, supplies were air-
lifted into Burma, but despite this
support, there is little evidence that
Chiang’s gallant warriors ever wreak-
ed much damage on the Chinese
Reds. Instead, the Nationalists dis-

-covered they could achieve the finer

life more easily by growing opium,
and a great number of them settled
down in Northern Burma and pro-
ceeded to do just that.

The Burmese, a most unreasonable
people, were not happy with this
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ideal, ClA-created -situation. For
some inexplicable reason, they seem-
ed to resent the presence of this for-
eign army on their soil; and when
Chiang’s- fighters, showing no regard
for Burmese sovereignty, practically
took over the state of Kengtung and
established their own government,
the Burmese actually filed a vigorous
protest with the United States. As
Charles Edmundson, former Wash-
ington editor of Fortune and a for-
mer foreign service expert, wrote in
The Nation (Nov. 7, 1957), the
American  Ambassador in  Burma
hadn’t been let in on the sccret of
what the CIA and the Chinese Na-
tionalists were up to. The Ambassa-
dor, William J. Sebald,  therefore
denied in perfect good faith that
America had- anything to do- with
supporting Chiang’s  guerrillas  n
Burma. - Burmese Prime. Minister U
Nu knew better and became so in-
censed he suspended all U.S. Point
Four activities and almost broke off
relations. entirely. Eventually, our
own Ambassador resigned his post
In protest against our own program,
and - American prestige throughout
Southeast Asia sported a couple of
very unlovely black eyes.

‘A four-power conference finally
reached an agreement about Chiang’s
opium-happy warriors. Some 7,000
were evacuated to Formosa. But even
this didn’t solve the entire problem.
Sizable remmants of the Nationalist
force continued to squat in their
poppy ficlds, and as of this spring
the Burmese Army was still fighting
a guerrila war in its own country
in an effort to wipe them out. In this
most recent fighting, the Burmese
contended they had seized American
arms and supplies only recently air-
lifted into Burma. Such charges,
skillfully exploited by Communist
propaganda, sparked riots that re-
sulted in the stoning and wrecking
of U.S. Embassy buildings in down-
town Rangoon. When such outbreaks
oceur, the widespread impression
given the American people in glaring
headlines is that we have been most
foully attacked again as a result of
Communist machinations; hardly
ever is there any appreciation of the
fact that the Communists might find
it impossible to get the people on
their side without the help of the
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backfiring plots of our- own cloak-
and-dagger boys.

The “Spooks’ of the Islands

Destructive as such incidents are
to America’s image, they do not men-
acce the peace of the world like the
more grandiose CIA endeavors that
led directly to the crises of Quemoy
and Matsu. In the early 1950s, the
CIA established on Formosa an out-
fit known as Western Enterprises,
Inc. This was . thinly disguised
“cover” for CIA, whose agents, an in-
communicative lot, became. known
on the island as “the spooks.” Thesc
“spooks” played an active role in the
build-up of Chiang’s forces on the off-
shore islands and. the raids that were
launched from there. As Stewart
Alsop wrote, the CIA was “respon-
sible for organizing and equipping
the Nationalist guerrillas who raided
the mamnland from the offshore is-
lands,” These “commando-type guer-
rilla raids” were “sometimes mounted
in battalion strength,” Alsop related.
In addition, the offshore islands were
used for reconnaissance, lcaflet drop-
ping, occasional bombing forays, and
for blockading such Chinese ports as
Amoy, on the mainland opposite
Quemoy.

These offensive gestures apparent-
ly nettled the Chinese Reds, a very
unreasonable and touchy folk, and in
the first week of September, 1954,
they became so incensed that they
blasted Quemoy with heavy artillery
barrages. Two American officers - of
the Military Advisory Group station-
ed on the island were killed, and the
American public, in its shock at such
unprovoked aggression, was whipped
up to the point where it might very

easily have plunged into Chlangs
war. In fact, Alsop wrote that “al-
though no more than a tiny handful
of people knew it at the time, the
American government came very
close to responding with a condi-
tional decision to go to war vml
Red China.”

