:
‘ '

eleased under the John F. Fennedy
2 zazzination Fecords Collection Act of
1992 [44 USC 2107 Mate). Caselh:Mw
E0994 Date 171-07-201
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Igggg,ﬁ',ﬁ, . - Mr. J. A. Mintz (Enc. 76)
. AL ImcmSS“m 1 - &g . 3 gOt%I:gnall
62-116395  [yre)- 3-01F Juiy io, 1975

1 - MI‘- w. o- cregal‘

) 1l - Mr. R, L, Moore
!'. . UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ( S88C)
/

TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

BE: -DOCUNENTS PERTAINING TO THE "HUSTON
PLAN," COINTELPRO, AND OTHER PRACTICES
y 4ND PROGRAMS

HUSTOR PLAN AND RELATED DEVELOFMENTS

Reference is made to SSC letter dated May 1%, 1975,
with attached sppendices, requesting certain documents and
other information from the FBI.

Appendix C, Part I, Item number 6, requested all
memoranda and other materials pertaining to FBI policies,
practices, and procedures for lisison with the CIA from 1960
te May, 1970. General instructions coneerning liaison with

’ other agencies, including CIi, are set forth in Section 102
‘ of the Mamial of Instructions, a copy of which has been
furnlshed to the SSC.

Y Item number 9 requested all memoranda and other
materials reflecting conversations or communlecations, dquring
1970, between Agents of the FBI and the FBI Director on the
subject of liaisen or contact between personnel of the FBI
and personnel eof the CIA, including, but not limlted to, all
memoranda and other materials written by former Speeisl Agent
. Sam Papich. Pursuant to these requests there are enclosed
of copies of 19 FBI communicatiens.

Assoe. Dir. — In addition to the documents being furnished, there
D Ao~ -are & mmber of internal memoranda, dated March 6-9, 1970,
an.ow:  prepared by the Intelligence Division in response to the Sam J.
Admin. Fapich memorandum to the Director, March 5, 1970, which because

- Comp. Syst.

e of thelr sensitive nature are being made avallable for review ?‘ "‘/

Fies s Con. _by S8C staff personnel at FBI Headquarters. These memoranda

Gen. Inv.

G- —ape amplifications of the possible CIA grievances 1is%ed by
IE::’.'.T"’" —¥r. Papich. B ORIGINAL AND COPY TO ATTORNEY GEN'L
= L R e ey MU,\ SEE NOTE PAGES TWO AND THREE )
wept o — LM NV 11( SECRET MATERIAL ATTACHED) %’r\
ey — MAIL ROOM [ TELETYI(QI%. — Pﬁ :l\') - &U\ “Pb %mso-s«-uo
TIGSEEE, Y ‘f — |
B { - S _.___‘

-~ NW 659594 Docld:32989610 Page 2
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TUITDY CTATDY SEILTL S0LMCT CcOedImenn (Oe0)
TO STOUY GOVERIT.MTTAL 0T ARTOUS ITHE
LoFACT 0 INDRLIICUE ACYIVITINS

ARt JCFV{B RIS FERETAILING T0 THE “HOLTOW
Fraag," COINTELINO, Mlu OTHUR FRACDICLS
AL‘ r-c-} 1'1&00'431. ‘

HOSTON Flodl AID RRIIELO DEVILOFIIZNES

In rogyonse o Itew mumber 9. 1t has becn necsssary
to ecucice nuroerous n4maw dotes, ploces, and other vaterial
in order to prot gtlve 0ycﬂ tions, couvwrees, and nothods
ond o protect thc yrwvxo of individecla., In sore instonees,
to jroteed privacy ., 1t tas wlgo nceescar, o rocove informatlon
vhich covld lead 0 an indiviunol's idembid . 4t the ons of
merous paragrarhs siministrative details. ouch an Lile nurbors,
verse aelotod.

Laclosures  (19)
1 - The Attorney General

NOTH s

All documents responsive to Item number 9 being furnished
to S8C vere previously furnished to the Rockefeller Commisgsion
(see W. R. Wannall memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams, k/16/75).
Orlglnally the Rockefeller Commission was to review the material
in FBT space but the Commission obtained possession of the documents.

The documents being made available for review by SSC
staff personmnel are the cover memorandum . C. Sullivan to
¥r. Deloach, 3/9/70, and enclosed 37 memoranda. These memoranda
have been classified Secret and have been appropriately excised.

Enclosed for the Office of the Legal Counsel are one
unexcised and one excised copy of the memoranda being made
available for review.

NCUTE CONTINUED PAGE THREE

P2
1
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NOTE CONTINUED:

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

RE: DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE "HUSTON
PLAN," COINTELPRO, AND OTHER PRACTICES
AND PROGRAMS

HUSTON PLAN AND RELATED DEVELOPMENTS

The Papich letter and memoranda, and the review of
the 38 possible grievances, contain comments and other information
which could have an adverse effect on our current relationship
with CIA.

While numerous dates have been excised to protect the
identity of individuals, any reader can extrapolate the
approximate time of an event since Papich wrote his 3/13/70
letter following a chronological scheme from 1951 to 1970. There
is some chronological variance in the 3/5/70 letter.




5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
. ' WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

# Addregsee: Senate Select Committee

{LTR EILHM  [JMemo  [] Report dated 7/-]-'0/75

U.S. Senate Select Committee Re: Huston -+
,Coption of Document:* py g and Related Develdpments
Appendix C, Part I, Items 6 and 9.

3(
Qriginating Office:

FBI
Delivered by: /F 'ék(&% Date: 2 //J’/'7_3 -
Received by:g@ae““}{' "i %{,é/
Title: %&/{}_‘SI}-&@ L«‘Z,@@LSQJJ-

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI
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Tab A

Tab B

Tab C

Tab D

Tab E

Tab F

CONTENTS

Response to SSC request Appendix C, Part I, Item
number 6.

Response to SSC request Appendix C, Part I, Ttem
number 9.

Unexcised version of documents furnished to SSC in
response to request in Appendix C, Part I, Item
number 6.

Unexcised version of documents furnished to SSC in
response to request in Appendix C, Part I, Item
number 9.

Excised version of 38 memoranda being held at FBIHQ
for review by SSC.

Unexcised version of 38 memoranda being held at
FBIHQ for review by SSC.

Q? 59\ lg (( f)*f:;

ENCLOSURE
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Response to SSC request, Aﬁpendiic‘ C, Part I,
Item number 6 ’ )
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TN EUTSTATES GUVERNIVE 2 -2 EH
r Memorandunly . ‘

o Mr. Sull‘ivfﬁ * " pate: June 22, 1961 | -meDF‘c

ON GONTAINED

, ’ AnnxuﬁngnATI
L : - HEREINIS WGMSW
FROM : - R, 0, L'Allier . pATESZ 3,91 BY_D1Z -

-—famas ®

suger:  LIAISON WITH LMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE (INZ;

- ton - ———

Liaidon with INS has been handled for the past sev&ral
years by SA SemfPapich, who also hancdles liaison with the Central
Intelligence Agency. (Ci.»’x). The purpose of this memorandum 1s
to reconmend that SA Papich be relieved of his assignment with
INS in order to devote full time to ClA,

&

IVFORMNATION RELATING To NS

L J

k4

' ) CIA continues to be one of the most -
important liaison assigniients as well as one of the most tinme
conswiing., Proper handling of this assigmment now requires the
full time and &tention of & Liaison Zupervisor and it is believed
that SA Papich should be relizved of his INS assignment in order
to devote his entire attention to CIA. :

. -
14

[VEORMATION  RELATIVG Top AGENT To RE
ASSIGVED To RANDLE LIAISov wiTi VS

ACTION:
If you approve, liaison respsnsibility for INS will be
transierred from SA Papich to ©  pAmME

Bhis document is prepored in ve 3
: : 7 onse 16 your reques : dizsemmi-
wmtion outside your Committee. splés %use go!:‘:;z?ed 7 y and is not for

ey Commitice and the content m : 0 official p:oceedings by
et without the ezpress approval {ggf t?é(;# gg ;Sz:sdosed io _famutkorz‘zed DErsons-

ffw MAHE }%’Z\J/’fb"‘

@W 65994 Docld:32985616 Page 8., . ’ _ _
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{E) CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) - DOMESTIC CONTACT
SERVICE - You prevmusly have been informed regarding CIA's Contact
Division which has had offices in various U. S. cities and which is openly
identified as being connécted with CIA. This division has been responsible

» for the overt collection of positive intelligence gained through interviews of
aliens, travelers, businéssmen, etc. The division has not beén engaged
in any operational activity such as the development of double agents. For
your information, CIA has-reorganized this division and it is now called
the Domestic Contact Service. -

An examination of CIA's activities in the area of overt collection
oi positive intelligence has indicated that" the Bureau can strengthen its
position by having our field offices establish direct contact with the local
offices of the Domestic Contact Service. [':I‘hls pavticularly applies to those-
situations where the Bureau and CIA both have an interest in Soviet-bloc

and Yugoslav nationals,
or tne United Nations.

excluding those who are connected with embassies
)We recognize that CIA has a responsibility for

coliection of positive mtelhgerxcelzl e.

information regarding Soviet-bloc

)

capability in a particular research f1e1@whlch might be acquired from
such vigitnrs hut we eannot condone any CIA activity which might
interfere with Bureau operations. - You therefore are authorized to
establish liaison with local offices of the Domestic Contact Service.

