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Memorandum to Mr, W, C, Sullivan
RE: RELATIONS WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) " ¢

»
¢
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Any further information received from CIA about this °:‘
matter in subsequent meetings will be set forth in detail and
any matters requiring action by the Bureau will be set forth .
with appropriate recommendations for a decision by the Director. = ~—-

For information, h// ?: - }5

b3

ACTION:




'
Y

: 3 _
, .
4-572 (Rev. 7-18-63) P
OPTIONAL FORM NO 10 5010-106
MAY 1962 EDITION . A
GSA GEN REG NO 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT s
Memorandum
TO The Director DATE é - /9! '/é 7 ’
FROM N, P. Callahan

SUBJECT  The Congressional Record

L
<;()/

Pages AliEd- 20000, ﬁm’aﬁmsam 3?&@3%28% (D) Pow Yok
palmed oot that “tho Centeal Inteilizeace dgency has, for Ec igag tiwe, %@%ﬁ a8

" wanpen for fightiog the thrent of commmenitm. Thomes W, Beados, wriliog

for the Saturdsy Hvepsiag Most, heo dealt with the histery of the It ‘
ﬁ@gsg&%&&m Bivisien «f the €14 aad the deviees it bas {f@@é 1o cumbat iﬁﬁ&g
%f;mgi o @%ﬁmmmm ¥ He facicded Mr, Braden's article entitied V' Glag
{he G4 Is “Imwworal ™ ohizh sppeared In the Bay 38 {gsus of the Post,

s T I

spp s L Ul A ‘
b ool i b B2 P mmgL
-

-

A Za?::" -~

o
Nor h*‘?\‘;;w

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the CongressTorrerdw —

. N —raa
Record for é,/ 3 ¢ was reviewed and pertinent items were %
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

AN R "ﬂ’".\cp
55};} Jﬁphr:iatefgug@a& aca;igr subject matter files.
C& 7 5 y

Original filed 1n: J&, 73 f 5/&0



e JONAL FORNRSIO 10

bl
L3 SUBJECT

MAY,1962 ED

G3A GENLREG NO @7

ITION

ALL IRFOTMATE

HERE

.\! l{"‘
182

e

. To adv1 se fhafl

{}il“ %f\N ’3

J

WHERE SHOM\\ 0“\ t:RWlSE -

\

el el e e = ‘

=

’To}won
Ay - DeLoccl’L?
- L Walt hi —
« Mr, DeLoach ~ Mohr @
- Mr. 3, P. Mohr Coper =

- Mr.

W C. Sullivan

Callahan

paTe 4/7/70 '/

- Mr. W. S. Tavel

- Mr, G. C. Moore '

- Mr. C. D. Brennan Homee o BTC
- Mr, R. D. Cotter Gandy

- A )?W
- e : :
- C ’;
- 1 -

U
N
~5 4
§f) y
Ve A2

(&)

7 XEROX,

o

de.Sl «c. é

CIA infsematon femaies
3&' \e,ﬂ'er

;
\

maY 4 1970

G

N4

q\
5 bMAv14 1970 o

Enclos}M A ZﬂREC4
i
chdjw/fb‘f\%lfs) W

Y o .
“t{f\;\“gi 2 ’ i

e

P

é” Zo 75'3———
SEE ACTION PAGE ™ 0

" - ——



o=
o =
<o e -
X o= _
= ¥ 3 ~
I
/ W&WMMM (e
3\'1 m‘:@ F#268672. (064 zﬁ@f—:&l&
i CnsérFezo AER, 7/ _ 2 E'
S
; g h -g-.; s, '
S E el
C‘: m ’ f'? - 4 4+ 8 ". ~,,
w ap) )
=l o ‘
S oo -
2 -
* <
Y
( / —~
y%’&"(;
'pp 0/
LS, é ,
77/)///7_./& J',}, )
o5 .
3
| F<d
"‘\‘ . I - - o ) g 1 ;&
""’W@% & 4 ‘ D¢, Hd 0t & g ddly | %;, : :
8 9y B9850 wo o, CEVR @

Uy eqyp Wy M;uz@?ﬁém 9“9 WY s,



Memorandum G C Manre to Mr W C  Sullivan

RE:

@)

ACTION:

!

If approved, attached teletype will be sent

to CIA]




L
" ! ) /‘\ - -
PESN J . . - ,
= . A
Y 18 LL INEOEMATION CONTAINED 4 4 -
.
/ . HEFETIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
. - - - ETa T - ]
\ \ DATE 04-12-2007 BY AUC 50324 BAW/RES/3EZ
ol
g : ‘
A AN , .
/ .
- R IR U apm T
o . ol st oo, .
.o ARCERS S SR PRI . i
' ! ' 2 H
)
R
) 3 T Y !
. e - 4 R A .
S R R At o 3o ghtlie b, ] ;
. ¥ 4@%%‘ R G 'E"W““’*\ !
A } B 2 g K y ’ . ——— - ",‘
A 8\&?@?@ ;
- . e
. L
FV o et Y T LN e e e - 4
IOT AT D N M RO g —— - ~
Lol LTt el R OENASE -
-
.. I R IR Y e e wr L .- -y e =
N ey ARSI s ~ e
s DT L R ATTCTAL QL SRVIDUTRALE ) . O
T A T STt i
PN O STV A T + R oy LY
¢ ‘y
:
. - .
S e e A Ty e gee
J U AR N . S A . . ,
M 4
- gm A IR J . VPRV S L
: » LGN MODU LEATRL Y0 LOTDTRLNC TOR 0P Fan
PR S T hmeny § EE N S LIPS JPN. TSRS S SO DU A
SOUDCOTIVE MOS0 IO VAT JOTIUASE COURn W OP-
“ e . ¢ . . .
sy e imd i b ey pee e Bt o T sy i PR N N s e W .
Al ’...L.,'.,:.:'.‘—;, VU b YRl D Tasllh FALIARICONNELTEI 1O K8
; -
ra s
Ca e
s S dale , ~
} ,
’ Aoy ~ - 1. - - ‘ .
DI R IR L I P O % by
RAMICANGAC HALRUION S S PIE N SOOINA & Vs S PN A A ;:\
PR S s D TR SN ~
-5 P e TR T LRSS Ty e <y 3 TUs TR RS ey
R T B N P TV SV VI S B A R P I S R S A
N R O e I R N A PR T T 31 M O T2 < R e \Q
e e 0 GELLQECOLAD NWOT T DL JUIRE, A SR Il 00w N
P T I o AT o T N B, B R LR S N - A .
R N R R A JEASIS AN GAR LY EAUAAANIISI G IO it PR o
. .o . L Y
' w
P -
N . 1
W ! . (
. N WP e C o i teey A~ . ° N
. .. S racmas ERiicdd, il =z
L ) - . '—r_
: i = | &3]
. ¢ L - e * =
,- : &z
~ ~ S
E : - Tiro, Sorasloh (Sent Dircedy .
R R DA REIBANE SRR £ \'..J\,.‘.l o vj R , .
)V .
¢4
o~
s
T AT e, (4N .
) e il NR)
/1
{1
B N T B T N e > 1"‘ I P R A R T R T I P N -
Znooed on Denver letier 2-12-7C »e Thownns Sulifvg SELLSELEL LTSI -
Tre e .
D ol ‘ ’
. N
- 1
!
. i :
- . ' T . & AR -
) . X i ; X »
‘ ® " - r \ y ¢ 4 » . I
N £ e M \ A
N e LT V3 . | i \
! - . .4 ’ f AL
3 4 S Ny / 1 T B
i . . -t F it
R T H - S i
' R T , . A [ R
Pl i . 7 PNy
{0 L . B
i !
’ . 0 3 ‘;
N} “
o N - .
L
ST
e
ST ER TR ’
.
4 . B LA -
i R N NI NS PR . . :
: R (G O P g e 7 .
€ e TETR R e e
N T e N - . - - .
- - - 7 v = 7

< et -1

W



[

POAL e
r*\.:_uw o

. ALL TNFORMATION CONTAINED
‘\ HEFEIN I3 UNCLASIIFIED

Q?

EOINIRE]

DA -(~ \.'l\)leG a_ _ 0w ~ )
" UNTTTD STATES WDVERNMENT T4 1007 20 AL B0 £ L
Ry . ' . S,
JAemorandun . o o
' | /i
To i/ DIRECTOR, F.B.I DATE:  Februar: - %
. ,, ‘[“ ,// . 2
rrov/ 1/ 7 SAC, DENVER (105-4351) ' , - .
H /-* _\ “. t, A S PR - _'!
I O S

SUBJECT:

[ —

ThOMAS RIHA, aka.

/ ) ) o
IS - R ! @:( ¢ \\‘-//l ./- ) Py
INTELY B L SLN\QW Rus,p‘ a E‘ /y
. - 7
be: -
t 1 b ] T 2
ld
L5 rcalled by
e Vo 3
32 -
i v
\ i
Fo i o
D
{\\: “. N "\‘
- \; \
j ' . - L N
R ) b I ' A "‘ ot v&t; %,y;@%myegw}t MPAVR‘..,.,“/,/ SRR
<3 \ . Py SRR = "
o 2 M | o
Tal
FTN
LT~ '\'/} -

T

: 5@3?\\ rmw\’) — - \ i i f 3 <
ﬁéﬁﬂa\ I am e*uclosn.ng, for the Bureau's information, an 1
;7 VYarticle which appeared in the February 11, 1870, issue of The . i+

T ‘.“\'oe}:y Mountain News, a Denver ’xewsoa'oe‘ The cLI"t“C-,C _Ls oo
captioned ”uoulder housewx.fe suy he e
~, . ——
tad ¢ hY
JS ORI -

L8 2 -~ Burzau (Encls - 2) . OT;RS
S UL - Danver cy LR
o Sy e , CoaprTarelge i L - YA Sk
ST ek : AR Ch?‘ﬁ(k 1: 49‘7f0 \"“"1 - 17&“&3@@13?@%th
T U IVTC GO e R
P "“”"/:y U S. &wmg.r Bondx Regula/l J/ on the P@//oﬂ.&mmm Plan -'-J> -




LS

- ,
. . ¥
e -
- N - J - -
i N N
-,
.

. Towards the end of the article it reports that ‘
e KEVITT had received an official denial from "a Vashington scurce’
e nv of the officlial agencies which have becen named in

jconnectlon with the RIHA case actually had any knowledge of
‘w?e*é RIKA is now. The source, acco:sding to the article which
MC KEVITT refused to identify, also said RIHA was npt involved
in 2spilonage of any sort and that none of these agenciles

i

-y
ave ever told.anyone in Boulder, Denver, or elsewhere that
IHA was alive and well.

The article points out the most .frequently mentioned
Hagen01es have been the FBI, CIA, Mllltary Intelligence agencies
lanc¢ the U. S. INS. ' ' *
Also enclosed is an article which appeared in the
Rocky Vountaln News for February 12, 1970. This article is
canptioned "Rina case inveéstigators' theories might be altered.”
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SUBJECT RELATIONS WITH CIA

Reference is made to my attached hemoranda of 3/23 and |
3/24/70 with reference to our response to CIA's letter to us
of 3/11/70.

In accordance with the Director's instructions, the
matter is being given attention and the various subject matters
raised by CIA are being studied. It is contemplated that our
memorandum and letter for the Director's approval will be ready
by Monday, 3/30/70. ‘
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THOMAS RIHA, INTERNAL SECURITY - CZECHOSLOVAKIA
! ATELY DISCONTINUE ALL CONTACT WITH THE LOCAL
b 2 - g7 g ATELT PISCONIINTE £LL COMAct T
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L ‘O RELEASE Cr (1A INFORMATH o
SUBJECT  RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA , IN THIS DOCUNENT. ep ?298

By letter dated 3/11/70, the Director communicated
with CIA Director Richard Helms referring to the existing
agreement entered into between the Bureau and CIA in 1966 with
regard to mutual efforts in the collection of positive intelli-
gence in the United States. The Director noted that he would
welcome any observations that CIA might desire to make to assure
that national security interests continue to be served in the
most effective and complete manner possible., By letter dated
3/20/70, Mr. Helms replied stating that he valued highly the
Director s personal judgment in affairs bearing on the nationmnal
security and suggested certain areas which warrant periodic
reexamination since they have a direct bearing on domestic
clandestine collection of positive intelligence.