Alsop cited chapter and verse of
the story. The Joint Chiels of Staff,
under the leadership of that old
strong-China hand, Admiral Arthur
Radferd, voted overwhelmingly for
war. They backed a policy, not just
to launch bombing raids on military
objectives opposite Quemoy, but to
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blast targets far inland in China, -If
the Chinese Reds responded with
an all-out attack on Quemoy, we
would use nuclear weapons. This,
make no mistake about it, would
have been World War III. Only
Matthew Ridgway dissented and
fought with all his power against
such an “unwarranted and tragic
course.” Ridgway found an ally in
Gen. Walter Bedell Smith, who had
been moved over from CIA and made
Under Secretaiy of State when the
Dulleses took charge. Smith shared
Ridgway’s horror of the prospect and
telephoned his. former. chief, Presi-
dent Eisenhower, then vacationing
in Denver. Eisenhower. listened and

scotched the recklcss plan of the
Joint Chiefs.

The 1954 crisis, given a chance,
finally died down, and the policy
known as the “releashing™ of Chiang
began. Until 1954, Alsop wrote, the
offshore islands had been almost the
“exclusivc playground” of CIA; but,

s the time of thc fler Qucmov

4crms CIA’s thin “cover” of Western

Enterprises, Inc. had been pretty
well “blown” and control had been
turned over largely to the Military
Advisory Group. The presence of
these uniformed military advisers: on
the islands represented, in effect, the
public “warrant” John Foster Dulles
had originally proposed we give
Chiang; and when, in 1958, the Com-
munist Chinese again shelled the is-
lands, our prestige once more. was on
the line, and once more we were al-
most involved in war. Only a broad
promise that. we wouldn’t permit
Chiang to use the islands for any
worth-while purpose, not even leaflet
dropping, smoothed over the situa-
ton.

And New Laos

The Burmese crisis that all but
turned friend into foe, the recurrent

crises on Quemoy and Matsu, vividly

illustrate the manner in which the
secret and militant activities of CIA
create for us a foreign policy all their
own. They llustrate the way the CIA
tail wags the American dog and how
such wagging can quite easily plunge
the whole animal-—and all his breth-
ren—into the most horrible of his-
tory’s wars. But Burma and Quemoy
weren't the only examples in Asia
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of what is wrought by CIA. To these
there must be added another exam-
ple, and one of current crisis signifi-
cance——Laos.

American blunders in Laos go back
a full six years, and they are not by
any means all of CIA’s making,
though it was reserved for CIA to
write the final, climactic chapter. To

understand how CIA masterminded

us into the hole in which we now
find ourselves, one has to appreciate
the background. Laos became a na-
tion in 1955 as a result of the Geneva
agreement that split the former
French Indo-China into its compo-
nent parts. Laos was the interior
principality, primitive, landlocked,
with a 1,000-mile border with Red
China. The Geneva agreement pro-
vided it was to have a neutralist gov-
ernment, but the evidence is .abun-
dant that we, no more than the Com-
munists, wanted a neutral Laos. We
wanted a Laos committed irrevo-
cably to our side.

This becomes clear if one studies
the findings of the House Commit-
tee on Government Operations which

delved deeply into the Laotian mud-
dle in 1958 and, on June 15, 1959,

filed a scathing report of what it

. found. What the c¢ommittee discov~-
ered was that all sound military ad-
vice had been disregarded by the
State Department in its determina-
tion to build up an anti-Communist
Laos. The committee remarked acidly
that Congress had always been as-
sured that “force objectives”-—~~the
number of foreign troops the United
States will ‘support—are established
on the basis of the military judgment
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. In Laos
this simply was not true.