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

¢ This document i3 prepared wf response to yogu' request and Zs'?wt for dmeﬂlﬁ-

f nation outside your Crpmittee.  [I's use ¢ ''mited to offirin! » necedings be
your Commitiee and the rorien! may nvt b. disclosed to unautiorized peno'b
nel without the express approvel of the FBI .
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In each'case when you initiate any inguiry or investigation of a&isiting
Soviet-bloc nationaly you should obtain from the local Domestic Contact
Service the nature and extent of CIA interest and all pertinent information
which CIA has gained or may acquire in the future relating to our internal
security responsibilities. If you feel that CIA activity conflicts with
Bureau objectives, you should so advise the Seat-of Government, clearly
setting forth your reasons. In this connection; there may be instances .-
where continuing CIA putsuit of positive intelligence would conflict with
the Bureau s discharge of its internal security functions.

Very truly yours,
.- . ... John Edgar Hoover

L J

Director

— -

9-28-65
SAC LETTER NO. 65-54 -6~
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TNITED STATES GOVERNMENT , - ‘

o o6
- SUBJECT: CGEWTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENGY - 2 mum

| ' DOMESTIC CONTACT ERV*CE
| . TNECRMATION CONCERNTIM . _° HEREL xsxmcmssmm
' ' DATE)}!IL_L.. Sﬂ&fz{%

Re Section (E), SAC Letter 6,omu 9/;8/65

"\t\——

| ¥ENCRANDUM - - | L
t . . . - :

. : , 1 :
: O mrector, FBI - . DATE: 10/25/65
| -t FROM : SAC Philadelphia - - ‘j

|

VAME . s Fhilgdel::n_ia Cffice, Cen-
sv23 TatzTigence dzency (CTA) Dezastic Conract Service, was
centzeted o“ 10/14 765 as directed in referenced SAC Letter:

< VANE ,advibed he had just redurned from conferences at his
:’-::::nny Eezdquarters in Washingten. where he had been advised
~Z2 Turesn was direcking 1ts fi2ld offices to estarlish lisisen

e -

) w2th the local offices, of the Demestic OContict Service, | :
MaHE 'wifered his completc coopsriticn with this office in mat-
Tsys of mutual interesy, R : o

-

Arrangemants were perfec*:ed wherein bLgents cf thiq

¢2fice making Injuiries or 1nve€tig“ic*-v of a Soviet-Bl¥oc Na- -
tiemal czn contact NAME Jend e will plice thaem in c'mt set
¥ith the Domestic fontact Service rep: ssentative n:.r::’.li::g th
zzze, zc¢ that mnformation of interest 5 us 23n ne <=cure...,
v i-_f ormition coming to ths atternbion of the D\:r:ssticz Contact
Service relating to our intermal security rsgpexnsibliities will
T immedlately re*\oz‘tcd te Lnds cffize, : o

-

's rr:gu- !

I/AHE. ’rr‘auc te4, j 1 new
& in he event

\ satiens, iﬁut f;p nob, be identified -

This document is prepared in response to your request cmd is not for dzssezni’r
nation outside your Committee, Ifs use i3 limited to officia! prneeedings by
your Commitiee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized persot
nel without the express app'rowl of the FBI .

e p— :M -
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. 1 .o . Raid
information received: from his office should be included o &
cecomunicaticn going t6 anyons cutside the’ .—;u“ca:;. A/AME
wz3 assured that CIA's ddentity in fthis regaxd weuld dbe fuily
rrocected. . : .

/MFOA‘MATW/ ﬁemr.wa m 7'/:‘5
TEfiﬁlTo/;‘}’ CovE/E’ED ar mg " PHILADEL psa

,, OFFicg ¢/A ,om.&.c:ﬂc Can?'Aatf sEmrce .

/¥ cLvp/vg /VA‘/’{EJ OK.  CIA FE/?J?.WE&'

. £
PIQUEST OF TEE EUREAU: ’ S ‘ ' 3
. In tha course of futur ce ntacts With CIA in these .
. cisz2,; it is enticipated that CIA representatives muy &t times
;s reqguest inforvauiOp relating to S ojects? background, habivs,
. and characleristics, as well as any avail: b;c ﬂqotographs .

-

. * The Bureau is requested to adyise 1f 1t will be per~ -

’:issi%le tc orally furnish such background informaticon to the
CTA representative and ¥o furnish copies cf photcgraphs, if

- uqe" zre aveilable. : . o .

]

- The Bureau is 2lso reduested to advise if the estzblish-

went of liaison on the field office level with,CIA's Domesiic
Centact Service enviszges the furnishing oa rcports g leviol-
n2z2d memes tO this Service at ths Dield office level wnerne Socy
h2ve a legitimate 1nterest in the Subjecet, - ;
o ' ‘ .-
L =2 - ' i
__ MWW 65994 Docld:32989616 Page 12 e
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8AC, Thiladelphia / ' 10/29/65
D " ml\ . Al b s
g W0 S

CERTRAL INTELLIGMICE ACERCY (CIAY '~ - 'EEREWBYS
DOCESTIC CONTACT SERVICR - - rpatE L
EXFORMATION COLCERRING ' '

@+ Reference is mado to your letter dated 10/25/65.

Tho Dureszu has been following a policy of oot disseninating
Borenau inforuatios to the Donestic Centznct Service at a iccal level,.
ixi3 poliicy wiil contious tniess you are sgvised to ihe conirary.

In the event that the locel CIA ofZfice desires infornztion
concerainy nuny subjsct, sucy reguests sikould be directed by CIA to
Ecrean eadquarterd. .

This document is prepared in respomse to your request and is not for dissemie
nation outside your Committee. Its uge i3 limited to official proeeedings by
your Committee and the content moey nut be disclosed to unouthorized persons
nel without the express approvael of the FBI . .

|
l
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L MAY 1942 (DITION
G3A GEN, AeG, NO, 27

. _ le'rED STATES GUVRNMENT 6‘9
Memoranaum

TO : Mr e C » D ° DeLoach DATE: 6/25/70 A
| OR !
ALY INFORMATION OHTAIN.;D

“)FROM. : W, C., Sullivan . EUREIN IS UNCEAS IPIED
\ - " Dmyclacel v P 2mEmigL

|
SUBJECT: LIAISON WITH CERTRAL INTELLIGENCE. AGENCY (CIA)
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE -

The Director has inquired resarding the nature of
any liaison existing between the Washington Field Office (WFO)
and CIA, Limited liaison does exist, being addressed to

ispe01f1c operational cases and name checks.

WEFO, of necessity, 1s in contact with CIA concernine

ispecific cases in the espionage field. For example, .

SPECIFIC EXAMPLE c./usu-

. . .- Tt - ) ) o

In addition, CIA has a domestic operations office
in the District which makes name checks with WFO and secures

1 background information concerning foreign diplomatic personnel,

‘ No liaison is conducted with respect to policy matters and the

objective of all contacts is the handling of immediate opera-

tional matters. . : . e
ACTION:

For the Director!s information, ) L a

This document is prepared in response to your reqiiest and diagomie
nation _outside your Committee, Its use w Izmitv’d to offzm%lﬂgﬁo{zdmgs by
your Committee and the content mey not be disclosed to unauthorized person
nel without the express approval of the FBI , s

L /

N g -V




TO

FROM

2 - 22, .
RGN,

- NW 65994 Docld: 32989616 Page 15

SUBJECT:

. bandled by letter.

B Nt M s g e e gea. " N
e T I A e BT g S

-

* OPHONAL 011 NO, 10

" HAY 1962 OITION 1010~108
, G3A GIN, 2KG. NO. 3, AR
~ UNITED STATES GOV a MENT

Memorandum

prepared containing similar instructlons, applicable to all

Mr. €. D. DeLoach paTE:  6/26/70 R 16
R e T 'Amlmummmn o Anuw
W. C. Sullivan T +HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED
' ,\ D= %0 S w4
~ - e ) :
LIAISON WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE ' -

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

It is possible that other field offices have working-
level -contact with the CIA offices in their territories. If
jthe Dircctor desires,; similar instructions will be issued to
tthen, ;

ACTION: o !

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

: , !
%,

/)W s ¥ . l

(2) 1f the Director desires, an SAC Letter will be

I offices. o w— . .