In view of the fact this 1is being held very tightly d
it will take several days for me to review necessary files and
make proper ana1y51s of Mr. Helms' letter, it is believed
desirable to advise Mr., Helms that this matter is under study
at the Bureau and that the Director will communicate with him
further upon completion of our analysis. In the meantime, I
am going over this matter very thoroughly and will submit the
results of my analysis to the Director for his consideration
and will attach a suggested additional communication to Mr, Helms.,

RECOMMENDATION ;

That the attached letter go forward to Mr, Helms
advising him of the receipt of his letter and that this matter

is recezving analysis by the ureau 6; ,,:;<3jk5qj},¢?%7
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Honorable Richard Helms o ‘A.l 3,98_ _ (ﬂ i 5 _!‘:‘”‘f”“ /‘)—D/

Director - i .

Central Intelligence Agency

‘Washington, D. C, 2 ’ y

Dear Mr. HelmSﬂ - QS%’

R e R

‘ I have carefully reviewed your letter of March 20 setting
out your observations with respect to various matters of mutual interest.
I certamly apprecxate your kind comments concerning me and I share
your convictions as to the need for close coordination of our mtelligence
collection activities in behalf of the national security

v Your:letter *suggested nine particular areas which might be
the subject of further discussions aimed at 1mproving the coordination of
our operatxons. ' A numiber of these topics are highly sensitive and’ gomplex
and I W111 therefore make‘ no- effort here to set forth my v1ews in detaxl

Y sic?

sions on these matters, certain observations on my part may be appropmate.

;E With regard to electronic surveillance and mail coverage,

E there is no question as to the frequent value of such operations in develop-
‘ ing needed intelligence. On the other hand, the use of these measures in
s il domestic investigations poses a number of problems which may not be
i) encountered in similar operations abroad. There is widespread concern

by the American public regarding the possible misuse of this type coverage. g
Moreover, various legal considerations must be borne in mind, in¢luding.
i the’ 1mpact 'such coverage may have on our numerous prosecutive responsi-
W bilities. The FBI' effectiveness has always depended in large measure on qk
Jour capﬁcity to refait't thé!’f&ﬂ} idence of the American people, The use
of any mvest1gat1ve medsures whith infringe on traditional rights of privacy . ‘
?
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Honorable Richard Helms

Your offer to make available certain technical equipment
developed by the Agency is most welcome and I fully reciprocate your
willingness to cooperate in the exchange of relevant scientific data.

I am prepared to designate appropriate representatives of the FBI
Laboratory to meet with CIA technical personnel at any mutually
convenient time.

With respect to the inclusion of positive intelligence courses
in our training curricula, I am sure you will recognize that our training
programs must be designed primarily to fulfill our own widespread and
demanding responsibilities. While I appreciate your offer, I do not
feel it would be feasible at this time to include the proposed courses
in our training schedules. I would certainly have no objection to the
holding of seminars between specialists of our two agencies in selective
areas of interest when justified by specific circumstances.

Concerning the coordination of FBI-CIA activities in the
exploitation.of live sources, both in the communist bloc field and with regard
to key nonbloc establishments, I am not aware of any significant problems.
The 1966 agreement between our agencies was concerned directly with this
question and I have no changes to suggest in the ground rules at this time.
However, in the event your Agency has some specific proposals to make,

I would welcome hearing further from you in this connection.

There is already a considerable exchange of information
between our agencies concerning New Left and racial extremist matters.
Frequently, as you have pointed out, there have been substantial connections
between subversive and extremist elements in the United States and their
counterparts abroad. We will continue to furnish your Agency information
being developed by the Bureau which might have a bearing on your
intelligence requirements. At the same time, we are definitely in need of
additional information from your Agency as to the foreign aspects of the
extremist movement in the United States, including foreign funding and
support of local extremist organizations. While I do not believe there is
any need for detailed discugsions on this point, if you have any specific
suggestions to make we would be pleased to consider them.



' »

Honorable Richard Helms

Similarly, I am not aware of any major problems which exist
at this time in connection with the coordination of our field liaison
operations. It has been my long-standing policy that serious questions
affecting the coordination of our activities with other Government
agencies should be handled and controlled at a headquarters level in
order to avoid administrative confusion and misunderstanding.

In line with my letter of March 11 and the observations
contained in your letter of March 20, I will in the immediate future
designate appropriate officials of the Bureau to meet with your representatives
for detailed discussions of these matters. It is my earnest hope that such
conferences will lead to a sharpened understanding of the responsibilities
and objectives of our respective agencies and will serve to promote more
effective cooperation in our joint commitment to the national intelligence
needs,

Sincerely yours,
J. Edgar Hoover

NOTE:

See memo Sullivan to DeLoach 3/30/70 captioned '"Relations
With CIA" prepared by WCS:mea.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

L

:

March 30, 1970

DATE:

N

CIA HAS NO OBJECTION T0
DECLASSITICATION AND/OR,
RELEASE t» * CHA INFORMATION
IN THIS BOCUMENT. I 1)¢)qe

O

RELATIONS WITH CENTRAL
INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)

Reference my memorandum 3/25/70 concerning letter 3/20/70

from CIA Director Helms. In letter, Helms expresses full agreement

W1th Director's view that intelligence collection efforts of FBI and CIA

must be closely coordinated and that periodic reappraisal.of such efforts

is. requ1red He has invited Director's desires as to.how such reassessments
can be best conducted. He refers to 1966 conference betweer Bureau and

CIA representatives, which resulted in agreement covering certain phases of
intelligence collection, and suggests additional discussions at this time.

Helms has listed nine specific areas for possible dlscuss1on at
conference between Bureau and CIA. He states he would sincerely welcome
Director's observations on his proposed agenda. Specific items listed by
Helms are set forth hereinafter together with my.observations.

1.

Electronic Surveillance Coverage (Elsurs)

-

Helms notes Bureau has been receptive in past to requests for

/ this type coverage and has capability and exper1ence in this field which cghno
| be duplicated by any other U.S. agenc .

1

s refers to October, 1969, '
CIA request for elsur coverage of tw nd1a 4tional visiting U.S., one of
whom had KGB connections. Bureau adv1se CIA at fhat time that it should
refer such requests directly to Attorney General (AG) for approval: Helms
suggests questlon of such coverage be reopened between FBI and CIA
representatlves, adding that this coverage S bé r1g1d1y controlled
lﬁd yo750— 7?17[

Comment: We have always been h1gh1y select1ve in our use of
elsurs, partlcularlyt durlng recent years in view of sensitive nature of this
type coverage, legal cons1derat10ns, and manpower commitments. CIA

-

*

I

c\)
(’“)

. pOS1t10n in this r matter or need for great select1v1ty “but I do not feel I D1rector

should modlfyvstand takeng;n ﬁ(y)ctober, 1969, that CIA should seek approval
d1rect1y from AG. Helms' point that no other U.S. agency has capability of
FBI in this field may have merit and when CIA can TiTst cTearlyjustify requests

1 MAY 6 1970 %g/
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Memorandum for Mr. DeLéach
RE: RELATIONS WITH CIA

for this type coverage to the AG, if the Director wishes we could consider
handlmg actual 1nsta11at101?)n a highly selective basis as we currently do

W1th respect to meritoriou requests by State Department. Each one, of
course, would be judged on its own merits. But, there should be no change in
our October, 1969, position that CIA must first get approval for such coverage
from AG.

L rdacane QMW:#

2. Mail Coverage

‘Helms C1tes importance of this as intelligence tool, which has
been proven in past. He has impression: it has been discontinued and suggests
FBI-CIA representatives confer to determine whether such coverage could be
used with regard to investigations okéoviet blog¥ New Left, and foreign agents (u)

Comment: In line with Director's instructions, we have discontinued
this coverage in recent years. We know that other Federal agencies, including
Army and CIA, utilize this type coverage frequently and often with success
such as we experienced ourselves in the past. Both Army and CIA regularly
make available to us results of their coverage abroad concerning individuals
of interest to Bureau. This type coverage is sensitivé and Helms has not -
spelled out specifically what CIA may have in mind here. This type coverage
is too_sensitive.to.be_discussed. in.written correspondence. I recommend
that we seek further information in direct discussions with CIA before
deciding on our course of action. Of course no_commitments of any kind
will be made and all issues raised will be referred to the Director for a

?mﬁon. }*

CIA Technical Services

Helms calls attention to recent technical and scientific equipment
recently developed by CIA in thg gounterintelligence field (specializedfl'V
equipment, laser beam device tc.). He indicates willingness to share
such equipment and developments with Bureau and indicates hg would welcome -
suggestions as to how such equipment can be better employed{ W)

Comment: While it is not likely CIA has developed, e equlpment of
this_type.whichsis.not.already. known to FBIL, Laboratory and while some of
equipment to which Helms alludes may have no apphcablhty to our needs, I
do not believe we have anything to lose by exploring this on a selective basis.
Qualified personnel from FBI Laboratory could confer with appropriate CIA
representatives to insure we have benef1t of any recent scientific advances

‘realized by CIA.

" CONTINUED - OVER



Memorandum for Mr. Deloach
RE: RELATIONS WITH CIA

4, Courses in Positive Intelligence Requirements and Reporting

Helms offers to make available to us training courses in positive
intelligence for purpose of discussing in depth theneeds of the intelligence
community, including CIA.

Comment: I see no need for this at this time. We have a highly
effective and comprehensive training program for our Agents in security work
and I see no necessity for training lectures by CIA personnel. We regularly
receive from CIA copies of the Current Intelligence Reporting List which out-
lines priorities and requirements of other U.S. intelligence agencies in particu-
lar areas of positive intelligence. These Lists are reviewed by appropriate
supervisors at SOG and are then furnished on regular basis to interested field
offices. H any new developments occur in this field, we can always reconsider

5 if we wish. But as stated there is no need at this time. AL /bﬂ

5. Semmars on Opposition Services

Helms suggests that FBI and CIA specialists concerning hostile
intelligence services meet as needed to keep abreast of new developments
and patterns on part of hostile intelligence agencies. He feels such
discussions should provide an opportunity to possibly devise new means to
penetrate or neutralize enemy forces.

Comment: 1.do not believe there is any need for cor'lferences of

type referred.to by Helms except on an infrequent. basis. Of course, where
special circumstances warrant and provided such conferences are tightly

controlled by Bureau and specifically approved by Director there would be
no reason to object to them per se. C/\‘(, )"4

6. Live Bloc Sources

Helms refers to prior cooperation between FBI and CIA in handling
of communist bloc defectors and penetration agents but expresses belief there
is room for improvement in establishing more uniform exploitation of these
sources. He invites Director's suggestions for better coordination and evalua-
tion of live source information.

Comment: Our 1966 conferences and agreement with CIA were .
ﬁlargely concerned with coordination and handling of live sources. This agree-
ment has proven.effective.as Helms.agrees. Iam.not aware of any need for

WM-—-%&M

modlfvmg the 1966 understanding but this is an area which is quite sens1t1ve and

RRE D

flelms has not spelled out what he may have in mind. I feel we should listen
to any proposals CIA may have to offer on this point in direct discussions with

A their representatives. A%am, ng_commitments would be made and any proposals

would be referred to the Director for a decision.
-3 &K N CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum for Mr. DeLoach
RE: RELATIONS WITH CIA

7. Live Sources in Non-Bloc Area

Helms points out diplomatic sources in this area, especially
critical Middle East and Latin-American fields, could provide much needed
intelligence. He urges the full potential of this area be explored by repre-
sentatives of both agencies.

Comment: This is very similar to previous point (6) and again
involves 1966 agreement. I think our approach should be the same; namely,
while we are not aware of any problems in this area we could listen to any
proposals CIA has to make and, of course, we would refer them to the D1rector

pr10r to taking any action. QJ\(, ﬂ\
8. New Left and Racial Matters

Helms notes that there is already a substantial exchange of infor-
mation in this area and cites close connections between subversive elements
in U.S. and abroad. He suggests we consider how we can best employ our
respective manpower to meet this threat which is international in scope.

- Comment: We have carefully reviewed this situation and.feel CIA
could definitely provide more information concerning activities of New., Left
and black exiremists while traveling abroad and additional data concerning
foreign funding or support of subversive activities in U.S. We furnish a.
great deal of information to CIA regarding foreign aspects of the extremist
movement developed through our investigations. As to manpower commitments,
our own use of manpower is, of course, under constant review. There are
heavy manpower demands on FBI in a host of areas (organized crime, civil
rights, applicant investigations, etc.) outside the security field. .I: would be
definitely opposed to any discussions.with CIA involving the allocation of manpowe

by.either agency...This. is.a_ matter for_each agency to decide in_its.own.best
interests and.judgment.