The Joint Chiefs, in fact, consid-
ered Laos militarily worthless and
repeatedly told the Eisenhower ad-
ministration so. The House commit-
tee wrote: “U.S. support of a 25,000~
man Army, of the entire military
budget, and of segments of the civil-
jan economy 1Is, in fact, based on a
political determination made by the
Department of State contrary to the
recommendations of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff.” It pointed out that the
Joint Chiefs, even after they had
been asked to reconstder their views,
had refused to budge. In a memo-
randum, they had said, the House
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committee wrote, that “mutual se-
curity support of Laotian forces
could not be recommended “from the
military point of view, but acqui-
esced in the provision of such sup-
port ‘should political considerations
be overriding.’” ' A

This, then, was the beginning. The
House committee’s findings make it
clear that, for political considerations
alone, we imposed upon Laos a huge
and militarily unjustified standing
Army. We did this with no regard
for either the characteristics or the
desires of the Laotian people. The
Laotians are Buddhists; they are,
not in pretense but in actuality, a
deeply peaceful people. As Keyes
Beech wrote in the April 22, 1961,
Saturday FEvenming Post: “In Laos
not even the fighting cocks are blood-
thirsty. They wear no spurs and do
not fight to kill. As good Buddhists,
Laotian soldiers were no less reluc-
tant. They generally aimed high and
expected the other fellow to return
the favor.”

The Cocktail Circuit

In Laos, as in so many other of
the world’s trouble spots, the right-

wingers in our own State Depart--

ment and CIA dealt only with their
right-wing counterparts, a small and
wealthy ruling class and this class’s
military cohorts. As Newsweek re-
ported last May: “Our allies, the tra-
ditional ruling class, had little in-
terest in reform. The political meth-
ods they used—stuffing ballot boxes
and intimidating neutralist voters—
succeeded only in driving the mod-
erates to the Left. . . . The worst
thing perhaps was that U.S. policy
makers never came to terms with any
elements in Laos other than those
they considered to be militantly anti-
Communist.”

Tied to such interests, with view-
point constricted to the cocktail cir-
cuits of Vientiane, we plunged head-
long into Laos, apparently with no
philosgphy except that if we spent
enough money, no matter how, we
could buy ourselves an anti-Com-
munist ally. As the House commit-
tee found, we repeated, on an even
more flagrant scale, all the ghastly
mistakes which it had critiozed so
strongly years previously in Iran.

Laos is about 99 per cent agricul-

tural. Tts economy is primitive. The
Laotian farmer usually grows what
he needs, barters off his surplus to
supply his other wants. Money, in
much of Laos, is virtually nonexist-'
ent. Into such an economy, with
evidently no regard for its disrup-
tive effects, the United States in just
six years poured $310 million. The
result was almost inevitable. The
wildest currency speculation took
place; the Laotian economy was all
but wrecked; and the cost of living
doubled between 1953 and 1958,

Cooperative Graft

As in Iran, corruption flourished
like jungle growth in the tropics.
The House committee found clear
evidence that both the Americans
who were channeling the aid dollars
to Laos, and the Laotian government
officials who were dispensing them,
dipped greedy paws into the golden
stream. The committee flatly ac-
cused one American public-works of-
ficer of accepting “bribes totaling at
least $13,000.” It recounted the sor-
did story of a former U.S. Operations
Mission Director who extracted a
fantastic price for his decrepit 1947

Cadillac from an official of the Unj-____

versal Construction Co., tv whom
he was awarding a cecutract. “Un-
controverted evidence,” the commit-
tee wrote, “Indicates that the vehicle
was at that time inoperable, and
that shortly thereafter it was cut
up and the pieces dropped down an
abandoned well. In the interim, it
had stood rusting in front of Uni-
versal’s main office, where it was the
subject of scornful amusement by
Laotians and Americans alike.”

- One honest American who tried to
do something about the mess was
“railroaded out of Laos by his su-
periors.” The railroading was sanc-
tioned by Ambassador J. Graham
Parsons, who presided over our aid
efforts in Laos at their corrupt worst,
and Parsons was rewarded for his
watchfulness by being called back
to Washington and made Assistant
Secretary of State for Far Eastern
Affairs. In all of this time, the bulk
of the American taxpayers’ $310 mil-
lion was used mainly to enrich an
inner circle of palace thieves; hardly
any of it was used to help the Lao-
tian people. Not until the elections
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of 1958 were imminent did the Amet-

weans distributing aid in Laos sud-
denly come up with a crash program
that they labeled “Operation Boost-
er Shot” to try to buy some good
will on the mass level.