. ¢ +
R LA »

e

|

Thzs doczcment 8 prepared in response to yom' re uest an iseomet.

mﬁﬁcgﬁgugg ZIO% ?’;:mm*tgeet Its uset rg lgmteqd to offgc:;f;:o’;?edfngs by
ttiee a e conlent may not be diselo 30

7%} without the express approval of the FBI . mﬁtOMMMMMMMﬂw”
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Response to SSC request, Appendix C, Part I
Item number 9
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G Harch 2, 1970
¥

S P

vy, J. dear Hoover:
Pirector .
Federal Bureau of Investigation DR

iasiiington, D, G, ; =SE E“' ayé{mSIFIED BYW&

£ “2_, " et

=™

Denr iir, Hoover:

| WO

T ask th-t you aporove my request to retire from Buresu service -

end, if it is convenient, to hnve this retiremgnt become effective,@?ﬁ}}

. . Vit 3
For °9ver°1 weeks I have been giving this matler sericus ih -ugh?

bc"ﬂn guestioning my canabiliiy to bring ab-ut o better coordin-
fort directed agsinst fbrc*"n intelligence L~rrevs, DlILLC”1“”‘j
the Comrimist~Bloc, I have always aimed ior CﬂrfOCUl(h, but I
ind that the desired resulis are being achieved, Tor »lmost 18

! vecrs I have handled on assignwent during a veriod of turbulent, hectic,
§ 'nd controversial develovments in the area of Internal Security - U, S,

H; ﬁ‘b“

1 gnue131g nce, It uas mest challenging, verysrewarding, but also punish-
| i Because of this deer involvement T now realize that I have bedly

ner]ccUru ny respensibilities as a fataer and-husband, Vith the bti«e T
may have left T would like to give my family thé attention it rightlfunlly
:deserves, \\\;\
l Tt would be mosL Gisiionest ol me Li 3 dididl Cobonl v bie -
cent events which have led to the severance of direct liailscen witn ine
Central Intelligence Agency., Since I have been the principal Burasu cle-
i ment in the day to day relaiions betrreen the organlzanlons, it hias bzen
l my resvonsibiliby to anticipste problems, move in on the situation, and
2ot Bureon interasts in ~n officient -=nd effective wrmmer, I tnve re-
'“'€uc¢ ry position in this latest devclopment, and I certainly wust share
responsibility for the tragic turn of events, I believe that I miedl have
' icnvlo od better nerception by following developments in Denver wmore clozely,

N
e L]

iL deeply regret this. I do not like to fail., I do not like io locge.

T have teen involved in inte;ligence operaticns dating back to
ovr S.L.S, hlgtorj, and I think T can speak with sorie suwthority in rlat-
ing that never in cur nistory has this nation becn feced with rre~ier se-
curity threats from commumist intelligence services who, throuph unolice
state organizations, nave developed vnusually sephisticobed cap-bilities
1o strike at our vvlnerabilities of a democrrtic and free s-cicly, A

continuing and rriority.target of the Bloc is to penetr-te and svlit or
disrupt our internal security nnd intelligence organizations., Contrary o
“he terpo of the tizes many yo~rs ago, there is hardly an intplliirncc on-~
er~tion or an internal security case whicn does nob have direct oo in’irect
“international ranilicstions, The course of events and the hirhly r"nﬂb1e
effectiveness of Cermunis b~b100 intelligence cervices have dlsced

ing burdens on us and have neceéssitated close working relations ?‘
nilitery intellipence services and other azencies, The cowplex n-uire oif
rany cases, the rapid means of travel -ud commmicatbien, the "d- 1' cecur-
cuce of emergency type political developients in varicus narts ol \qg.
+rovdld have warranted direct liaison with epproxinaioly twenby Cli ollic-

4

tialg on a daily bacis, In addition, thére rre abeut thirty cfii

rcontocted with lcwor Trequency, The =uy ﬁ&}i dN ALLn ﬁ&%ﬁITY INF ORM ATION

Unauthorized Disclosure
65994 Docld:32989616 Page 17 SE FF Subject to Criminal Sanctions
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o

Intellizence Roard ond Whs sub-corrilt@eheishich covm{ittcr' such as
hondling ot defectrrs, Asvelorient ofl comnuler wrorralis, leaks of clossi-

fied inforasiicn and “rodiction of intellicence studies, OQur Los-l Si-
taches have rcason, to conitact CLy on a regular b"‘]u,‘lnd althoush it 7as
been a smnll velurme of business, the line of comunicition betweecn our de-
mestic offices ond leeal CIA rewmresent-tives has been dOfLﬂLLOlJ nseiul,

The daily business with CI4 relates to hundreds oi cases pert-ining
actlvntle -of all, Co;:1n10t~n10c services, the no LOAL, Black Hnticnnl-
ists, the Corunmist Farty ~nd ;e;axcl orgn nlzaunons, and politienl crices

! .in areas such &8 alcuﬂ&ﬂ, the =iddle ¥ast, »nd latin America. Theorciic-
‘ally, 21l business c~uld be k~ﬂalea by ‘Awl, bus iror a procticsl tﬁ':a-
'poino such a vrocedure will lend, to unb elicveole cnaos. There will :
a]mosU insarrountadle ooﬂt cles 1f sre to discharge our duties in ¢
resn sible manner ~nd if ve ~re to coanLcr a relentless cney in ire
interest of nati-nal eC‘rltf Becausc interests of other agencies -re
 frequently intertwined with -cases involving the Bureau and CIA, the breai
in #BJ.CIA liaison will adversely affect our liaiSon with such =agencies,

I think you will skhzre my alarm over the consequences once iie
word is recet ived by the ! troops“ in all Uy S. aghncies that FBI and 71
no longer have any lizison., Unfo: Lnn“uelg, there 1L oe individuals o
will malicicusly disfort and misinterpret the true fact vithin a short
period, there will be stories in the vress, and worst of ~1l the Corrz-
nist-5loc ecrvices will uic- up a ch01ce entree for the promotion of sub-
tle, skilliunl_end extrenely barmful disruntion. I om absolutely convinces
that the intelligence services of Orest Britain, France, west Germany ~nd
others are avml penetrated by the Soviets, I can't beliewe that the Fhil.
bys, the Blakes, the ilcer Hisses were the last of the nenc rztimn». kA
mention this bCC"Uue il such penetr-tions exist, the break in relrtions
betyeen the ¥BI and CIA will provide a.basis for promoting further riis
This is the first time in our history thot such an event hns oceurred, -
it is difficult to believe that the enewmy will not make every effort ‘o
reap the grestest profit vossible. Brieily, kir. Hoover, I hnove too much
respect for you and our F3I to ex rpose us to a potentially disastrous situ-
_atlon° - :
Although the Denver incident is a blight on the rel-tions te-
tween the B3I and CIA, it would dve most wnfair of me not to comment on
the dedicated and seliless efforts of nwmercus individuals in CIZ who
strived for honest and harmonious relaticns. As a resulbt of their en-
deavors there have been many services nerformed in benﬁlf of the Bures:
including novable and cubstanding n~ccomplishments, Ve have been furnisied
- sources, 1nlcrn«nts, solid ‘broductive cases, tecnnlcal advice and ecui
ment, ond there have been insts ncas of cooperation waich led to subsirn-
tigl saving of Bureau funds,. There 2lso have been cxamples of alertness
on the part of CIi employes dh’Ch nrevented Bureau ccermission of errors
and -averted erbarrassrient., Among some of the more significant ex~rnles
of cooperation I cite the excellent #nd badly neecded assistmnce of CLi
in the Rudolph ibel case, I also refer to the Agency's droviding us with
one of the oetuer criminal informanis we have hnd in recent ycars in th

person of NAME I enly refer to the foregoing to cmphasi
that, if at 211 possible; we sheould preserve the good friends and the
supporters of the Bureau, {E : T?