9. Relations With Domestic Field Offices and Legal Attaches - . : /

Helms expresses belief there are no serious conflicts in this area
but there may be room to improve quality of liaison so as to expand intelli-
gence collection efforts, particularly in view of changing conditions both here
and abroad. '

.Comment: As indicated, Helms does not perceive any. _serious-pro-
blems in this area either in U.S. or abroad. Our policy has always been that

any matters of substance involving liaison with CIA or other agencies must be

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum for Mr. Del.oach
RE: RELATIONS WITH CIA

handled at headquarters level. To do otherw1se could result.in_loose.adminis-
rative control. I feel that we should adhere strictly to our long- standmg policy

en N

1n this connectlon .and I see no need for. dlscuss1ons with CIA on this issue.

AR YT W D TR ST RRAL R ATy

RECOMMENDED REPLY TO HELMS:

I do not believe the Director should seek to furnish detailed
observations regarding the Bureau's position on the various matters suggested
by Helms. Many of them are quite sensitive and complex and there is nothing
to be gained by spelling out the Director's views in.writing on such matters.
Accordingly, I recommend that a L general reply be sent to Helms indicating
our willingness to meet with CIA T representatives for direct discussions on
those points which merit further elaboration or where we might at least be
willing to listen to any CIA proposals. o - éL -

Bearing in mind specific observations set forth above, I think
our reply to Helms should show we are amenable to direct conferences with
CIA on certain of these issues but we should indicate we see nothing to be
gained by discussions at this time with regard to the following:

(4) Courses in Positive Intelligence Requirements and Reporting; .

(5) Seminars on Opposition Services; (8) New Left and Racial Matters;.
and (9) Relations With Domestic Field Offices and Legal Attaches. With
regard to the other points, any discussions with CIA would be strictly within
current policies laid down by the Director and Wbe

made by. Bureau represe ntatives. All matters requiring a decision which
might arise would be Teferred to the Director for a decision. -

If the Director desires, Inspector D, E, Moore and myself would

N represent the Bureau in such meetings with CIA representatives. On a

selective basis, other officials of Domestic Intelligence Division could be
asked to join me as required. &A%’L"

ACTION: A

Attached for the D1rector S approval is a letter to Helms in line
with the foregoing observations. . ~ w&g
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1 - Mr. DeLoach
1l -~ Mr, Sullivan

“BIAHAS NO GBJECTION TO

Honorable -Richard Helms DECLAISSITETIION ARD T,
Director RELLM&L Cx Ciid INTORIVATON
Central Intelligence Agency IN THIS DOCUM&:NT,LP '/8,38

Washington; D, C.
) ' ’ o D!"r 7‘A"‘i“l‘ U h‘{{éégfw @(——‘
o, 2 8. ..........

Dear Mr.'Heims:

' I have received your letter of March 20,
1970, in which you suggest that certain areas having

a diract bearing on domestic clandestine collection -
of positive intelligence warrant further consideration

at this time.

An analysis is being made concerning the items
mentioned in your letter and upon completion of this
study, I will communicate further with you in thls regard,

ng}ép47 Sincerely yours,

+9q‘/5 /ﬂ!’?

QUi %

NOTE:

m————

See memorandum Mr. W, C. Sullivan to Mr. DeLoach,

b
W’%c’ NY =
ﬁﬂuﬁJt dated 3/23/70, captioned "Relationships with CIA,'" prepared
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by WCS:chs.

Classifi gg"Secret" since it repeats informagion so
classified by CIA/ ce disclosure could seriously d@ﬁage
internal lsecurity 1nterests. q&“ Q§
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0F CA MTORIGAT
G
The Honorable J. Edgar Hoover
Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D.C.

555 20 March 1970

i
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CLASSIFIED BY Shit Stofice
DECLASS!FY(ON: 25X_0Xe)
Dear Mr, Hoover: IRL) .3/—9)‘[8"5/4/?!
We have completed our review of domestic positive intelligence
collection engendered by your letter of 11 March 1970. We warmly
welcome periodic reexamination by our two agencies of the implemen-
tation of the 1966 agreement and the collection of positive intelligence
which you proposed. I concur also with your comments that there is
a need for close coordination of our efforts in the field of positive and
counterintelligence collection. To be most effective, I agree that it
is essential for this Agency, together with your Bureau, to conduct a
continuing analysis of clandestine collection activity, The product is
"of growing importance to the national security and to the United States
Intelligence Community, Therefore we endorse your proposal for a
réexar;fiination and bespeak your desires as to how this might be
cépduc_t’ed.

4

With regard to the 1966 set of ground rules, which you sent to
the then,Director, Vice Admiral William F. Raborn, Jr., the compe-
v tent'work. of our respective representatives did, in fact, produce an
geffectivef’g,nd realistic agreement., I welcome your statement that no
;f:maj'o‘r problems have been encountered since its adoption.
b I feel strongly that there are other related subjects, of similar
fimportance to the national security, which warrant periodic reexamina-
“tion since they have a direct bearing on domestic clandestine co Zc—}fj:ion

~of positive intelligence. REC 8 (’ ’?";élo ‘7@.1_::1&
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As a result of our review, engendered by your letter, I believe
that the following subjects are deserving of your personal consideration:

(1) Audio coverage. Audio coverage provides timely

' intelligence of inestimable worth to U.S. officials for
policy planning, early warning, and accurate guidance
necessary for the improvement of operational and collec-
tion activity here and abroad.. Audio coverage is unique
production because it is readily subject to local cross-
checking and evaluation which is far more difficult and
costly to achieve abroad. Further, such coverage is on
targets which affect directly the national interests.

For several years your Bureau had been recep-
tive to requirements and leads which resulted in valuable
coverage. The quality of your production proved that
your Bureau alone possesses capabilities and experience
which cannot be duplicated by any other U.S. agency.

On 2 October 1969 two related requests for audio «
coverage were submitted by this Agency pertaining to
positive intelligence targets, one of whom had (iB connec-
tions, (I refer to the case of ﬁ d
| E)Your Bureau replied that henceforth the
Agency should refer all such cases directly to the Attorney
General for approval.

bl

It is suggested that the question of audio coverage
belreopened between representatives of your Bureau and
this Agency. I would welcome your thoughts and observa-
tions on this subject.

I wish to assure you that I believe that this sensitive
type of collection should be implemented under rigid and
stringent controls. This is absolutely necessary in order to
maintain the highest standard of security both in instituting
the coverage and for the exploitation of the product. (An
excellent example of this is demonstrated in your effective
and secure production of )

v bl

2
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(2) Mail Coverage. Another much needed intelli-
gence tool is mail coverage, Its importance has been
proven in the past. I have the impression that it has
been discontinued, and I would suggest that our represen-

‘ltatives should confer and examine together whether this

asset might be deployed against communications of the

oviet Block the New Left, and identified foreign agents.

(3) C Technical Services. A significant expendi-~ -
 ture of this Agency's money. and personnel has been com-
mitted to research and development for the improvement
of technical aids. This Agency has provided your Bureau
with an appreciation of our resources and capabilities, and
has offered you at cost or gratis our most §ophisticated
equipment. |

-

Although we will continue these services, we would welcome
any suggestions from your Bureau for improvement in the
technical field including proposals how these assets can be
better employed. Your comments will be particularly
appreciated in view of our mutual interests in implementing

Operation 6)

(4) Courses in Positive Intelligence Requirements and
Reporting. Since the collection and reporting of positive
foreign intelligence is, as you say, only incidental to your
main internal security and counterintelligence responsibili-
ties, I realize that your personnel are somewhat at a dis-
advantage in carrying out the evaluating and reporting
processes necessary for the conduct of positive intelligence.
At our 1966 conference we offered to institute positive intel-
ligence training courses, including reports writing and

3
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analysis, for FBI personnel, In soliciting your views on
the desirability of this type of training, I wish to reiterate
our willingness to provide such instruction. It would be
designed to expose the needs of the Intelligence Community
in depth, thus making the Current Intelligence Reporting
List (CIRL) more meaningful to your personnel.

(5) Seminars on Opposition Services. Giyen the
growing sophistication and increased capabilities of hostile
intelligence services, it is suggested that CIA and FBI
experts in this field meet as required at our respective
Headquarters, the Washington and New York Field Offices,
in order to keep abreast of new developments, modus
operandi, operational tasks, and diverse missions of’
opposition services. I know that you will agree with me
that no opportunities for improvement should be over-
looked which might help to-negate the efforts of hostile
services who are charged with undermining the security
of the United States. These sessions should also provide
an opportunity to explore and devise new means to pene-
trate and neutralize these inimical forces,

~

(6) Live Bloc Sources. The record of our coopera-
tion and coordination to exploit live penetrations and defec-
tors from Bloc sources proves the success of our mutual
effort.

I believe that there is room for substantial improve-
‘ment in achieving a more uniform and efficient exploitation
of the positive intelligence potential of certain of these
sensitive sources. 1 would invite your thoughts on how we
may better coordinate requirements for these sources and
establish a more thorough evaluation of their positive
intelligence production before it is given general dissemina-
tion within the Government. Our review would suggest that
there are good reasons for consultation to explore the
development of higher quality live sources, for example

g
stegr

bl



(7) i ourcgs in the Non-Bloc Area.  Sources
such as' Eﬁd diplomats are a fertile field for
procurement of miich-needed intelligence relating to the
activities of certain Latin American and Middle Eastern
countries which are expanding their subversive and
terrorist activities, éven to the United States.” I do not
feel confident that both agencies have adequately eXploited
the full potential of this field, and would urge that this
subject be explored by our respective representatives.

(8) New Left and Racial Matters, There is already
a substantial exchange of information in this field., Limi-
tations of manpower raise a serious question as to whether
both agencies can keep pace with future unpredictable
developments. The increasingly close connection between
these forces in the United States and hostile elements 4
abroad has been well established by both of our agencies.
I feel it would be in our mutual interest to determine how
we can best employ more wisely our limited manpower,
knowing that this problem, which embraces bombings,
hijacking, assassination, and the demeaning of law enforce-
ment officers, is international in scope.

(9) Relations with Domestic Field Offices and Legal
Attaches. I do not feel that there are any serious conflicts
in this area but there may be room for improving the quality
of liaison in order to expand positive intelligenée collection.
Given the changing situations both here and abroad, periodic
‘| re-examination of field relations could assist both agencies
1 to make mutually-agreed adjustments. '

i Mrzr. Hoover, I wish tovassuré you that I value highly your personal
judgment in affairs bearing on the national security. I know that your
experience is derived from a unique lifetime of dedicated service to our
country. In this spirit, I welcome sincerely your observations on the
foregoing agenda and solicit your thoughts regarding any other item .
which you deem worthy of the attention of your Bureau and this Agéncy.

Faithfully yours,

Richard Helfns'

Director .
N
stpRel
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M emorandum

TO . Mr. C. D. DeLoac ‘ DATE: March 24, 1970 Pelt

Rose

/ Sulldva
Tav

FROM : @ # Soyars

W. C. Sullivan ;:’ AL, TNRORMATION oomya T e

Holmes

EREIN JS UNCLASSIFIED Gondy

SUBJECT: RELATIONS.WITH CIA ”“EJ&ZO;!BMM

(//’ —_— ) G-

( "The attached memorandum dated 3-23-70 - re¢ported the
receipt of a letter dated 3-11-70 from Richard Helms, Director
of CIA referring to agreements between the Bureau and the CIA
concerning our mutual efforts in the collection of positive
intelligence in the United States. This memorandum recommended
that the letter which was attached go to Mr. Helms acknowledglng
the receipt of his letter and advising that the ‘matter was under
consideration at the Bureau. The ‘Director 'asked that a deadling//ﬂ

be set.
A preliminary evaluation of the nine matters which have

been presented by CIA indicate that they wi%l require extensive
;ilg_;g!%gw and study in order that the 'pertinent aspects o

each matfer as it affects FBI interests and responsibility may be
properly considered. It is my judgment that these matters

lend themselves to the preparation of a series of about six
\memoranda-with accompanying letters to CIA. To attempt to handle
them in an all-inclusive memoranda might result in a lengthy

and unwieldy document. Therefore, if approved, the matters raised
by CIA will be handled in a series of six memoranda, the first of
which is now being completed and will be sent through for
approval not later than tomorrow. The remaindér will be sub-
mitted in three-day intervals| thereafter.