In one acid paragraph, the House
commiittee summed up the operation-
al mess:

The concentration of the benefits
of the aid program to the area around
Vientiane and other centers of popu-
lation, and the enrichment of, and
speculation by, Lao merchants and
public officials which attended the
aid program, tended to lend credence
to the Communist allegation that the
Royal Lao Government was “corrupt”
and “indifferent” to the needs of
the people.

The People’s Voice

Even an idiot, it might be pre-
sumed, should have foreseen the in-
evitable consequences; but our CIA
and our State Department remained
blind to them right up to the last
moment of inescapable truth. Ex-
Ambassador Parsons was testlfymg
before the House committee just as
the Laotian elections were being held
in 1958. He insisted thar he had re-
L’I.lhlc
resuits vould be wonderful for our
side. The Coramunist Pathet Lao, he
predicted;, would win only two of
fifteen contested scats, and this

. would mean that “the integrity and

independence of Laos in the frec
world” would have been preserved
intact. '

Then the votes were counted. The
Communists, nstead of being crush-
ed, won a crushing victory. The
House committee later reported that
the Communists had won nine seats,
and their sympathizers an additional
four. The Royal Cabinet, indeed,
had to install the pro-Red leader as
the minister who, in the future,
would control U.S. Foreign Aid
Funds in Laos; it had to agree that,
henceforth, two battalions of pro-
Communist troops actually would be
supported by U.S. funds. This was
\1Ct0(3? This was assuring “the in-
tegrity and independence of Laos in
the free world”?

In obvious disgust, the House com-
mittee wrote:

Tn summary, the decision to sup-
port a 25,000-man Army——motivated
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‘official” information ‘that the .

by 4 Department of State desire to
promote political stability—seems to
have been the foundation for a series
of developmeints which detract from
that stability. .. .

The aid program has not prevented
the spread of communism in Laos.
In fact, the Communist victory in

last year’s election,  based on the

slogans of “Government corruption”
and “Government indifference” might
lead one to conclude that the U.S.
aid program has contributed to an

Prince Sowvanna Phowma

atmosphere in. which the ordinary.

people of Lacs question the value
of friendship with the United States.

When You Can’t Buy—

Tt might, indeed. But what the
House committee found wasn’t the
last, or the worst, of the debacle. The
final chapter, an epic in blindness
and futility,. was yet to be written.
For the simple truth is that, having
failed to buy ‘ourselves an ally in
Laos, we next tried to procure one
through the CIA’s favorite device—
the military coup. Allen Dulles’
eager beavers engineered this with
cavalier disregard of any superior

strategy of the State Department or.

the desires of the new American Am-
bassador on the scene, Horace H.
Smith. Keyes Beech in his Saturday
Evening Post account describes the
conflice between CIA and Smith in
these words:

On the political level, Smith’s job
wasn’t made any ecasier by the fact
that during most of his tour in Laos
he was being crossed by Central In-
telligence Agency operatives nesting
in his own embassy. As Smith saw

it, the question was: Who was going
to administer American policy in
Laos—CIA "or the embassy?

How many CIA  agents were

wandering arourrd Laos during this
- period only the CIA could know.
One of. the more - flamboyait, who
blossomed everywhere, affected a
. copybook cover that  included a
~manufactured British accent, a luxu-
riant must'lche, elaborately casual
but expensive clothes, and a cane
with a secret compartment that held
—not a sword, but brandy. . . .

As Ambassador, Smith favored a
conservative  coalition .government
which offered a little of something
to all factions. CIA activists made
no sccret of .their preference. for a
group of army “Young Trirks.” .

CIA’s favorite boy was Gen. Phou-
mi Nosavan, -the forty-one-year-old
Minister of Defense, who was later
to emerge as the government “strong
man.” Phoumi was strongly anti-
"Communist. He -was also  fervently
_pro-Minister of Defense, because

- that’s where the money was. . . . .