A5

It is recornized tihnt one c¢~n also present a bill of parvic-
ulars relating te cxnrnles of pcer cooperation and delibernte skuldue-

E.Nﬂtﬁﬂﬁg?ﬁgbkhﬁéﬁﬁﬁhﬁf?%ggpﬁfiffor tnese in CJA vho disrupnted relations betvwicen




e Lo neencice heess S e Med-for ncaioﬂ&; Goge  fotiece veyo e

Lrew
ative iden, mnt Lived B0 Lhe errers of vire do.tc. ved vvﬂnln Froelicue
thay an ronoat #ad thor o" 1 oorsndnetion will yoevend ot the nreseace of
such Lypes at bhe »roo eat blre is neelicibie or Lhelr influastee ic - Y-oast

0.>10L01v nostralined,  Tnforivnniely, Cii atso belicves thet in i“h
past vedid not alyevs net in o ferthvigiot soamer, and the Arcencey undobite
cdly culd-pre: oi grac"ﬂ:cc" You may not veelize tneb o e
years ogo ve enjougd G UOUT TENT vohen arone 0T emoloyes, e woere wnnre
actoriced ns being doviors »nd Liere was a dacidad ~iwosphere of ristrast
Hapoily, tial is nel the sigacitlion teday, & am confident-ti-d
into ooy scrrqnt of CIL. nere ondabroad, and you uill find thet #deliiy,
Bravery, ond incersly related to the ¥BY, ‘fThe probvlens in

past yorrs nr@nnerV nrdsq irom r"oo71e fably podry cowramicatiod anong in-
Lerested ~-rties. Mits coizmmication nas boen grostly luproved Lecsuse of
the effcrts of runy dedicated neop 10 Jevertheless, there is roain for
improverent, In owr own suresu trere are nuserous officials and ewmloyes

who hove little or no knovlcdge of the backsround znd tae princi “1c3 or

the Eationzl Sgenrity Ach of 1947 and of the Hational Security Courci,

Diroctiv In addition, Bhesc sane weople have a vague concepition of

the objeciives and fancticns of on *nucllgroncm Off°nlnﬁolLu, 3in Ll*fly,

within L:. *§c1e are very m~u, ihose concerdion of "o ¥BI, its Juric-

diction, its objicciives, its law enforcerant character, is srocking ot
ous

lc.
Tand

t

times. Sromend nrosress has bsen made
RS ) ,

but it is not oasy 10 hInrson-
jously coordinaie the opernticns of an orpanis

sation designed to onexr-he

i
3 3 ? e ~ BRI I B e - » * e
in a clendestine rannexr with an wihien 15 1010«71} a law cn;orcen
< SN s g o ~y o ST
‘m””‘!. 1“"’: 3 RS \’- .'_i:.‘.‘.\ . ) Tis LHIGL Luihs v wlLU I.)"l\, use our re ._.cl. [CER ‘.)“-‘JQJ.P

is sLlLl colosed of “(he incident potentially can de-

stroy years of constructive effor
ir, Hoover, I resmectinlly recuest tu 't you rcconsider the
decision to sever liaisen with the Centrsl Tntelligence Agency, I apweal

Lo you to leave the door oven for furbaer ¢ cliberstion because I am con-
fident thic cownilict can be satisfccborily resolved, I believe thot my
removal froni the scene »rovides the cpporvanity to appoint anctber s zent
who will licasure up Lo your Gesired cropabilities ond who will be able to
rapidly resolve the $rob“cr s7ith 2 new and Tresh approsch, It is a bood
time to roecumine our relations with CIA and to mzke adjustments satis-
fTactory to »ou,

.

I sincercly regret that this situation arose, since I readily
appreciate you are DUPOC”Od 2ith ao meny heavy responsibilities, Yrt 1
fecl that I had 2 firm oblization z2nd dubty to cormmunicate with you be-

cause of the very “"ﬁre of vy assignrent these many years and becanse
of my involveient in this controversial case,

¥y vears with the Bure~u gave me mere satisfrction then snyone
can imagine, You would have to lmow me betlter to aporeciate this, I
want to assure you thirt wherever I go or whatever 1 do 1 will be prenared
to be of service in any cause which involves the sreservation of a strong
and respected I'BI, .
Sincerely yours,

¢ 2 l ,45"k< /// 4

Sam Papich

@Eﬁaaf
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( " UNITED STATES G FRNMENT

- Memoran®um .

o s

to : Mr.C.D, DelLoach paTE: March 5, 1970
. - C ‘ g &15 Oﬂm‘.&‘iw
. FROM : f ¥. C. Sullivz{n ﬁf't_,'f.x\* @ m‘ 331‘3 1’ : . —— "

: ¢ iﬁ“ﬁjzgﬁﬁlijﬂ
. . . 3 PATS, .
supjecT: LRELATIONSHIPS wrrzj: CIA - _
Attached is a memorandunm dlctated by Special Agent
Sam J, Papich in response to the Director's request for the
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."”

- A list identifying the cases and outlining the proble=xs
involved has been prepared by Paplcﬁddxils attached to the
memorandum. A review of the 25-page document reveals that it
contains several instances in which CfA has registered its-

. dissatisfaction and could conceivably renew its complaints, .
znd ‘athars in whiech nreasumably CIA had no knowledse of Rurean
action and has made no complaint.

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

i
. This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi-
‘mation outside your Committee. Its use i3 limited to officia’ proecedings by

syour Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized persons
ndzm&mﬁthammwwew@wmdofﬁm}ﬂﬂ
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TO * The Director

FROM : Sam J, Papi¢h | - \65’6695;9,&;, -J’sz/?/%’)
1 o : o . PECLASSIFIED B,

SUBJECT: RELATIONS WITH CIA . : o 1 8419 f&wm-

DINHAS N0 O

- ;,,.-E’:::; - ma‘m £916-100 . _ . X
- ’“UN}}E};SEI”A TES G. .\\MENT %%ﬂ - . \
M emamna’um - )

DATE: March 3, 1970

F“M‘ cg Reyigw DF 6/3/4‘/

: 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

~sunderstanding that you want such grievances identified. There
EQ:is enclosed herewith a llst of cases-br situiations which arose

m}Epver the years,

. 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 F¥BI contributions to the
foreign intelligence effort, What CIA may have compiled over the i
years is unknown. What situations are krown to CIA and have not
come to our attention cannot be answered at this time., I am
thinking of leaks including distorted information which may have
been passed to CIA from ex-Bureau employees and CIA informants

.and sources,
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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 relztionship between the

two agencies up to the recent crisis was never better despite
the problems which have arisen from time to time. I am conifiident
that a thorough and impartial examination will conclusively

- support the foregozng.

— In order that there may not" be any misunderstanding, it
is important to emphasize that the Bureau can also produce an
extensive list of justified grievances, We can also produce an
excellent record of suppert which we have given CIA; presumably
CIA could do the same. There are ingredients for continuing
conflict and there is also adegquate machinery for maintaining
sound working relations and producing bazdly needed intelligence

information,
NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION’

Classified by Py e
Exempt from Categozfm__it—;%. St Unauthorized Disclosure
Suhﬁmtfm*ﬂnnnnaISandmnm

Date of Dec, Gsificaliqn In

;..-.../
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‘__Pﬂcmorandum to thye Director »I{f
RE: RELATIONS YWWH CIA (VAR

ST

) § 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 conifront

; any problem or issue with another agency, very often working with
‘ very limited information, .It is expected that the Bureau Agent
carry out his insgtructions forcefully and efficiently. He nust
be prepared to handle all types of personalities under various
conditions. He must be alert for pltfalls 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 offjcial 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 -.included
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 include
; the Director of the Agency. When I lectured to CIA personnel
A over the years 1 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
c¢an only refer, to the records of the Bureau and CIA and I believe
the Bureau's position is most favorable., I dontt think CIA has
ever transmitted a letter of protest to the Bureau during the
I eighteen years during which the Agent handled the assignment,

% ACTION:

Por inform;tion;
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* "CASES AND/OR SITUATIONS :
INVOLVING CONFLICTS WITH THE '
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)

(1) MOCASE (THE BORIS MORROS CASE) .-

This was -a sensitive Soviet-espionage case
which originated in 1943 and terminated for the most
part in 1857. 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 operationg 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, thiey 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 |
not disseminate our reports to CIA because of the :

had been greatly handicapped in effectively carrying out
the leads ih 1957 because the leads were given to the
Agency at the same time that the case was publicized.
The Agency argued that the failure of the Bureau to
coordinate with CIA those French aspects of the case
permitted the French, rather than the U. S., to play a
dominating role in Europe.

oL ASSIFIED BY M_SLD,LQQL

US0LA bS*r‘i’ QN {
(3¢ 31905 m ath
(\M/ CER ﬁqu MRN GLth g 122
AL INPORMATLON CONT ’\"‘f""‘
UEREIN IS UFETASSIFIER
xl}IEa?.S SHOWN ORHER NI,
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B “ng extreme sensitivity of the case, We actually did not
~ ;3_3; permit CIA to handle. any investigations relating to 'af

gg = the HOCASE until 1957, :
SEq e

EEEBx In 1957, CIA complaimed that it certainly had

élf"”“g; every right to have received the information earlier
& o U because many aspects of the MOCASE pertained to CIA

@g 5 enployees and operations., " CIA further argued that it
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"With regard to dealing with the ¥rench, we
tock 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 dgo 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 Segurity Council Direc-
tives., CIA will maintain that® it is'«incumbent upon the
Bureau to recognize the provisions of the National Security
Act of 1947 and the Directives. The Agency would argue
that in the HOCASE. these were ignored by the Bureau.

| SENSITIVE oW €oW6__OPERATION

’\PﬁﬂtT . .-
sl‘:..xmu
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SENSITIVE ONGOING OPERATION (continued from page 2 and 3)

(3) THE ABEL CASE

-3 ’ .y * * J‘ .
’
~‘ ' ,
. .