~_ For informatio ? 2{ Z@é Q‘jv/gy /JZ %ﬁ]?é
P g ~
T S

1 - Mr. C. D. DeLoach
1 - Mr. W. C, Sullivan

i
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BY COURIER LY
. K Date: May 8, 1970 ' | : ~\fx
To: - Director ﬁ&é}%
Central Intelligence Agency \;; b1
b3
Attention: = -ﬂk
) |
~ From: John Edgar Hoover, Director |
' : LL INFORMATION CONTAINED
ubject : FEE B 16 UNCLASSIRIED EXCEPT
(¢ ) WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE.

This is toadvise that the employees listed below
are authorized to receive and receipt for Special Intelligence
%/ delivered to Rooms 1000, 1010 and 1018, Federal Triangle

Building, 315 Ninth Streat Northwest, Washington, D, C.

N Z Ay | b7C

In addition to the above-liéted personnel, Special
Agents agsigned to Room 1000 at the above address on weekend

and after-duty hours are authorized to accept and receipt for
such material,

\N(\WJM:me? | - o | /\/’}M}/ | M

NOTE:
)

Tolson

DeLoach ch
Walters 7 K A
Mohr 3 4\ 1] L 1 ?," . b3
Busho ) Classified” "Céﬁﬁtﬂeﬁfi”l" 13:%§;t this matter is so

bl

Callg lassified by CIA, “hy,

T Conrad —{

2 © CONEXBRNTIAL /M/(/ %‘
Rosen G D
Eﬁﬁ“ gxcludegfff ;automatic ‘
°WW owngra

AV %Jﬂl{b |

Holme

Tele 1 an
Gandy TELETYPE UNIT@ aSbs




= e e

2}

&

4

June 15, 1970

REC-105 e, f;zg?g S

b -

b7C

Dear

Your letter of June 8th has been received and,
in reply to your inquiry, information in our files must be main-
tained as confidential in accordance with regulations of the
Department of Justice. I hope you will not infer either that we
do or do not have data in our files regarding the Council on
Foreign Relations.

With respect to the book, "The Invisible Govern-
xmnt, " it is contrary to my policy to comment on material not
prepared by personnel of this Bureau. I regretIam unable to
be of assxstance to you.

P

MAILED 25

oas

JUN 151970

" COMM-FBI

ALY INFORMATIOI\T CONTATNED
" Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hoover 2L8LTe
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NOTE: Bufiles contain no record of correspondent. The Council on
Foreign Relations was founded in 1922 and is self -described as a non-
commercial and nonpolitical organization which supports American
foreign relations in an impartial and scholarly spirit. As of 1949,
Allen W. Dulles was President of the Council on Foreign Relatlons bl X
(100-434840). "Thé/kivisible Government': was published in 1964 and-—---m.%
is critical of the G6vernment's s "Intelligénce, Community, " dealing 4%/ ho g
particularly with the CIA. The FBI is mentioned in this book. The
criticism is leveled at the degree of; mfluence ezgerted within the ~
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Monday, June "8

y ‘ L
Dear Sir: CeawTga) ZaTeN o0 226 €. /‘Qj e @%—
O
I would appreciate any information that you

could give me about the Council on Foreign Relations and the
"Invisible Government " :

I would like to know how I can warn others

: ;:‘ - Thank you.

. i+ :. Please send to this address: =
I Sincerely yours, N :
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TO Mr. W. C. Sullivan
ﬁgﬁOM D, J. Brennan, Jréﬂw/m&i
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Memorandum

TO : Mr, C. D. DeLoach
DATE:. 27X d-22l _ P
oM : W. C. Sullivap CVASSIFIEDBY €eJ2¢ &irfp¢e, e oo

+W. C. Su 1"% DECLASSIFY ON: 25%3 334 ;»am-ti.&gg_a’ oy
SUBJECT: L,IAISON WITH CENTRAL 1 mm_;,;ﬂgggﬁr: Q_QENCY (CIA) imjga QM/M‘%

WASHINGTON FIELD OFFI CE

DATE: 6/25/70.Wmmﬂnm.

i The Director has inquired regarding the nature of
E§ qany liaison existing between the Washington Field Office (WFO)
Ll I ‘and CIA, Limited liaison does exist, being. a.ddressed to . .
%*;; 0 specific operational cases and name checks. ) .
bt | '-»; Crn
%jg’:% “v-“WFO, of necessity, is in contact with CIA concernin
sdg | Er : 1d. |
S85g
Eun o
(o S
’% Eg / b1
1 & i » -
HEE J@ 3){/}? /o3

b3
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85 /{ ( % A oo
%52 R m/ /@ 1 &9 b
Tg g Mr DeLoach . < 0‘{ ,hoi A:jquf;ﬁ::ﬁ f;-j :,“fl}Bs
oo ° ) Zﬁﬂmg

Mr. Sullivan s JuL 1319702&5’& Llin

_Mr, Branigan
‘Mr. Gray £‘=‘=“=;=‘=’7;

b
t1 1 111

Liaison £ "‘55*1'1‘ e
| | - OFEOH
1
GAD:mlm _J § /SOQAH‘M 5/

(7) gpes MR
6/25/70 ADRENDUM BY MR TOLSON

h ’ f\ F 3 thought’all such contacts were to be handled by letter.
oD v lansg
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Tolson
Deloach
Walters
Monr
Bishop
Casper
Callahan
Conrad
Felt
Gale
Rosen
Sulhvan
Tavel
Soyars
Tele Room
Holmes
Gandy

? L

SAC, Washington Field 6/26/70
1 - Mr, DeLoach
7 1 = Mr, Sullivan
Director, FB . 5 5 \57,} - % @// 1l - Mr. Branigan
}“:'C 2@,(4’4 ? 7 g 1 - Mr, Gray
1l - Mr, Wannall
SON WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGM 1 -~ Liaison
‘'WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE T - 1l =~

Henceforth, all contacts with the Central Intel-
lig_ence Agency are to be handled by letter.

o AL f
af] oW CONTAL
AD gEREIN IS OG0 9 P 2T
G(loimlm DATE ,L'J):—P’
NOTE:
See memo W. C, Sullivan to C. D. DeLoach, 6/26/70,
captioned as above, GAD:mlm, o
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UNITED STATES 6OVERNMENT : belhoach

Walters

Mohe —
Memomndum -
Callghan
Conrad
T . Mr. C. D. DeLoachpjy, |- pate  6/26/70 éiié%
Rosen
mmﬁﬁ'mﬁiﬁo%‘i‘ﬁﬁ CORTAINED LU@ ;M Sulbva
1ED ;
FROM W. C. Sullivan HOREIN 1S UNCLASSIF oo Soyars —
pm&_ﬁ;};@lﬁﬁﬁﬁ—@l:a | 53:2:5
SUBJECT. 1, JAISON WITHQENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) m -
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE 2{

My attached memorandum, 6/25/70, discussed the
operational contacts between the Washington Field Office
(WFO) and CIA's local domestic operations office. Mr. Tolson
noted "I thought all such contacts were to be handled by
letter" and the Director said "I most certainly intended
the same." We are instructing WFO accordingly.

LY

|

b2
ACTION: B3
(1) Attached for approval is a letter to WFO
instructing that all future contacts with CIA are to be .
handled by letter, v

)

(2) If the Director desires, an SAC Letter will be
\ﬁ%@ prepared containing similar instructions, applicable to all

offices.
e -
%\/&l ‘ltf(/
Mr, Sullivan

Weae  REC-20 2 ~5¢
Mr. Branigan

- Mr. Gray s JuL 101970

Enclosures

Mr., DeLoach

Mr, Wannall ‘// ~
Liaison =
My, Cassidy
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ALL INFORMATION CONTATHED DATE: 04-17-2007
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UNITED STATES (@VERNMENT 04- 2032 o

waliar

1 - Mr. Bishop
1 - Mr., Sullivan
s

To " Mr. W. C. Sulliv&nj DATE:  June 23, 1970

y Sullivan
) 1 - Mr D, Brennan Tmﬁigéézz

i J/ 1 - Soyars
/;‘) Tele. Room .b7C
/Holmcs

M@morandum WT 1 - Mr. DeLoach

FROM : o D. Brennan

{
}f //C/jy \ iz
/ - Y ‘. v / »
- \SUBJECT ya ) 1l
& VAL ) /5 ey

(&) As you were previously advised, '"Time" magazine Yssue datec
6/22/70 contained an article critical of law enforcement and the ud
of police informants. 1In particular, it alleged that an informant
being operated by the Ontario County Sheriff's Office, New York,
recently appeared at Hobart College in Geneva, New York, and it wasg

13)

b1

Oon 6/17/70 one | | (phonetic), who identified
himself as a student at Hobart College, telephonically questioned
Assistant Director Bishop in a very insulting manner as to why the

FBI did not arrest and charge him with the bombing of an
ROTC office on Hobart College campus. The Director noted "Take
nc more calls from |We should get a discreet check/Jdone k-1

on him. H." b7C
Discreet inquiries by the Buffalo Office through e&tablis

sources revea ledno information concerning| | However, the

Hobart and William Smith Colleges telephone directory listed one

| | student during 1969-70, with home

RIGINATRFILED

address as |Additional inquiriedd
ccncerning by the Buffalo Office didnot reveal any informa-
tion, T b7C
Inguiries by i i i i t
born
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Memoragndum C, D, Brennan to Mr, W. C. Sullivan
RE: bl

Buffalo, Washington Field and Bureau files contain
no additional information. '

ACTION: v

None. For your information.
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,Nb%:./ﬁish p-_c_,;’
M€m07’a7’la’um G /Callshan ____

Mr. Casper

Mr. Rosen _

Mr. Conrad
. < é 5 ~Mr. w___

AENW)W rf\r‘réf 44 /Q MWar A~ f“L/\”é’S/

Mr. Tavel
FROM W. C. Sullivan ‘} 4 ~ Mr. Walters
/M Mr. Soyars
. Tele. Room
‘ \ ) " g M(ies: Holmes
SUBJECT: /RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA CLENTR/ZL ]0/’ n (| Miss Gendy
/ﬂj) j“NTI_/.quLN”A /53 e N’C\ (&

N~
Attached is a’memorandum dictated by Special Agen€\\r—————

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

identification of the instances Papich had in mind when in

his retirement request he indicated that CIA '"believes that

in the past we (FBI) did not always act in a forthright manner,

.and the agency undoubtedly could present a list of grievances."

~x

A list identifying the cases and outlining the problems
involved has been prepared by Papich and is attached to the
memorandum, A review of the 25~page document reveals that it
. contains several instances in which CIA has registered its
szﬁ dissatisfaction and could conceivably renew its complaints,

i} and others in which présumably CIA had no knowledge of Bureau
{." action and has made no complaint,

——

iﬁ For the Director's further information, I have

0 . instltuted in this Division an analysis of each situation cited -
Nz > |abd a memorandum will be prepared as to each, containing my
?5 «i views and recommendations as a result of” that analysis. Th1s
*= B0y is being handled on an expedite basis and the memoranda will
k% H® " be sent through as soon as possible

= M ,‘ .