"The first Blowup came in August
]960 ‘when a - paratroop captain
named Kong Le, whose troops hadn’t
been paid i three months becausc
his ‘superiors were. looting "the till,

vbecamﬁe fed up with the state of af.
Hiirs and led a coup. Successfu\ he ,

taced all around Vientiane in a jeep

bearing legends demanding the Amer-

icans go home. The CIA boys and
the brains of the American military
mission on the scene were stunned.
Until Kong Le suddenly went off
the decp end, they had considered

‘him one of their very own fair-haired
‘boys, and they couldn’t understand

what the devil had gotten into him.
Nor did .they like or understand any
better what Kong Le did with his

Jew-found power.

Neutralism: a Dirty Word

He called on Prince Souvanna
Phouma to take over as Prernier.
Souvanna was a neutralist. Depend-
ing on how you look at it, he was a
sincere ncutralist, hoping to bring
some kind of peace to his unsettled
country, or he was just a weak-kneed
tool of the Communists. The Amer-
icans, to most of whom neutralism
was a dirty word anyway, took the
second view. Ex-Ambassador Par-
sons, by this time promoted to the
post of supreme authority for Far
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Eastern. Affairs, flew. to Laos to try
to get some understanding with Sou-
vanna; but he .and Souvanna had
never wasted any affection on each
other when Parsons was Ambassador,
and so 1t was almost inevitable that
they wouldn’t achieve any meeting
of minds now. They didn’t. The
American chips went down on the
CIA’s boy, General Phoumi. Given
the green light, Phoumt in Decem-
ber, 1960, actually fought a battle
and captured Vientiane. Souvanna
and Kong Le were chased out, and
having no place else to go, they join-
cd the Communist Pathet Lao. With
him in retreat, Kong Le thought-
fully took 9,000 American rifles with
which he armed' ‘the Communist
forces. - S :

I‘rcmamre Lelehrauon

In Vlent]anc, General Phouml and
the CIA. celebrated -their victory.
“The- celebration was premature,”
Keyes Beech writes. “Looked at from
a- cold-blooded, cold-war viewpoint,
the bloodshed might have been jus-
tified if; as the CIA argued, blood-
shed was necessary to.“polarize’ Com-
munist and anti-Communist factions.
Tt might have been justified if strong

and effective leadership had emerged':

from the smoke of battle. Unfortu-
nately, necither of these things hap-
pened: ‘Polarization’ took place only
-at the top, between the same tired,
familiar faces.”

Souvanna -and Kong Le,- bacl\ed
now by Communist manpower, be-
‘gan to carve up Laos. Phoumi, hav-
ing distributed the best financial

IN DECEMBER, 1960, U.S. Sena-
tor-elect Claiborne Pell (D., R.I.)
made a quiet visit to Fidel Castro’s
Cuba. A former Foreign Service of-
ficer in World War 11, Senator Pell
was no novice In pulse-taking, and
when he went among the Cuban
people, he was surprised at what he
found. He later capsuled his dis-
coveries for the New York Herald
Tribune in these words:

The peopte of Cuba that T saw
June 24, 1961

even less in

plums in the government among his
relatives, seemed to have lost all in-
terest in the dreary business of fight-
ing. Everywhere the Pathet Lao
forces were victorious. The puppet
government we had installed was too
corrupt and inefficient to. oppose
them; the 25,000-man Army for
which we had been paying for five

years had never wanted to fight in’

General Phoums

the first place and wanted to fight
a corrupt cause; the
Laotian people whom we had not

-helped;-but had only helped to ruin,
could hardly be expected to feel that -

we were worthy of their ultimate sac-
rifice. So there we were, having made
one of history’s most colossal botches
of everything.

The new Kennedy Administration
was bequeathed this little sweet-
heart of a problem. There the Com-
munists were, overrunning all of

and spoke to during three or four
days of quiet observation were not
sullen or unhappy or dissatisfied. [
am afraid that it is only true that
they were still tasting the satisfac-
tion of Castro’s land reform, of his
nationalization of United States com-
panies and of the other much-touted
reforms put into effect by Castro.
The dispossessed and disgruntled
were 1n Jail or in exile.
Senator Pell returned to Washing-
ton and explicitly warned high of-

‘As

‘than

nerthern Laos, gobbling up another

country, and we were faced with just
two unlovely choices. We could either
go to war in defense of freedom
against the Communist menace, or
we could humbly sue for the reinsti-
tution of the very kind of neutralist