. 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
ClIA 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,. NAME . because CIA took
the full responsibility for moving NAME from PLACE
jto the U, S, in 1957, CIA claims it took the risk and
rresponsibility 0f doing this after the Bureau declined
to become involved in any operation designed to transport
‘NAME 1to the.U. S. 1t should be noted that NAME
was an alcoholic and that his first contacts with CIA

in PLacE raised questions concerning NA /£ mental
Istability,. - . o

After NAME arrived in the U, S., we
arranged access to him for a period, the purpose of
which was to obtain 2 complete story of his intelli-
gence activities in the U, S. and we were particularly
interested in identifying all of his associates, es-
‘Ipecially the man who later was identified as Rudolph
bel, After a short handling period in the U, S., we
dropped NAME because he became a problem, It was
extremely critical‘'situation because we had not yvet
dentified Abel. CIA agreed to take the responsibility °
;)tor the carrying and safeguarding of NAME but we

ua4—
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were given free access to this difficult source, ' This
was & moSt fortunate arrangement-as far as'CIA was con-
cerned, because this adjustment gave us the time to work
with AAME and subsequently develop the leads which
‘}Jled to the apyrebension of Abel, The Agency has main-
tained that it was largely responsible for making
‘absolutely certain that NMAME was mentally and
physically prepared for testimony at.the Abel trial.
MANE was a key witness. CIA has. also referred to
the bheavy expenses ingurred by the Agency, all for the
benefit of the Bureau. CIA has complained that the -
|Bureau never really thanked the Agency for its coopera-
tion and CIA has been particularly irked becaused the
lBureau did not see fit to inform the.Attorney General
or the White House of the role played by CIA,

“ /VAME OF SUBJ'ECr _' RS

e .. &

Pl b

e« . In July, 1953, Senatov MAME sought

to subpoena NMAHE AVD OCCURATIW £0

testify bhefore the Senator's Committee, MAME claimed !
that w~AHME alleged communist activities were clearly i
documented. The most seriodus allegation was that =
had LDENTLF¥FING, UATA

A1l of this was publicized..- The information set forth
in the newspapers emanated from a Bureau report. CIA
blanned to charge the Bureau with leaking the information
. [to- Senator MVAHE . CIA officials held numerous con-
ferences concerning the matter but charges were never
tmade against the Bureau. What information CIA has on -
this ‘particular item is not known but the Agency did

&now that we maintained liaison with w~Kayx Committee,

- e

o -

t
§
-3 .
(5) BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION CONCERNING
1 o In May, 1954, Allen Dulies raised the question
conceraing the propriety of FBI dissemination of information

. '‘lcopcerning NAME This information had been fur-
. ijnished to us by HAME a former off:.c:.al of the
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(6) BUREAU HANDLING OF CIA

A
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{Department of Labor, When interviewed by us, VAME
made-several accusations against CIA. We disseminated
the information to the White House, the Attorney General,
and some data also went to the State Department. Dulles
took theposition that by disseminating derogatory in-
formation concerning his Agency, he had been placed on -
the spot because the = NAME . data was not the
complete storys In the past, CIA informally referred

to this as anfinstancg of very unfair conduct on the part
of the Bureau, ‘ ’ : .

REQUESTS FOR TOURS
FOR_FOREIGN OFFICIALS

« A - ’--’

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,
mony of the vigiters left most disappointed because they
had not had any ceontact 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
visitors would view our facilities normally seen by the

ublic and nothing more, CIA was so informed but
Eeriodically indicatéed that our policy prevented the

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

T It should beemphasized that for the past several
years there would not be any basis for any formd complaint
.with regard to Bureau treatment of  foreign officials coming
lto the U. S. under CIA sponsorship. The personal attention
.1given to such officials by NAME and
: other officials and Supervisors in the Domestic Intelligence
lDivision has been outstanding and benefits have accrued to

: the Bureau. These visitors have gone back to their native
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* countries with far better impressions than in the
past. In addition, we have learned more about these
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) (s - S ce L - o
(7) Jc1a[-{DuTcH] INTEREST IN SOVIET ESPIONAGE ACTIVITY
- \w /,'” "_ .

In 1965, the(éﬁtch Internal Security Serviqgl(§>
'(:) was in the process of investigating -individuals in
S ollandf who allegedly’ ad been engaged in Soviet-espionage
. {activity. TheE@utch ranted to have certain individuals
| in the U, S. interviewed and approached [CI1Af*o make

. inquiry at the;ﬁureau. At that timejvour Telations
By

wit theﬁiﬁ: ad been practically nonexistent because
the'Dutch) had failed to homestly deal’with us in the
=lcase of WNAME AN |DEVTIFFING DATA who liad been
clandestinely collecting i Zelligence at the National
Security Aggncy. when[CIAV2approached us, we -told
he Agengzﬁihat the DutcH could submit their request
rough-diplomatic channels. We subsequentl told%ﬁ}é]lg)
we would not handle the, interviews for the [PutchM9We
stuck to our positiod.BzﬁiA;surrendered bd¥) felt that
we were impairing their efforts to gather information
} . oncerning Soviet-esplonage activities in Europe.

- (8)  Two WNAMES

- e
LA

MNAME TIOENTIFVING
‘ T TTUPATA T, during World War Ii, established a
T “private intelligence network, operating throughout the
world but primarily in Europe, His sources included
any number of Buropean exiles who came to the U, S.
¥hile 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 CIA. pMAME
" established contact with the Bureau through one of
" his subordinates, NAHE who periodically called
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. on us and furnished information which- WNWAME felt
was of interest to us, This dissemination through
NAHE continued during the period of
. relationship with CIA. We never informed CIA that we
were receiving such information which also was of
interest:-to the Agency. It is possible that _
had given the same data to CIA but we do not know. CIA
and WNMAME clashed and the relationship was severed
i in an atmosphere of severe bitterness, In the_ last )
years of its dealings' with ~A#E - -[Rhe Agency) had . (s
successfully penetrated the latter's organization and
@llegedly had identified many of -the sources, CIA
hinted to the Liaison Agent that it had become aware

P

'3 of the relationship between WNMAME " organization
| and the Bureau, How much CIA really learned about
3 °  this relationship is not known but if its penetrations

were significant, the Agency may have developed evidence
to justify a charge that the Blreau krad withheld infor-
mation from CIA, particularly when we were receiving

the data from an organization which- was[i;nanced by

the. AgenciE]@{) . R

P

i (9) -COMMISSION ON THE ORGANIZATION OF THE v
EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF THE GOVERNHEWT

(Herbert Hoover Comm1551on.- 1954)

In October, 1954, # task force of the captioned

. Commission initioted a survey of CIA's operations under
the leadershipci . VAME - : In MONTH , 1955,
\ we wore advised by a representative of the task force
v that Senator ANAME , had furnished the group a

1ist 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 £latly told the Agency
Tto 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 pred1cated on a knowledge
-Ithat we maintained liaison with the Senator's Commlttee.
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(10) INTERNAL SECURITY LEADS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES

During the 1950's, we gave our Legal Attaches
pumerous leads stemming from internal security cases in
the U, S.. In many instances we did not see fit to
notify CIA although the Agency always maintained that
you could not separate !"internal Security"” from '"counter-
intelligence,' namely a lead in Frapce pertaining to a
communist in the U. S. warranted advising CIA, if not,
at least asking the Agency to handlé 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 betause of the sensitivity

of the matter., How many such exceptions are krnown to
CIA cannot be established from our fjles; however, we
should bheor in mind that.when our Lepgal Attacher invese—. .
tigate, they contact many of the same foreign officials
normally contacted by CIA, How many of these foreign
officials are CIA informants,or on the Agency payroll,
is unknown,

(11) BUREAU OPERATIONS IN CUBA -

. We operated informants in Cuba when we had a
Legal Attache's Office in Havana. Informants reported
on activities of communists and other subversives in
that country. During the period we operated these
informants, we did not coordinate our operations with
CIA., VWe did not advise the Agency that we had such
sources., However, in 1960, after Castro’. came on the
scene, it became infeasible to handle certain informants
in 2 secure manner, Approval was granted to turn certain
informants over to CIA.. What these informants may have
subsequently told CIA about past Bureau operations is
unknown., This item is being cited in the event CIA had
evidence to establish that we had been operational in
Cuba and had not coordinated with the Agency pursuant
to Directives.