Sf:; .t Enclosure . W

S B Y nlv‘”;/a ) . /

& n gt JAS:mls )

o (5) [

=R -
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Mohr

- Memorandum o

Callahan
Conrad
Felt

To - The Director DATE: March 5, 1970 S

Rosen

Sullivan

. Tavel
FROM : Sam J, Papich {W (mgswacu J'FK—*W/@? Tele. Foom

Holmes

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED ol

HEREIN INGLAS mED
sUBJECT: RELATIONS WITH CIA DATE /6 J/ ; ““/ A

. C.A #—f?- I?&é
! . Pere c2h Review of € 6/Hty
Reference is made to my letter of 3/2/70., I made the

statement, "Unfortunately, CIA also believes that in the past
we did not always act in a forthright manner, and the Agency
undoubtedly could present a list of grievances.," It is my
understanding that you want such grievances identified. There
lis enclosed herewith a list of cases or situations which arose
over the years.
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Based upon a review of files and my personal recollection,
this list would be representative of matters which CIA could use
for making charges such as: not being forthright, not playing
fairly and squarely, not cooperating, not being of assistance,
not recognizing the need for concrete FBI contributions to the
foreign intelligence effort, What CIA may have compiled over the
years is unknown, What situations are known to CIA and have not
come to our attention cannot be answered at this time. I am
thinking of leaks including distorted information which may have
been passed to CIA from ex-Bureau employees and CIA informants P
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and sources. zzjfﬂ
It should be clearly emphasized that there is no
indication whatsoever within CIA that the Agency has been seeking
any kind of a showdown or confrontation with the FBI, Contrary
to what some people may believe, the relationship between the
ltwo agencies up to the recent crisis was never better despite -
the problems which have arisen from time to time., 1 am confident
that a thorough and impartial examination will conclusively
support the foregoing.
bR FOTS O~ H£F23
In order that there may not be any misunderstanding, it
Xis important to emphasize that the Bureau can also produce an
extensive list of justified grievances. We can also produce an
excellent record of support which we have given CIA; presumably
CIA could do the same. There are ingredients for continuing
conflict and there is also adequate machinery for maintalning
sound working relations and produc1ng b:-).dl'c nt gence

information, 0 |
- ENGLUSURE EX- 105 ‘ q )
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Mémorandum to the Director
RE: RELATIONS WITH CIA

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

In evaluating the attached and my encounters with CIA,
it should be noted that protests from the Bureau always were
easy to handle because the Agent had J. Edgar Hoover behind him,
However, when an Agent struck at an official on one day and
solicited his cooperation the next day, it did require some
resourceful action., It is believed that other liaison Agents
regularly encounter similar situations. On numerous occasions
I have bitterly feuded with CIA officials and this has cincluded
rough language. I have walked out on CIA officials when I felt
they were unreasonable, They took the initiative by asking the
Agent to return., I did try to play fairly and squarely with all
of them and never hesitated to accept a confrontation; this included
the Director of the Agency. When I lectured to CIA personnel
over the years I always made a point to challenge them to present
any grievances or raise any subject matter relating to the
Bureau. I never left a discussion with any CIA official without
being positive that our position was absolutely understood.
The approaches utilized by me might be open to criticism., I
can only refer to the records of the Bureau and CIA and I believe
the Bureau's position is most favorable. I don't think CIA has
ever transmitted a letter of protest to the Bureau during the
eighteen years during which the Agent handled the assignment,

ACTION:

For information,
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CASES AND/OR SITUATIONS
INVOLVING CONFLICTS WITH THE g A o AT T
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) gﬁ\(
L

RET s L G m'g}ém‘nu\a
(1) MOCASE (THE BORTS MORROS CASE) I lhi{‘! UD«;V»W»N @’

This was a sensitive Soviet-espionage case
which originated in 1943 and terminated for the most
part in 1957. The case had many wide foreign ramifi-
cations and historically has been, and undoubtedly
will be, one of the most important and involved cases
of Soviet operations in this country and abroad. We
did not disseminate any information of significance
in this case until 1954, On various occasions when
the Liaison Agent has become involved in heated argu-
ments with CIA officials, they have seen fit to raise
this case as an outstanding example of FBI failure to
cooperate with the Agency. The position taken by CIA
was that it should have been advised regarding the
Soviet operational activity in foreign countries,
claiming that the Agency would have had the opportunity
to develop more information of significance, identify

;; Soviet agents, and possibly prepare conditions for
recruitment or doubling of Soviet operatives. We did
o] DOt disseminate our reports to CIA because of the

T} extreme sensitivity of the case, We actually did not
3 permit CIA to handle any investigations relating to
Qﬂ Qg tthe MOCASE until 1957,

In 1957, CIA complained that it certainly had
& every right to have received the information earlier
7\Y because many aspects of the MOCASE pertained to CIA
employees and operations., CIA further argued that it
~had been greatly handicapped in effectively carrying out
Y the leads in 1957 because the leads were given to the
Agency at the same time that the case was publicized.
The Agency argued that the failure of the Bureau to
coordinate with CIA thosegFrench aspects of the case
permitted the’ French rather than the U, S., to play a
dominating role in Europe. e Y ”ﬂ
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With regard to dealing with the French, we
took the position that we would cover the leads through
our Legal Attaches wherever possible and to furnish
leads to CIA in those countries where we did not have
Legal Attaches. CIA maintained that since we were on
record that our Legal Attaches do not handle operations
abroad, the Bureau had an obligation to levy those French
leads on CIA or at least coordinate with the Agency
before going to the French, .

It is to be noted that in any argument relating
to jurisdiction in this matter, CIA will fall back on the
responsibilities placed on the Agency under the provisions
of the National Security Act of 1947 and the implementation
of the foregoing through National Security Council Direc-
tives, CIA will maintain that it is incumbent upon the
Bureau to recognize the provisions of the National Security
Act of 1947 and the Directives. The Agency would argue
that in the MOCASE, these were ignored by the Bureau.
(Bufile - 100-352385)

(2),?UREAU OPERATIONS IN mxc% 6&.)

During the 1950's, CIA periodically raised
questions concerning the functions of our Legal Attache
Office in Mexico City. As early as 1951, CIA claimed
that the Legal Attache was acting outside of the scope
of the Bureau's jurisdiction since we:were on record
that our Legal Attaches were acting strictly in a liaison
capacity, yet we allegedly were conducting operations
such as developing penetrations of the Communist Party
lof Mexico. A heated discussion took place in 1951
jbetween the two Agencies but we did not change or modify
1the operations of our office in Mexico. CIA, from time
to time, has informally raised questions on our running
informants in Mexico and still being able to comply with
Directives. The interpretation given by CIA is that
overseas counterintelligence operations, including the
operation of informants by the Bureau, must be coordinated
with CIA. Further interpretation by the Agency has been
that '"coordination" means a discussion of the operation
including the identity of the informant, if the Agency @64)




feels such information is necessary., CIA officials
have casually and informally referred to the situation
in Mexico as a potential issue and conflict but, for
several years, nobody in CIA has seen fit to create

any kind of a problem. We, of course, might be vulner-
able since we have been operating informants in Mexico
for many years, The problem undoubtedly was greatly
mitigated because of the outstanding work of former
Legal Attache| apd the current Legal
Attache| (LJ

{gs an example of a situation encountered through-
out the years, in 1957 our Legal Attache, Mexico City,
ked the local CIA off for an up-~to-date list of
*ggviet Embassy personn n.order to keep apprised of
the identity of theXSovietsfofficially assigned in
Mexico City. The CIA office responded but included
the following statement "It is understood that your
office has no operations aimed at or involving the{éoviet
Embasgipgr any of the persons on the attached list. If
I am wrong, I should appreciate being advised.”" The
Legal Attache advised that in his opinion, the wording
of the CIA communication did not warrant a reply. He,
however, reported to the Seat of Government, that at
that particular time, we did have three cases which
ght be considered as operations directed against the
oviet Embassy., Memorandum Belmont to Boardman, ( @
.

arch 22, 1957; re: "Relations with CIA," 62-80750 )
n 1963, Legal Attache, Mexico City, received
information indicating that CIA intended to penetrate the
Communist Party of Mexico at the top leadership levels,
The Legal Attache pointed out that this proposed action
might affect top-~level informants of the Legal Attache
since CIA would undoubtedly be making requests of the
Bureau concerning certain individuals, including those
jwho were our informants., The Legal Attache proposed
that if CIA levied any request on him, he would furnish
ample information on each Party leader, but only infor-
mation which was well balanced in quality and quantity,

IS

being pinpointedé} (Memorandum Brennan to Sullivan,
ugust 5, 1963, re: "Legal Attache Office, Mexico City,"
62-80750~4132)

so that no one individual would stand out at the risk of
&
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t%ow much information CIA has developed over
the years concerning our operational activity in

| Mexico City is unknown, Howesz4_mg_shgnlﬂF§ear in b1
mind that former Special Agent andled b3

many of our operations in Mexico, including key infor-
mants, and subsequently began performing services for

CIA after he left the Bureau We also should not

forget that Americans operating in Latin American
countries for one agency are heavily exposed to the
resources of another U, S, intelligence or investigative
agency., This Agent knows from personal experience that
operating in these areas constitutes a "very small world'"™
and the exposure to leaks and errors is considerable,

THE ABEL CASE

Although CIA has not raised the point for
several years, the prevailing attitude was, and probably
still exists, that the FBI did not play it square with
CIA in the Abel case by not making certain that the
Agency was given the proper recognition for its contri-
butions. CIA feels that in the first place, there would
not have been any U, S. access or availability to the
source in this case, Reino Hayhanen ecause CIA took
the full responsibility for moving Hayhanen from France
uo the U, S. in 1957, CIA claims it took the risk and

rresponsibility of doing this after the Bureau declined

to become involved in any operation designed to transportlSd
Hayhanen to the U, S It should be noted that Hayhanen

1

was an alcoholic and that his first contactsfwith CIA G
in ParisKraised questions concerning Hayhanen s mental
tability.(A)

After Hayhanen arrived in the U, S., we
arranged access to him for a period, the purpose of
which was to obtain a complete story of his intelli-
gence activities in the U, S. and we were particularly
interested in identifying all of his associates, es-
pecially the man who later was identified as Rudolph
Abel, After a short handling period in the U, S., we
dropped Hayhanen because he became a problem, It was
an extremely critical situation because we had not yet

dentified Abel. IA agreed to take the responsibility
)for the carrying and safeguarding of Hayhanen but w§ M

s




ere given free access to this difficult source. This
was a most fortunate arrangement as far as CIA was con-
cerned, because this adjustment gave us the time to work
with Hayhanen and subsequently develop the leads which
led to the apprehension of Abel, The Agency has main-
tained that it was largely responsible for making
absolutely certain that Hayhanen was mentally and
physically prepared for testimony at the Abel trial,
Hayhanen was a key witness, CIA has also referred to
the heavy .expenses incurred by the Agency, all for the
benefit of the Bureau. CIA has complained that the
Bureau never really thanked the Agency for its coopera-
tion and CIA has been particularly irked because the
lBureau did not see fit to inform the Attorney Gen gral

or the White House of the role played by CIA
(Bufile - 65-64538)

(4) WILLIAM P, BUNDY CASE

In July, 1953, Senator Joseph McCarthy sought
to subpoena William P, Bundy, then a CIA official, to
testify before the Senator's Committee, McCarthy claimed
that Bundy's alleged communist activities were clearly
documented., The most serious allegation was that Bundy
had contributed $400 to the defense fund of Alger Hiss.
All of this was publicized. The information set forth

in the newspapers emanated from a Bureau report. CIA
lanned to charge the Bureau with leaking the information
o Senator McCarthy., CIA officials held numerous con-
erences concerning the matter but charges were never

ade against the Bureau. What information CIA has on
his particular item is not known but the Agency did

now that we maintained liaison with McCarthy's Committee.
(Bufiles - 62-80750 and 140-1477)

(5) BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION CONCERNING JAY LOVESTONE

In May, 1954, Allen Dulles raised the question
concerning the propriety of FBI dissemination of information
concerning Jay Lovestone, This information had been fur-
nished to us by| | b7C




(6)

| When interviewed by us[ |-

made several accusations against CIA, We disseminated
the information to the White House, the Attorney General,
and some data also went to the State Department, Dulles

i took the:position that by disseminating derogatory in~

formation concerning his Agenc he had been placed on
the spot because thel [data was not the
complete story. In the past, CIA informally referred

to this as an instance of very unfair conduct on the part
of the Bureau, (Memorandum Keay to Belmont, May 24 1954,

re: "Relations with CIA," 62-80750)

BUREAU HANDLING OF CIA REQUESTS FOR TOURS
FOR FOREIGN OFFICIALS

On occasions in the 1950's, CIA complained that
officials visiting the U, S, under CIA sponsorship were
given excellent treatment on the tour but, nevertheless,
many of the visitors left most disappointed because they
had not had any contact with any Bureau officials, CIA
felt that contact with Bureau officials had very significant
benefits and left lasting favorable impressions because of
the FBI's world-wide reputation, CIA also pointed out that
when foreign visitors had no contact with Bureau officials,
they were left with the suspicion that there was some kind
of friction between the FBI and CIA, In 1956, we had a
clear-cut policy to the effect that tours for such visi-
tors would be of a restrictive nature in that such
vigitors would view our facilities normally seen by the

ublic and nothing more, CIA was so informed but
eriodically indicateéd:; that our policy prevented the
gency from truly enhancing U. S. interests abroad.

IA never lodged an official complaint. (Memorandum
oach to Belmont, May 31, 1956, re: "Visit at Bureau

y Foreign Police and Intelllgence Officials," 62-80750)

It should beemphasized that for the past several
years there would not be any basis for any form o complaint
with regard to Bureau treatment of foreign officials coming
to the U. S. under CIA sponsorship. The personal attention
given to such officials by Assistant Director Sullivan and
other officials and Supervisors in the Domestic Intelligence
Division has been outstanding and benefits have accrued to
the Bureau., These visitors have gone back to their native
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(8)

countries with far better impressions than in the
past. In addition, we have learned more about these
countries, their services, and their security chiefs
by spending a few minutes with them., Needless to say,
this kind of treatment has also immeasurably helped
our Legal Attaches.