- LA ' N Loee .
, SthEY e
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BUREAU OPERATIONS IN BRAZIL -

In YEAR the U, S. Ambassador in Brazil accused
our Legal Attache of engaging in uncoordinated covert
intelligence activity "of a nature which I believe
exceeds his terms of reference,' The Ambassador further
indicated that CIA was unhappy over -the Legal Attache's
activities and the Agency allegedly -had told the Ambassador
that the Legal Attache had disseminated information from
& source who was a fabricator or a provocator, This
situation arose as a result of the Legal Attacheks
operation of an informant in CBr'azi sY$JSome of the
information that he received from the informant was (&
of a derogatory nature and related to a[Brazilian)who
was being touted as a Preszdentlalscandldate. CIA

. asked for the identity of the ‘Ynformant and we told

(13)

™~

the Agency that the person.could not be identified

because he did not wish that his identity be disclosed.

This case is being cited because_CIA may have evidence - (§)
that we had been operational 1n[§r3211 had not coordi-
nated pursuant to Directives, and that the matter was
further aggravated because of the alleged unreliability

of the information,

BORDER COVERAGE

~ 'INVOLVES SENSITIVE METHODS AND TECHNIQUES
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SENSITIVE METHODS AND TECHNIQUES
o : \
(Continued from page 10)
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(14) CodE NAME

e . S S .ot

In May, YéAR the Buyeau's'.double Agent in the

. captioned case was advised by (his Soviet contac{ﬂ that he (s>
was to bave a meeting in PLACE . ‘during the period
.. DKTE A question arose as to whether CIA
~ should be inrormed concerning the doupble Agent’s travel
to Prasg it was recommended and apprqoved that we
not advise CIA, .

e e 20 *

What is important here is that CIA established
contact with our double ageat at one point., The Agency
may have had further contact without our knowledge. _ The
. Agency may have also picked up the contact with the[Soviet](s)
< - in PLACE " The case is being highlighted since we
“  cannot exclude the possibility that the Agency has evidence
to demonstrate that we were operational in ALACE and we
did not coordinate with the Agency.

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

On September 25, 1958, CIA inquired if WMang
"ecould give a lecture on the communist movement
in the U, S. It was recommended that WNAue give the _
lecture, Such lectures were being afforded in other parts
- 0% the Government, The Director made the notation "We
. cannot make MNMAME available to this outfit." The
} Agency accepted this as an affront and a blatant refusal

\ :
l . SEQF.
. -, ve o@ o <. D . A e, o B R apens . TR e seer s o . - P e e L.
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' to- cooperate on .a most important subject of interest
to both agencies.

-

W, =y = —y

*

(16) CASE OF WNAME
On July 9, 'Y84% an official of the State
Department -.confidentially advised the Bureau that

’ NAME . a CIA employee in pPLACEZ , had been
! involved in an affair with a ropmen girl., According
{ to NAME allegedly had furnished information
to the ropficw girl., We checked with the State Department
and CIA and we confirmed MARE .. ‘involved in-
an affair and that he had been reca.l’l,ed. According to
CIA and State Department, there was.no indication that
MAME involved in any espionage against the
U. S. CIA gave consideration to requesting the Bureau

to iGenilify 1ils suvurce and then changed its mind., -

Whether CIA has docunented this as an instance where

the Bureau failed to cooperate by not voluntéering the

source is a matter of conaecture but,- it is a case that

should be kept in m:.nd. _ ' 1

(A7) pAnE oF CASE

In April, 1963, we became: involved with CIA in
that Agency, efforts to col;ect sensitive information
' prelating to, z{-oﬂﬁ./du Governmentﬁ»lntentlons to conduct -

*

_. source, WAME - who was in a position to make

'y available highly 1mportant ﬁ&teﬂﬁdocments. On April 11,

: 1863, CIA informed us that’ Bur Legal Attache in PLACE had
locally contacted "CIA concerhing-this matter, CIA Hend-
quarters was hlghly disturbed because its office in PLACE
had not been cut in on this operation and the Agency wanted

| to be informed regarding the rature and the extent of our

dissemination of CIA informationm to our Legal Attache, We

k] -
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. determined that  the Legal Attache had made inquiries in
X PLACE in response to leads which had been sent from Bureau

' “Headquarters. This matter is being highlighted because
it was a vitally important operation to CIA and the Agency
rw.'had received 1ndlcat10ns that information had been leaked

h

R toffbmﬂ&u authorltieé?’rWe have no evidence or reason to
, believe that the Lewdu Attache Office ever involved itself
in any such leak. However, we should not, under any cir-
} " cumstances, discg %nt the fact that. CIACﬁas penetrated
\vFoﬁ'ElGJ/ services a d has.had access t0 sensitive information
v in PLACE The oﬁé/@&énave always had an outstanding. cap-
4a_ ability of tappln phones and installing microphones in
" _PLACE  Such coverage oa U. S. officials, including their
re81dences, should never be excluded, " The information we
N had conveyed to our Le 21 Attache p0531b1y may have been
~~ acquired by the@gwﬁs/Geéthrough clandestine coverage., CIA
5 possibly could chaxrge s with Jhandling their. sensitive
. - 4nformation in an insecure manner by';ransmltting it to
d

v e v—————"

[

-

etpet
e

“PuAvE without conferring with the Agency. oy
Jhv

In connection witih alleaedgﬁoﬁ‘é/gglc"p’o:‘_:’.gG
activity in the U. S., CIA has never béen Satisfied with
the efforts made by the Bureau., - The Agency possibly could -
take the position that we looked lightly at the allegations
and did not pursue a matter whlch in their eyes, merited

& more aggressive approach

]
"

S Ge For some time, CTA has held to a position that
" theyEoRElcV Intelligence Service* VAME As penetrated by _ -
© the[SovietsYS)The Agency has pointed out that if theg%M¥yé4/g,
are collecting sensitive information in the U, S., F
product is ‘ending up 1nfjoscowtm51n January? 1964, we fab
reviewed the status of our investigation ofvﬂm%f&uvinteln»r
ligence activities in the U, S. The Directoi comrented
#I think this whole thing has been imaginary on the part
of CIA which has been played as a sucker by WNAME *
I would waste no more time on it at least until all CIA
restrictions are removed.,'" CIA did impose restrictions
by not permitting us to.pursue certain leads because it
feared that its sensitlve source would be Jjeopardized.

Ec‘ﬁzrj |
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{18) 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

1 references to CIA, CIA subsequently identified the
\ author as NAEME a former CIA employee., CIA
\ investigation indicated that WmAME - was obtaining his
information from former CIA Agents. In checking on
MAME, CIA identified some of his friends who were
listed as waAME . former member of the Senate
Internal Security Subcommittee; and WMAME former
Assistant to the Director. The Liaison Agent was unable
to develop any additional information as it might have
3 pertained to WNAME in this.particylar matter, CIA
may have additional data not revealed,

o~ e

,

(19) TRAVEL OF BUREAU INFORMANTS TO CUBA

»

In September, 1965, we received information
indicating that onedof our informants on the Mexican border
was in a position to travel- to Cuba. A question was raised
concerning CIA interest in this matter, if the informant
made the trip., It was recommended and approved that we
not advise CIA concerning the identity of the informant
or his trip to Cuba. . -

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

(20) 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
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“from CIA. We did not obtain clearance from CIA for
the inclusion ofthis information in our monograph.
Clearance approval was not obtained because of the
urgency of the document, CIA was irritated because
it considered our action a distinct violation of the
thigd agency rule, The Agency never made any protest,

(21) BUREAU INFORL TANTS IN Pl.j}c.é -

In 1966,and 1967, we were operating informants
in _PrAce At the 1nceptlon of our operational ac-
tivity, CIA was not informed.. In one case, we finally
were able to effect the necessary arrangements with CIA
whereby the Bureau would be permitted to run the informant
in Pamecs  , 1In the second instance, we established an
agreement with CIA in October,” 1967, +that we could con-
tinue handling an informant ink.FkAgé » with the under-
standing that the Bureau Agent, on the occasion of each '(s>
visit, would cemfer with [fhe local CIA officg) on political
information collected from the iniormant. These two cases
had all the makings of a conflict, CIA was ynder the
definite impression that we had been running these
informants before w ad finally coordinated with them,

) 1t is true that GhefCIA Chied in PLACE was much
incensed but. no issue was made at CIA Headquarters and
themtter was put to rest,

" CIA may have developed concrete evidence that
we were operating in PLaCE_  bearing in mind that in
a plage such as PLACE ., it would not be difficult
for a CIA intelligence officer to spot an FBI Agent in
contact with Fefeiewérs . Our potential vulnerability is
that we were operating in PLACE without coordinating
with CIA,

" (22) CODE WAME
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CURRENT SENSITIVE OPERATION. - :
Coritinued from page 15 e \

(23) HARRASSMENT OF CIA
. : . e

By letter dated November 15, 1967, CIA inguired
i£ the Bureau would check the toll calls on the home
-telephone of one NMAME " who was harrassing
CIA in the Miami area. WNAHE .allegedly was seeking
“dinformaticr ccncerning the Agency's covert operations,
.We told CIA that we would not check the toll-calls. Ve
explained that on the basis of the information received,
there was not sufficient information to Jjustify investigation
fa2lling within theBureau's jurisdiction. CIA accepted

. our response but there is no doubt that theAgency
| characterized our position as a concrete example of
refusal to help a sister agency with a problem relating
to the security of U. S. intelligence operations.

<

(24) __sewsitwve Docvmenr

CIA became very irked when we restrlcted

d:lssemination of our SEMSITIVE DOCuMEVT ] 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 nade an dfficial issue of this matter. The
Liaison Agent is confident that CIA 41ways conSLdered this

- an uncooperative gesture on ouxr part,.

.
- 16 -
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-{25) ESTABLISHMENT OF BUREAU LIAISON WITH
- IburcH INTERNAL SECURITY SERVICE] - 1960

In Januar 1960, our Legal Attache,
traveled- tolﬁblland‘%cr the purpose of exploring arrange-
hF§

ments for liaison with approprlateﬂﬁutc uthorities,
NAME . raised questions, [poifting out that over

the years, all relations with the Dutch authorities had
been handled through CIEfHe indicated that before there
wasg any change in procedure, it would be necessary for
CIA and FBI to come to some form of an agreement, Allen
Dulles subsequently expressed disappointment in that his
Agency had not been contacted by the Bureau prior to
exploring the liaison arrangement, We eventually conferred
with - CIA and came to an agreement satisfactory to all
parties concerned,’ ', T,

- : Again, CIA could cite this as an instance where
we failed to coordinate with the Agency in line with
Rational Security Council Directives.

>

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

(26) BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF COUNTERINTELLIGENCE
INFORMATION TO FOREIGHN SERVICES ~ DaTE

By letter dated DHTE | , CIA raised
dquestions concerning the propriety of Bureau dissemination
Tof counterintelligence information to foreign intelligence
‘services. CIA, at that time, had particular reference to
{\ information Whlch our Legal Attache had transmitted to the
. ;;:ggslc,fﬁlntelllgence Service concerning K68 operations., CIA
, “;took ‘the position that. pursuant to the coordlnating

|
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Directive, the Bureau was obligated to coordinate with

"CIA prior to such dissemination. The particular data

had emanated from one of our sensitive Fefs/¢x4 sources
CoDENAME We responded to CIA by stating that the
information was the product of am internal security
operation and did not relate to any operational activity
abroad, CIA again surrendered. The Agency could argue

~.that it g?s responsible for following Soviet matters
.- with the «Foﬁéw/ Intelligence Service and that we had an

obllgatlon of céordlnatlng with the Agency.

TITLE oF koo BOOK AUTHORED BY
AVTHeR .
. . e ..

In August, 1963, we received information indi-
cating that  AuUTHeR . in the process of gathering
material for a book pertaining to activities of U. S. '
intelligence activities., . AvTHeR contacted
the Bureau. It was recommended that liaison orally advise
CIA that AVTROR preparing a book con-

cerning U, S, intelligence agencies, The Director. noted
"] see no reason doing so.'

It is not known if- CIA was aware of the contact
with the Bureau, AvV7THeA subsequently published the
book which contained extremely derogatory 1nformatlon
concernlng ClA.,

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

s
> . ¥
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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 beneiit to be gained by
loaning an informant on a short or long term basis,

-

o - This item is. being mentioned because Africa
_has become vitally important to U. S.. interest, bearing
in mind that bdth 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,

o ,-' . ,,'
<8

(29) ADVISING THE WHITR HOUSE REGAKDING CRITICISHM
' OF INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS - EUROPE

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

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

(30) THE PRESIDENT'S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY
BOARD AND JOHN MKC CCNE :

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 Iantelligence Advisory
Board. The matter dealt with consideration that might be
given to increasing wire taps on diplomatic establishments.

e SLORET
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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
80 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 1nformatlon had. originated with him. The
record at the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory !
Board was subsequently corrected.

° * . . Y
°

(31) ALLEGED PENETRATIONS OF CIA

. oy
. +
s . -

In February, 1965 Bureau representatives met

with CIA officials and with MAME' to discuss
2llcgations made by WNMAME | 2 Scoviet defector, relative .
to alleged Soviet penetrations of CIA., WNVNAME was

interviewed in detail concerning these allegations. By

letter dated February 26, 1965, we officially advised CIA . s
that there appeared to be no basis at this time for a

full investigation of the individuals involved.

There are offi cials in CIA who continue to be
: seriously concerned about possible penetrations of the
* + Agency and have not discarded MAME'S allegations.

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

(32) VICE PRESIDENT NIXOK'S TRIP TO SOQUTH AMERICA - 1958

»

[

In 1958 Vice President Richard M, Nixon traveled
‘to Latin America durlng 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

N
‘ s
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) to tﬁe trip,

(33)

- and then conferred with

(34)

.} N
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Most of this information came from CIA,

Our letter could be interpreted as raising the question
concerning the quality of CIA's coverage in Latin America.

Xt 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 MAME ANVD

T!iTLE - . CIA, .was attached to Vlce
President Kixon 's staff,

It 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 makzng reference
to CIA's coverage in Latin Amerlca,
/VAHE oF Soa:éa'r

«6

¥

The captioned individual is a criminal infor-
mant wnom we have been utilizing to very significant advan-
tage in New York City. He has been the source of valuable
criminal intelligence and has been a key witness in
prosecutions of cases being handled by the Bureau,
acquired access to MAME through CIA. A covert CIA
operator in New York City had become acquainted with
M#AME saw his potential as a source of criminal intelligence,
N AME CIA., NANME
contacted the Bureau Liaison Agent and asked if the Bureau
was interested. MNegotiations were initiated and we
subsequently acquired the services of yMAME Although
the Agency has never officially made any statement to us,
it has been bitterly disappointed that the Bureau never
acknowledged CIA's assistance which the Agency considered
extremely valuable, '

Ve

EXCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATION

v Por 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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(35)

(36)

—

» ‘ SECRED ®

CIA never made any official protest but informally

" indicated from time to time that the lack of exchange

ip this highly important field was pre3ud1c1a1 to over-~
all intelligence and internal security interests., The
Agency lmplled that we actually were more open with the
British in this general area than we were with CIA,

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

CIA LECTURERS AT BUREAU TRAINING SCHOOLS

CIA has never been able to understand why the
Bureau will not permit CIA personnel to lecture at Bureau
schools or training courses. CIA has felt that through
& careful selection of lecturers, the Agency could make
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

<4 nTAt -~ 4 PR
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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,

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 fa;lure 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.. ¥uch' of it is of 'a 'political nature. and
& vital portion-pertains to scientific developments, military
capabilities of “foreign countries, and intentions of foreign
countries, Positive intelligence is rot only important
as 1t concerns the communlst-bloc countries but also
the non-bloc nations,

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

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

In pPATE = , CIA requested the Bureau to
install technical surveillances at the offices and temporary
(_s) residences of- tonoﬁélGE Government officials visiting the
U. S, Pursuant to instructions, CIA was told to seek the
authority of the Attorney General, The Director stated
that he did not want CIA utilizing FB1 as a channel.

9‘.,‘._. ._--qla.. .-.,..,...'. ..-,‘,:-:.o-.ﬁsgam -0 L <. e
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» In the same month, CIA inquired if the Bureau
. would reestablish technical surveillance coverage on
NAME: who CIA felt was a key figure in the
oy Aransmittal of scientific intelligence data to the
# - FOREIN Intelligence Servicg.- We declined to reinstitute
vy o the coverage, CIA considerég the matter important because
of its relationship to the PLACE : :

.
i~
N

On October 21, 1968, wé told CIA that future
requests from.CIA fon technical surveillance coverage
should be transmitted by the Agency directly to the -
Attorney General,

CIA has never made any official comment or
protest but it has considered the afore-mentioned action
by the Bureau as unfriendly and uncooperative. The Agency
has locked to the Bureau ’as the lggical point of contact and
as the only organization having the %esources and capabilities
. of adequately determining if such coverage is even feasible,

" (38) MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS

The Liaison Agent recalls fragments of other
sltuations or conflicts which occured over the years and
which resulted in the voicingof CIA displeasure or criticism.
The Agent cannot recall the .names of the cases which is

. necessary to acquire the required data., There was one
- 1instance early in the 1950's which involved information
’ received from a source of unknown relizbility charging
Allen Dulles with having been 2 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,

. M
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There also have been instances, but cases
cannot be recalled, where we included CIA information
in Bureau Teports but CIA had requested that the information
not be passed outside oi the Bureau. CIA never protested.