(&) (s)
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RETA surrenderedﬁbgﬂﬁfelt that

we were impairing their efforts to gather information
jet- onage activities in Europe},&)
Bufile - 100-11146)

COLONEL JOHN GROMBACH

Colonel John Grombach was a retired U, S,
Army officer who, during World War I}, established a
private intelligence network, operating throughout the
world but primarily in Europe, His sources included
any number of European exiles who came to the U, S.
While he was in business, he was financed by the State
Department, then the Department of the Army, and in the
later 1940's and into the 1950's ‘by CIAy Grombach

established contact with the Bureau through one of
his subordinates ho periodically called

-,
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on us and furnished information which Grombach felt

was of interest to us. This dissemination through b7C
continued during the period of Grombach's
relationship with CIA. Ve never informed CIA that we

wvere receiving such information which also was of

interest to the Agency. It is possible that Grombach

had given the same data to CIA but we do not kmow, CIA’

and Grombach clashed and the relationsh
in an atmosphere of severe bitterness. i
‘?if bl

JJ%;FEETIie - 62-77306)

(9) COMMISSION ON THE ORGANIZATION OF THE
EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF THE GOVERNMENT

(Herbert Hoover Commission -~ 1954)

In October, 1954, a task force of the captioned
Commission initiated a survey of CIA's operations under
the leadership of General Mark W, Clark, In January, 1955,
we were advised by a representative of the task force
that Senator Joseph McCarthy had furnished the group a
list of CIA employees who were considered subversive,
CIA became cognizant of this development and there was
talk within the Agency that the Bureau had furnished
the names to the Senator. When the Liaison Agent was
informally approached on this, he flatly told the Agency
to officially submit its charges. The Agency never did.
What information CIA may have had on this matter as it
pertained to the Bureau is not known, It is possible that
the Agency's attitude was strictly predicated on a knowledge
that we maintained liaison with the Senator's Committee.
(Relations with CIA, Bufile - 62-80750)




(10) INTERNAL SECURITY LEADS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES

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

(11) )EUREAU OPERATIONS IN CVBA}EM

*@e operated informants in Cuba when we had a
Legal Attache's Office in Havana. Informants reported
on activities of communists and other subversives in
that country., During the period we operated these
informants, we did not coordinate our operation ith
CIA, We did not advise the Agency that we had Such
sources owever, in 1960, after Castro. came on the
scene, it became infeasible to handle certain informants
in a secure manner pproval was granted to turn certain
informants over to . What these informants may have
subsequently told CIA about past Bureau operations is
unknown, This item is being cited in the event CIA had
evidence to establish that we had been operational in
Cuba and had not coordinated with the Agency pursuant
to Directives)¥ (Memorandum Donahoe to Belmont, February 5,155
1960, re: "Pdrtido Socialista Popular," 64-200-210, 2377

and Memorandum Frohbose to Belmont, Febjuary 3, 1960, re:
. T bRy
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(13) BORDER COVERAGE

In June, 1957, our Phoenix Office presented a
problem concerning the Bureau's handling of informants \
on the Mexican border., Jhese informants were operating é*“&f
inside Mexico The problem was predicated on situations
which might aFise as the result oi*@IA's endeavors to
develop informants who already were being handled by the
Bureau, It was pointed out that CIA logically could
come in contact with such sources and could make approaches N
for recruitment It was recommended and approved that
in order to protect our coverage in the border area, a
valuable, trusted, and reliable confidential source would
continue to be utilizedjeven if he were contaced by CIA.

Our policy was that we would not identify our sources to

the Agency}@ Ww)




How much CIA learned about our border coverage b3
is not known, _ Again, it _jg pointed out that former
Bureau Agent ay have been knowledgeable,

As indicated, he later Wegan performing services for
CIA, If CIA learned that we were operating informants
in Mexico, it could use such information as additional
evidence of Bureau failure to cooperate and coordinate
with the Agency pursuant to Directives, (Memorandum
Roach to Belmont, June 14, 1957, re'"Communist Coverage
Along the Mexican Border, Relations with CIA,"”

100-356015-1238)
bl

(14) E j@

(15)

&

bl
\ b2

b3

Bi'lt was recommended and approved that we b7D

not advise CIAm

|b)

__ | (Memorandum Branigan
to Belmont, June 10, 1957, re; | &_7(59‘

CIA REQUESTS FOR BUREAU LECTURE ON COMMUNISM IN THE U, S.

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




(16)

to cooperate on a most important subject of interest
to both agencies. (Memorandum Sullivan to Belmont,
October 1, 1958, re: "Request for Lecture on Communism
by CIA,")

CASE OF ‘EDWARD ELLIS SMITH

On July 9, 1956, an official of the State
Department confidentially advised the Bureau that
Edward Ellis Smithj»a CIA employee:in Moscow, had been
involved in an affair with a Soviet girl. According
to our source, Smith ﬂllegedly had furnished information
to the Soviet girl. We checked with the State Department
and CIA and we confirmed that Smith had been involved in
an affair and that he had been recalled., According to
CIA and State Department, there was no indication that
Smith “had been involved in any espionage against the
U., S. CIA gave consideration to requesting the Bureau
to identify its source and then changed its mind,
Whether CIA has documented this as an instance where
the Bureau failed to cooperate by not volunteering the
source is a matter of conjecture but,—it is a case that
should be kept in mind., (Bufile - 65-64084) o1
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[CTA has never been satisfied with

the efforts made by the Bureau. The Agency possibly could
take the position that we looked lightly at the allegations b1

and did not pursue a matter which, in their eyes, merited b2
a more aggressive approach, (Bufile - .105-109053) ' b3
: i b7D
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(Bufile - 105-109053) . =
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(19);Eh'mvm OF BUREAU INFORMANTS TO CUBA3 @( W)

(20)

LEAKS TO THE "NATIONAL REVIEW" - 1959

In April, 1959, CIA became concerned over the
appearance of certain items in issues of the "National
Review.," The publication carried a column authored by
an unidentified individual who was making derogatory
references to CIA, CIA subsequently identified the
author as Lyle Hugh Munson, a former CIA employee., CIA
investigation indicated that Munson was obtaining his
information from former CIA Agents, In checking on
Munson, CIA identified some of his friends who were
listed as Robert Morris, former member of the Senate
Internal Security Subcommittee; and Lou Nichols, former
Assistant to the Director. The Liaison Agent was unable
to develop any additional information as it might have
pertained to Nichols in this particular matter, CIA
may have additional data not revealed. (Memorandum
Roach to Belmont, April 21, 1959, re: "Central Intelli-
gence Agency,!" 62-80750-3341)

b7C
b7D
4? | |we received information
indicating" that one of our informants | L4g>
was in a position to travel to Cuba question was raised

concerning CIA interest in this matTer, 'if the informant
made the trip. It was recommended and approved that we
not advise CIA concerning the identity of the informant
or his trip to Cuba. g(u')

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

I(mmma.dmlam_s.rllivan ] re: o7

DISSEMINATION OF CIA INFORMATION IN A BUREAU MONOGRAPH

By letter dated May 5, 1965, we disseminated to
interested agencies, including CIA, a copy of a monograph:
entitled "Communism in the Dominican Republic." The mono-
graph contained considerable information which had emanated

- 14 -



from CIA, We did not obtain clearance from CIA for
the inclusion ofthis information in our monograph.
Clearance approval was not obtained because of the
urgency of the document, CIA was irritated because
it considered our action a distinct violation of the

- third agency rule, The Agency never made any protest,

(21),EUREAU INFORMANTS IN) @)

| we were operating informants
in AT the inception of our operational ac- @
tivity JCIA was not informed, | |

bl

bl
b2
b3
b7D

| CIK was under the
definite impression that we had been running these
informants before we had finally coordinated with them,

| Ut Nno iSsue was made eadquarters an
themtter was put to rest&@)

|

b1
b2
[ [SJOur potepiial vulnerability is b3

that we were operating in| ithout cooqﬂ;n&tin% éib b7C

Ak b7D
‘ (§5"

o

The information emanating from the captioned
sensitive Bureau operation has been disseminated to CIA
and other agencies for several years, The sensitive
source has traveled abroad numerous times and his trips
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‘We told CIA that we would not check the
explained that on the basis of the information received,

have included Russia. We have never identified the
source to CIA and we have never coordinated with the
Agency regarding any trips made by the source. Up
to date, no issue has been raised.

We are potentially vulnerable in that former
Bureau Agents now with CIA may have been familiar with
aspects of thef?OLéioperation. We have no evidence <E~’
that such ex-Agents passed any of their knowledge to
CIA officials, If they have or, if CIA has become
cognizant of the existence of the operation, we could
be charged with failure to coordinate. The Agency
could place special emphasis in this case because it
has so many high-level foreign ramifications.

HARRASSMENT OF CIA

By letter dated November 15, 1967, CIA inquired
if the Bureau would checkqﬁhe toll calls on the home

-telephone of one[ _ who was harrassing

CIA in the Miami area. | [allegedly was seeking
information concerning e Agency's coviét operationqé?@b
e

oll callsk &

there was not sufficient information to justify investigation

falling within theBureau's jurisdiction, CIA accepted
our response but there is no doubt that the:Agency b7C
characterized our position as a concrete example of

refusal to help a sister agency with a problem relgting
to the security of U:“S. inteliigence operations. ()

(Memorandum Brennan to Sullivan, November 16, 1967,
re:| |-
Harrassment o IA," - 08-12)

CURRENT INTELLIGENCE ANALYSIS

CIA became very irked when we restricted
dissemination of our Current Intelligence Analysis to
two copies for the Agency. CIA took the position with
the Liaison Agent: that CIA always has been most liberal
in providing the Bureau with as many copies as we needed
when it involved various types of CIA material, The
Agency never made an official issue of this matter. The
Liaison Agent is confident that CIA always considered this
an_ uncooperative gesture on our part.

- 16 ~
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[JHe indicated that before there
was any change in procedure, it would be necessary for
CIA and FBI to come to some form of an agreement. Allen
Dulles subsequently expressed disappointment in that his
Agency had not been contacted by the Bureau prior to
exploring the liaison arrangement. We eventually econferred
with CIA and came to an agreement satisfactory to all
parties concerned, @

anin, CIA could cite this as an instance where
we failed to coordinate with the Agency in line with
National Security Council Directives (Memorandum Frohbose
to Belmont, March 3, 1960, re:X''Legal Attache Operations =-
Norway, Denmark, Sweden, and the Netherlands, §66-18973-123)

’En the latter part of 1959 we gave comsideration to
establishing a Legal Attache in Copenhagen, Denmark. The
purpose of the assignment was to follow Bureau leads in @
Denmark, Norway, Sweden, and Hollandijﬁe did not inform
CIA of our intentions . (Memorandum Frohbose to Belmont, w)
January 14, 1960, re: R'Legal Attache Operations, The
Nether1ands,i66&18973-113) Q@

(26) BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF COUNTERINTELLIGENCE
INFORMATION TO FOREIGN SERVICES - 1962

By letter dated November 7, 1962, CIA raised
questions concerning the propriety of Bureau dissemination
of counterintelligence information to foreign intelligence
services, CIA, at that time, had particular reference to bl
inforpation which our Legal Attache had tramsmitted to the bz

CIA
took the position that pursuant to the coordinating g

- 17 -
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(28)

Directive, the Bureau was obligated to coordinate with
CIA prior to such dissemination,

, |- We responded to CIA by stating that the
information was the product of an internal security
operation and did not relate to any operational activity
abroad, CIA again surrende:
that it was regponsible for
| [and that we had an
obligation of coordinating with the Agency. (Memorandum

Fuan;gnn_In_Sultii;n, November 9, 1962, re: | |

"THE INVISIBLE GOVERNMENT,"A BOOK AUTHORED BY
DAVID WISE AND THOMAS ROSS

- In August, 1963, we received information indi-
cating that Wise and Ross were in the process of gathering
material for a book pertaining to activities of U. S.
intelligence actigities., Both Ross and Wise contacted
the Bureau, It was recommended that liaison orally advise
CIA that these two individuals were preparing a book con-
cerning U, S. intelligence agencies. The Directorinoted
"] see no reason doing so."

It is not known if CIA was aware of the contact
with the Bureau, Wise and Ross subsequently|published the
book which contained extremely derogatory information
concerning CIA. (Memorandum Jones to DeLoach, re: "David
Wise of the "New York Herald Tribune" and Thomas Ross of
the "Chicago Sun Times")

COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES ~ AFRICA

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

- 18 -
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o ®
A\

Africa under an appropriate cover and for an extended
period, We told CIA we had no informants available
because they were necessary for our own operations. We
took the position that we saw no benefit to be gained by
loaning an informant on a short or long term basis.,

This item is being mentioned because Africa

_has become vitally important to U. S, interest, bearing

in mind that both the Soviets and Chinese Communists have
made significant inroads into the area. CIA could argue

.that as early as 1960, it had the foresight to recognize

the need for additional coverage, that it appealed to the
Bureau for assistance, and that we did not cooperate,
(Memorandum Papich to Frohbose, April 7, 1960, re:
"Communist Activities in Africa," 64-200-302-110)

ADVISING THE WHITE HOUSE REGARDING CRITICISM
OF INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS - EUROPE

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

We do-not know if;CIA became cognizant of the
existence. of the Bureau letter bearing in mind that the
Agency undoubtedly would have considered the document as

relating to its operations. We do knéw that for several years,

CIA personnel have been assigned to the White House and had
access to considerable information. (Memorandum Brennan to
Sullivan, October 22, 1964, re'U. S. Intelligence Operations
in Europe")

THE PRESIDENT'S FOREIGN  INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY
BOARD AND JOHN MC CONE

In May; 1963, we became embroiled with CIA in a
rather critical conflict as a result of communication the

Bureau sent to the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory

Board he matter dealt with]

[ —.
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In a portion of our communication, we attributed cer-
tain information to McCone, then Director of CIA, He
charged that the information attributed to him was not

so because he had never made any such statement and he
could prove it. The actual fact was that the information
relating to McCone had been given to us by one of his
subordinates who had indicated that the information
originated with McCone. McCone maintained that we
should have checked with him before we went on record
that any information had originated with him, The

record at the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory
Board was subsequently corrected., (Memorandum Belmont

to Tolson, May 16, 1963, re: "Central Intelligence Agency,"
62-80750~4099)

(31) ALLEGED PENETRATIONS OF CIA

In February, 1965T_anann_renzgsanﬁitives net
with CIA officials ith ‘0 discuss

allegations made by relative
to alleged Soviet penetnatfons.of_CIA] ‘'was
interviewed in detail concerning these allegations. By
letter dated February 26, 1965, we officially advised CIA
that there appeared to be no basis at this time for a

full investigation of the individuals involved. izg

There are offi cials in CIA who continue to be
seriously concerned about possible penetrations of the
Agency and have not discarded[:::::f::]allegations.

We do not have any reason to believe that CIA
has developed any substantive evidence to support
allegations. If it does, we could be vulnerable and could
be charged that we did not cooperate and conduct the
necessary investigation in 1965.

(32) VICE PRESIDENT NIXON'S TRIP TO SOUTH AMERICA - 1958

In 1958, Vice President Richard M, Nixon traveled
to Latin America during which time there were numerous riots
and attacks which were directed against the Vice President
and his party. By letter dated May 16, 1958, we provided
the Vice President with a summary of information which we
had received concerning the events in Latin America relating

- 20 -



(33)

(34)

to the trip, ost of this information came from CIA,
Our letter could be interpreted as raising the question
concerning the quality of CIA's coverage in Latin Americg}*ésa

It is not known if CIA ever became knowledgeable
of the referenced communication. As already indicated,
we do know that CIA personnel have been assigned to the
White House, We also know that General Robert Cushman,
currently Deputy Director of CIA, was attached to Vice
President Nixon's staff.

If CIA is cognizant of the communication, the
Agency technically could raise a question concerning a
violation of the third agency rule and, furthermore,
could question the Bureau's propriety of making reference
toffIA's coverage in Latin America3 (Bufile - 62-88461-117)

&)

t;) b1

bl
b2
b3

NeTel
(A"

. b7D

[S)Although

the Agency has never officially made Eﬁy statement to us,
it has been bitterly disappointed that the Bureau never -
acknowledged*EIA's assistance which the Agency considered
extremely valuablé}t@“

EXCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATION

For many years, we maintained tight restrictions
with regard to the exchange of technical information with
CIA, particularly as it related to the technical surveillance
field. CIA exhibited its equipment to us but, for many years,
we declined to show any of our devices, with some exceptions.
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CIA never made any official protest but informally
indicated from time to time that the lack of exchange
i0 this highly important field was prejudicial to over-
all intelligence and internal security interests. The
Agency implied that we actually were more open with the
British in this general area than we were with CIA,

It should be noted that the foregoing situation
does not exist today. There is good exchange between the
Bureau and CIA,

(35) CIA LECTURERS AT BUREAU TRAINING SCHOOLS

CIA has never been able to understand why the
Bureau will not permit CIA personnel to lecture at Bureau
schools or training courses, CIA has felt that through
a careful selection of lecturers, the Agency could make
a very valuable contribution both to the Bureau and to
CIA. The Agency has indicated that its participation in
some of our courses would give the Agency the opportunity
to describe CIA's organization, objectives, and operational
problems. Furthermore, it has been expressed that Bureau
personnel could be given the opportunity to pose questions
and there would be a far better over-all orientation on
the part of our people.

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

(36) EXCHANGE IN THE TRAINING FIELD

Although CIA has never officially made an issue
of the matter, the Agency has not been happy about our
attitude concerning exchange of information in the training.
field. When the matter has been broughtup for any discussion .
by CIA, the Agency has been discouraged. CIA informally has
expressed the feeling that an exchange along certain guide-
lines could be most useful to the U. S. intelligence and
internal security effort.
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(37) POSITIVE INTELLIGENCE

This is an area where discussion with CIA
officials can rapidly generate criticism of the Bureau
for failure to cooperate and offer the necessary assis-

. tance, Positive intelligence, briefly, is that information
which might assist the U. S. Government in formulating
foreign policy. Much of it is of a political nature and
a vital portion pertains to scientific developments, military
capabilities of foreign countries, and intentions of foreign
countries., Positive intelligence is not only important
as it concerns the communist-bloc countries but also
the non~bloc nations,

There never has been any law, Directive, or
Executive Order which has fixed the responsibilities for
the clandestine collection of positive intelligence in
the U. S. The Bureau does have a responsibility which
we refer to as internal security and which falls into the
accepted area of counterintelligence. We do investigate
subversives spys, and we develop penetrations of foreign
intelligence services. Our work in the positive intelli-
gence field, for the most part, has been restricted to
the compliance of requests imposed upon us by the State .
Department, usually when a political crisds occurs in
some country.

CIA has maintained that there is a tremendous
unexplored field for expanded acquirement of positive
intelligence in the U, S, This would mean vastly inchl .sed
technical surveillance coverage, development of inforﬁths,
and collection of cryptographic material, CIA does né°
feel that we have aggressively moved on-this particular
subject and that over the years, the Agency has been
thwarted in its attempts to do much about the problem,

F|

)Bufi le - _ @)
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(38)

o
- J& -

On October 21, 1969, we told CIA that future
requests from CIA forXtechnical surveillancé&coverage‘?ﬂ
should be transmipted by the Agency directly to the
Attorney General.(W)

CIA has never made any official comment or
protest but it has considered the afore-mentioned action
by the Bureau as unfriendly and uncooperative. The Agency
has looked to the Bureau :I48 the logical point of contact and
as the only organization having the resources and capabilities
of adequately determining if such coverage is even feasible.

MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS

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

The Agent also has recollection of instances when
CIA alleged that its source or informant was compromised by
Bureau revelation of CIA information during the course of
interviews conducted by us, Technically, this would be a
violation of the third agency rule and, if CIA had hard
core facts, we would be vulnerable, particularly if an
important informant was lost. CIA never made any official
issue or protest.
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There also have been instances, but cases
cannot be recalled, where we included CIA information
in Bureau reports but CIA had requested that the information
not be passed outside of the Bureau. CIA never protested.
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Tolson

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Sullivan
. Bishop
Memorandum B 60 —
M OA/'/ Gontad
TO . Mr. C. D. Brennaqzx pare: 9/4/70 ;ﬁ"_“_*—
Vo Wl
FROM : W. R. WannalthL 1}%%?}’ iﬁi%mm
Gandy
SUBJECT CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) }%-/" Wg}
RUNNING MEMORANDUM —~ ~ "~ ~

/J

yiemo HEEDT /2

“BoF e LApSBER

{1

For a number of years the Domestic Intelligence
Division has maintained a running memorandum covering
relations with CIA, The memorandum is up to date through
the cessation of personal liaison, and it is suggested that
it be discontinued at this time. . R

ACTION:

If approved, we will discontinue maintenance /i
of the running memorandum covering relations with CIA.

GAD :hc/~ M”
(6) ./ /

1-Mr. Sullivan V4

1-Mr. Brennan g{

1-Mr., Cassidy
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UNITED STATES S@VERNMENT - DN~
, X/ Bishopg. o
PN ey B ) : 7 NS i Brcm&l /
Memorandum A
: / Conrad
C.D. Brennairl/@{o’ paTe: October 14, 1970 A —

*  Rosen

. e e Tavel

TO :
) ' 3 Walters
roM : W. R. Wmnal\ln(@ : ,' Tolo. oom
i P Holmes .01
. (6 / — Gandy

SUBJECT:

\/}”%é?ff/é;%@

f$}
- \!
If General Abrams' request is made directly to the Bureau, we will
respond immediately, advising him that it is not a matter within our &;
jurisdiction and that we cannot accede to the request. -
e~ -

Since| lindicated the request may be made directly e

to the Attorney General, we should at this time advise him of this possibility ,3
and inform him of our opposition to acceding to the request. - 5’

\ " RMATION CONTAINED =
n ACTION: @%%?E‘}’.ii?s UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT =
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE, )

o)
e
!
4

If approved, attached letter to the Attorney General will be forwarded 5
in order that he may be aware of the situation and our stand with regard to it.
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Memorandum (& wr- suisvan ‘
Q Q@Q— Mr. J.P, Mohr gn:pc(;
o ‘M C D. Brennm *Q.Qifcs:g& DATE: 10/13/70 ‘ gg::a
* ¢ \, ’ R:;::n
‘/J/ & C Tavel

Q 9§%§$ »”“*1 - Mr. C.D, Brennan Walters

,i'
FROM :V¥, R Wannall W%V/ Q~ Qﬁb l - Mr, W Soyare 'b7c
S @g& 1- 3¢
: N ‘g ssified b
SUBJEC;L mpt from C‘x) t '
: e —
. ‘ , di

N

™~

QD,

{5) N
| | was informed of the recent Congre551ona1<\\
~actions involving added responsibility for the Bureau and of our;
current efforts to recruit additional personnel. He was advised el
that our domestic jurisdiction is being expanded and our current P

problems with unrest in the United States were demanding the ol
fu11 time and attention of all our avallableﬂpersonnel.‘g . b7CH,

ubtedly

be made either directly to the Bureau or to the Aftorgﬂé General
because of what he termed the pressures behindh‘lﬂﬁﬂ’u% @& he

apprecxated our frank comments concerning it, and Just gg&%@d
A helpfal_%

, bl
ACTION v -~
¥ (3 - |
YN J"Tn the event we receive such a request, it will be

‘ﬁiﬁjevaluated at that time and a propriate recommendatgmg§ﬂmade.
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| DEFLMSQ&? O 25X 3.3(1, 6
04-1375032. . -

1 - Mr, Sullivan
I - Mr. Mohr
1 - Mr, Brennan’
1 ~ Mr, Wannall

October 15, 1970

ALL INFORMATTION I"UIITAIMED
WHEREIN 15 UNCLAZSIFIED EXCEFT
RUWHERE MHGW} UTHEEWIZE

‘ i Attormay Genvinl

bl &\

Director, FBI

Mr/‘(g« 50750 -

X

- v

| paid that Secretary of Defense Laird had
~ indicated approval of General Abrams* request and that it would be made
either directly to me or to you.

5(s) o
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See cover memorandum Wannall to Brennan, 10/14/70,
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" Classified ""Secret' as unauthorized disclosure of this
r sensitive information could result in serious damage to the national
defense interests.
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1 hand .
Director, FBI (62-80750) 1 - e Branigan pre
. 1 -
7 1 -
AR QEAf"annr-Tw‘ﬂq PNESPN T\
. ,‘ USRI R,
t HoLESCecD BXCSPT b3

iﬁﬁﬁié?ﬁ@?ﬂ“@THERMﬂSE
Reference is made to Bulet to Director of CIA dated
4/26/65 captioned as above, a copy of which was designated

for cach office.
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Letter to SAC, WFO - b3
RE: al :
62-8 ‘

(si-

pecific examples of such situations in the New York
Office are not readily available fto Bureau; however, Supervisors
in the Soviet Section, Domestic Intelligence Division, are ,
generally in agreement that contents of this communication also
apply to Soviet matters handled in that Division.

NOTE:

This communication considered necessary in order to
insure we are conforming with notification to CIA effected by
letter 4/26/65. This was based on policy recommendations con=-
tained in Branigan to Belmont memorandum captioned as above
dated 4/23/65 which was approved by the Director.
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Memorandum
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. Tolson lgﬂ)
Sullivan v,
Mohr

Bishop
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Callahan
Casper
Counrad
Felt
Gale
Rosen Z
Tavel

DATE: 11-17-70

Walters
Soyars
Tele. Room
Holmes
Gandy

wpapy 0,

"TH CIA_A STUDY IN THE
ARROGATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE
"POWERS'; A ARTICLE BY
JERROLD L {WALDEN

A 'The George Washington Law Review, October, 1970, issue,

, contams captloned article which appears on pages 66 through 101. Its

A \author, Walden, is identified as a Proféssor of Law at the University of
New Mexico. The article traces the creation and growth of the CIA. Its

main theme is, that while CIA was created as an exclusively intelligence

coordinating body, its activities have ranged far and wide through the
arrogation of powers largely because of ineffectual supervision and account-
ability of the agency by either the Executive Branch or Congress. Walden
suggests that the CIA's cloak of secrecy enables it to engage in activities
clearly beyond its statutory powers and to conduct '"a Machiavellian policy
abroad which is publicly disaffirmed by our leaders. "

o Lafe!

: Hoeac
s fﬁi

\..z

References to the FBliappear on pages 67, 73, 74, 76, and
) 82 of this article. None are derogatory concerning the FBI and all references

are incidental to an explanation of CIA's role in the United States intelligence
gathering network.

Bufiles contain no derogatory information identifiable with

Walden. .
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m . ﬁnan C.D /

Memor

TO * Mr. Sulliva ~  :DATE: November 10, 1970 Gale

/y AL 1 - Mr. Sullivan ool
] : A R ORMAT'ON CONTA' 1 Mr. Rosen S(;);ars —
V FROM oge HEREZN IS UNCLASSIFIED g(ECDEPT 1 - Meg —h7c
ERE SHOWN OTHERWISE, - 1- '@1 -
SUBJECT: CONFERENCE - 1 - < f&“ ;ﬂf;f » /,

AIRCRAFT HIJACKINGS N2t 6”;’/)

""'*»I'/ -w O

i (6)

The biweekly meeting of captioned conference was held today at the

State Department with representatives of a number of Government agencies in

attendance. The main topic at this meeting concerned the Government's liability

in connection with any civil suit filed against an airline for denying passage to

an individual, which denial is based upon information provided by a United States

Government agency. The representative from the Justice Department volunteerec
) to undertake a legal study of this problem and to report to the conference at a

later date.

The Customs representatives reviewed their procedures in conductm%
pre -departure inspections of passengers. It was pointed out that at the Spec1f1c
request of an airline, either foreign or United States flag, Customs officers wﬂl@
search all carry-on passenger baggage, including ladies' handbags. They stated)
they had no authority to insist a body search be conducted and that such could <<
only be accomplished with the concurrence of the passenger involved. Customs<

intends to increase these baggage inspection procedures as soon as additional \I\

personnel are available. They pointed out at the present time these searches

3  have been limited to overseas flights. Y
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ALL INFORMATION CONTATNED
HEEEIN I3 UNCLASIIFIED EXCEPT
WHERE ZHOWHN OTHERWIZE

Mr. Mohr 10/ 6/70

DATE: 04-13-2007
CLASBIFIED BY AUC oQ3z4d B&UfP“* EZ

J. J. Casper "DECLASSIFY ON: 25X 3.3(1)
: 04-13-2032 :

NAME CHECKS

SUGGESTION 199-71 SUBMITTED BY
SA|

DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

SUGGESTION: That approval ba granted for a "Nam&Check Request" form to be us\i\
when A

&) —

)
O

(3

CURRENT PRACTICE: At the present time such name checks whether they originaté
in the field or at the Seat of Government (SOG) are furnlshee /

|in the form of an outgoing letter. )

ADVANTAGES' The suggester states use of a form for this purpose will eliminate ﬁ;’e
necessity for the preparation of numerous outgoing correspondence

in the form of letters and will result in a substantial saving of stenographic time. S,a
There will also be a 50% reduction in the amount of time previously required in the . A
recording and filing of outgoing and incoming correspondence regarding these name
checks. By using the proposed form, it would be necessary only to place a notation .

&

4
i

R

m the substantive file that

OBSERVATIOH'IE:l Domestic Intelligence Division recommended adoption as a means
for streamlining and simplifying the procedure of obtaining

ORIGY f*'.” LRNED

N
=
e
(]
B
(e
o T
[0

] land require a check of Bureau flles, Tmmigration
and Naturalizﬂat’!og Service (INS){ Such requests are few in number and in
{8y {g?/gfﬁ 7«'5765*”
Enclosures NOT | RECORDED
Ml.:das CONTINUED - OVER -
3 ——— e
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Memo Casper to Mohr
Re: Name Checks
Suggestion 199-71 Submitted by b7C
S
Domestic Intelligence Division

view thereof this form would be used infrequently. This Division had no objection
to its adoption.

The National Academy Desk, Training Division, stated the form
appeared worthwhile and it had no objection to approval. Forms Management Desk,
Training Division, has discussed the format of the proposed form with the suggester
and it has been revised to be more in conformance with the manner in which such
correspondence should be prepared (sample of the amended proposed form is attached
for approval). It will be given an "0 number so that it may be used by more than one
division at the SCG.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (1) That the suggestion be adopted and the amended form

approved,

(2) That the attached letter be forwarded to the suggester
advising him of this action. His idea has bsen acknowledged by prior letter.

{8) On approval, this memorandum will serve as authority
for the Forms Management Desk, Training Division, to take appropriate action.

SECKCT
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ALL INFOPMATION CONTAINED DATE: 04-13-2007
HEFEIN I3 UNCLASSIFIEL EXCEPRT CLASETFIED EY ‘:'*U'" 50324 BAU,RMWEH

_WHERE SHOVN OTHERWISE .  * C DECLASST D 2EX 33010 . .
‘ memgmg’ : :

L

f}ud
Seplember 28, 1970
LA G0 7850 —

- DERSOMAL
Federal Buregr of Investigation b7c
Washington, O, C, - .
Dear
¥ hove received your susgestion that a form Wmch
you degigned be epproved for use when hondling name cheek
reguests with a perticelar agsucy., This prop ssol is being
evelunied by the other interested divisioas ot the Seat of
Government and you will be savised of the fingl decision in

W The interest which 1ed you to submit your idea
to me is indced appreciated,
, gincerely yours, ;
R
J Edzar H Y A
’ TP in Oy~ T O - g - OOV&Z‘ " ) i~
- g .EL FP C. D, Br ennan fG\; it
_, | 1- Personne] file of SA| | \ﬂ N b
< (g wMLidasdaxc oo
| = ; (5) (Suggestion 199-71 dated 9/21/70)
o P 1§
= o 2!
g gﬁ NOTE: Suggests approval of a Name Check Request Form to be b1
oA used when requesting| | b3

(sample T

—.
.

oI proposed form attached).

Tolson

S ' Referred to the General Investigative Division and
hoener ——— the National Academy Unit, Training Division, for views and

Catlaban recommendations since form might be used by thls Division

coras —____ and unit also. . ; : N, A ST
S — Q\‘;i;ii‘i Sy
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Memorandum concerns Jac nderson's column in 1/18/71

1A "
,h\Washlngton Post," which indicates Central Intelligence Agenc§

(CIA) made six attempts to assassinaté Premier Fidel Castro
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Anderson claims CIA's first attempt began as part of

Q- ay of Pigs operation (1961); after it failed sent five more

Sohn' & Racs A/

s suspicion, unsupported by Warren Commission's findings, that
astro became aware of assassination plot and somehow recruited
Lee Harvey Oswald to retaliate against President Kennedy With
egard to first attempt, Anderson stated CIA enlisted Robert Maheu,
'%aormer FBI Agent, who recruited gambler John Roselli to arrange

ssassination. \) zfﬁ
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§§§ assassination teams to Cuba; and among those privy to CIA conspiracy,
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Memorandum W, R, Wannall to Mr. C, D. Brennan

Re:

Central Intelligence Agency's Involvement in
Attempts to Assassinate Castro.
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By Jack Anderson

Locked in the darkest re-
cesses of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency is the story of

six assassination attempts
against Cuba’s Fidel Castro.

For 10 years, only a few key
people have known the terri-
Ible secret. They have sworn
‘never to talk. Yet we have
{learned the details from

sources whose credentials are
beyond question.

We spoke to John McCone,
who headed the CIA at the
'time of the assassination at-
tempts. He acknowledged the
idea had been discussed inside
the CIA but insisted it had
been “rejected 'immedi-
ately.” He Vvigorously denied
that 'the CIA had ever partici-
pated in any plot on Castro’s
life. Asked whether the at-
tempts could have heen made
with his knowledge, he re-
plied: “It could not have hap-
pened.” o

We have complete confi-
dence, however, in our
sources.

The plot to knock off Castro
began as part of the Bay of
Pigs operation.'The intent was
to eliminate the Cuban dicta-
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6 Attempts to Kill

tor before the motley invad-
ers landed on the island. Their
arrival was expected to touch
off a general uprising, which
the Communist militia would
have had more trouble putting
down without the charismatic
Castro to lead them,

After “the «first attempt
failed, five more assassination
teams were sent to Cuba. The
last team reportedly made it
to a rooftop within shooting
distance of Castro before they
were -apprehended. This hap-
pened around the last of Feb-
ruary or first of March, 1963.

Nine months later, Presi-
dent Kennedy was gunned
down in Dallas by Lee Harvey
Oswald, a fanatic who pre-
viously had agitated for Cas-
tro in New Orleans and had
made a mysterious trip to the
Cuban Embassy in Mexico
City.

Among those privy to the
CIA conspiracy, there is still a
naggin g suspicion—unsup-
ported by the Warren Com-
mission’s findings—that Cas-
tro became aware of the U.S.
plot upon his life and some-
how recruited Oswald to retal-
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Castro Laid to CIA::

iate against President Xén-
nedy.
To set up the Castro assassi-

nation, the CIA enlisted Rob-
ert Maheu, a former FBI
agent with shadowy contacts,
who had handled other under-
cover assignments for the CIA
out of his Washington public
relations office. He later
moved to Las Vegas to head
up billionaire Howard Hughes’
Nevada operations. '
Maheu recruited John Ro-
selli, a ruggedly handsome
gambler with contacts in both
the American and Cuban un-
derworlds, to arrange the as-
sassination. The dapper, hawk-
faced Roselli, formerly “mar-
ried to movie actress June
Lang, was a power in the
movie industry until his con-
viction with racketeer Willie
Bioff in a million-dollar Holly-
wood labor shakedown. The
CIA assigned two of its most
trusted operatives, William
Harvey and James (Big Jim)
O’Connell, to the hush-hush
murder mission. Using phony
names, they accompanied Ro-
selli on trips to Miami to line
up the assassination teams.
The full story reads like the
script of a James Bond movie,
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complete with secret trysts at
glittering Miami Beéach hotels

under him.

For the first try, the CIA
furnished Roselli with special
poison capsules to slip into
Castro’s food. The poison was
supposed to take three days to
act. By the time Castro died,
his systémi would throw off all
traces of the poison, 30 he
would appear to be the vietim
of a natural if mysterious ail-
ment.

Cuban, related to one of Cas-
tro’s chefs, to plant the deadly
pellets in the dictator’s food.
On March 13, 1961, Roselli de-
livered the capsules to his con-
tact at Miami Beach’s glamor-
ous Fontainebleau Hotel.

A couple of weeks later, just
about the right time for the
plot-to have been carried out,
a report out of Havana said
Castro was ill. But he re-
covered before the Bay of Pigs
invasion on April 17, 1961.

Four more attempts were

made on Castro’s life,
® 1971, Bell-McClure Syndidate, Ine.

and midnight powerboat
dashes to secret landing spots -

on the Cuban coast. Once, Ro- -
selli’s boat was shot out from °

Roselli arranged with a
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