+
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0 - : Mr.. C. D. Deloach ; DQT& March ilL 1970
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?‘ROM : W. C. Sullivafy Ais documeng

J
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0% outside epared ty g
Your, Commytte, ;ZZ Committee, 8”}’;’ ‘;st" !40?4 request and ig yop .
SUBJECT: THMl 7 Wihout the ezpr:fse Content may &bgg l;l”.“tlid to official pm’;‘;:dqwsem&
YECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH C PRIVl of the Fpy "% 0 tnauthorized pirgont
S -
Reference my memorandum 3/9/70 recommending that a
letter be directed to CIA outlining the elements of intelligence

and counterintelligence work affecting the United States.

Purpose of this letter is to protect Bureau by giving CIA.a .

\y, chance to make any comments it may have concerning current 2
y use of sources and facilities affecting both Bureau and CIA.

. Pirector instructed '"Prepare same and let me see it."

e+ - T A A e & o -
DU AW o

"We have prepared letter to CIA Birector Helms in
"line with the foregoing. Letter cites agreement or so-called
“ground rules' drawn up hetween Bureau and CLA in January, 1966,
with regard to coordination of FBI-CIA efforts in collection
‘of positive intelligence in itlie United Stotes. At that time
Vice Admiral Raborn was head of CIA and we are enclosing a

"c_gg}_' of the 1966 agreement for Mr. Helms'! attention.

BY,

ASSIFLIED

ClenFemne

— 5
ALL INFORMATION CONTALNED ™, ” &

HEREIN ]S YNC

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

A primary responsibility concerning internal security of the
‘United States and for conducting counterintelligence operations
here. We have noted that while the Bureau has no statutory
responsibilities concerning collection of foreign intelligence,
_we have made a concerted effort to obtain positive intelligence
of value to other U.S. agencies and policy-making officials

and have regularly furnished the product to CIA and other

. Interested agencies., Letter invites any observations Mr. Helms
\ . may desire to make after reviewing this matter, including the
| © 1966 agreement. . _ '

—

\ f’ A cop)} of the 1966 "sground rgLes"nP&Weeﬁ CIA and the
| Bureau is. attached to this memorandum for the Direcgor's
] information.

+
i

| é‘_&_f_ ION;. If the Director approves, tire=ettached lefter to Helazs

g should go forward.

SECRET MATERIAL ATTACHED d\’@
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January 19, 1966

- 4
4 e
.

1

N . CENTRAL
. OPERQTIO“ iN TR UflTLD T%”BS
‘ (1) CIA will not initiate an 1nvestiaat10n of any

ioreign official in the United States without the concurrence

and cocrdination of the F3I. In

this context,

the tern

”1nv»st1gagzon" means systematic and direct inquiries or
procedures (such as physical or technical surveillances

or nezghbornood inguiries) aiming at developing information
concerning an individual's activities or background;
"investigation" does pot include the acceptiance or the
developnent of information through social contacts or
-gonfacts normally made by CIA agents in qzscnarglng their

gover functions. §>

S (2) CIA will seek concurrence and coordination
pf the FBI before approaching for recruitment any foreign

officizal or commuanist-bloc visitor in
The FBl will councur and coordinate if
~does not conflict with any operatiou,
1nc1ud1ng active investigation oi the

the United States.

the proposed action

]
currcnt or rlanned.

¥EBI. ()

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

peeting between a CIA asset

and a foreign oificizl.or-

gommuniot-bloc visitor of known or presuned interest to
the FBI (this would include all communist-bdloc officizls
. gnd visitors) _for purposes of assessment and social

development (s

"3
»

ti
1,

the Zureczu will bs

gssignnent,

y1s UWGT:.'&SST,}"’

H

States.
lindiv1dual reculiarities.

.

% 'A .
o D8 SECRET

DECLAS P"\%‘ﬁ 669 &
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AT IRFOR:
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‘‘‘‘‘‘

Pl

depending on

& ' '
. @z.' (4) Clandestine CIA staff ovoratives domestic
Egﬁ American agents of CIA, and foreign agents of CIA recruited
% . @broad who cozme to the United States will be identified to
%*“” the FBI by r»,e or agprorrizte descriptio:
° ‘the national security interest involved. (5
o !/'. -
& - (5) Pursuant to paragraph 4 above, when a CIA

agent arrives in the United States for a v1szt or for an
advised znd
will confer regarding the handling of the agent in the Uuited
It is recognized that eaca case will have its

The governing principle will

be posxtive intelligence interest as weighed against 1nnernalc§>

+hen

ik W

two agencies




N o *

OPERATIONS IN THE UNITED STATES {SE@REE

i
CENTRAL INTELLIGINCE AGENCY
i

‘:;

security factors. CTA will continue its contractual rela-
tionship {or the purpose of handling the training, the
procurerent of zositive forelgu intelligsence, the fulfillzmens

of CIA commitments to the agent, and the preparation of the
" agent for his next assignment abroad. (S

(6} In those cases where CIA will be handling
3ts agent in the United States, CIA will service FBI securitr
or counterintelligence requirements and will provide the F2I
all agent information Dearing on counterintelligence or
internal security matters, 1nclud1nw the scope and nature
of the agent's access to information and the identities of
the agent's significant contacts, particularly in the
communist-bloc field. In such cases where CIA servicing
has been inadequate to ¥BI internal security iaterests,

- - 3L ey PN e Tyt ]

ihe r©BI wWill have direct access to ths agent.@

SECRET
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March 11, 1970

T v e -

L
| g,;?"@ “
oo ‘ ) L ?iﬁﬁfiég‘

Honorable Richard Helms . ‘ gggﬁlezgf ’

Director .° g
Central Intelligence Agency
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Helms:

coordination of the ntelligence- gatherlng an¢sTounter-
Tntelligence efforts of the FBI and the Centrdl intelligence
Egenqy (CIA) is self-evident. This matter is one which
Fequires a continuing analysis to assure that both agencies
have established working agreements whereby we can most
‘effectively realize positive results with a ninimum of
duplication, mispldced effort, and jurisdictional problems.

" Ag I am :X§9/you'w111 agree, the nee dégr close

During January, 1966, vepresentatives of this
Bureau met with officials of “the CIA to consider coordina-
tion of our mutual efforts in the collection of positive
intelligence in the United States. As a result of these
conferences, a set of ground rules was drawn up and agreed
to by both agencies, A copy of this agreement was transmitted
-in my letter of February 7, 1966, to then CIA Director
Vice Admiral William ¥. Rzborn, Jr. A copy of the agreement
is enclosed for your information. This agreement has proven
generally effective and no major problems have been
‘encountered sinqe,its adoption in the areas it covers.

“-. . The FBI has primary responsibility with regard to
.matters involving the internal security of the United States
' as well as forxconducping_cpunterintelligbnce‘operations in

NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATIO
Unauthorized Disclosure
.Subject to Criminal Sanctions |
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this country. While this Bureau does not have any statutory
responsibilities with regard to the collection of foreign t
intelligence, I have always recognized that the potential
for the development of such intelligence in this country is
considerable. The FBI has, in fact, made a concerted effort
to obtain positive intelligence of value to other U, S.

: intelligence agencies, intluding the CIA, and policye-making
officials of the Govermment. While these efforts have,
of course, been incidental to our main internal security
and counterintelligence responsibilities, we have on a
selective ‘-basis developed sources, both live and technical,
providing coverage at key foreign establishments in the ,
United States. The product of this coverage has been furnished
on & regular basis to the CIA and other interested agencies
.and officials of tlie Guvermment.

G n gy

Ky

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

: ., this matter, including the attached 1966 agreement, I-would
| " welcome amy observations you may desire to make,

. A Sincerely yours, g 'ﬁ, .
: ) - . Edgar Hoover k :

- i 4

>
1
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' UNITED STATES GQVES%MENT

! ..
-~ A e L "Tf Voo :
S em_orar&um SUBRET ' Lo
& TR \ . ‘ : R,
1o. 5'T§g Director. DATE: 3/13/7°-f C | . “ﬁ

ROM : SA Sam Papich’ DECLASSIE)

L Cq o OF__g G- ' . RELEASE GF jRATION
. lusjecTr is"WITH CIA .© Lot IN THIS DOCULINIY JAS Swmisd
T ELATIONS TR A T ol 384 Gaap
Ki _ o ! Reference is made to my letters dated Maré¢h.2 and' = - -
- March 5, 1970{ 'In my letter of March 5, 1970, I 'stated it . = -
is important to emphasize that, the Bureau can also produce: - . '

an extensive.list of justified grievances,":. It is my under- - -
standing that the Director desired that’ this 1ist be identified.
Enclosed ‘herewith.is a list of approximately 75 items, . o

' This list should not be considered absolutely complete, - S!
Preparation was predicated on my personal recollection and a-
review of Bureau records. To make this list more complete and
i specifically accurate would necessitate the review of thousands .
©of Xiilcs. The cncloced lict ecan he ‘emnnnrted hy Rureau records.
s What CIA reccords roflcoct on the - same items is WOAKUUWG. " TS
also must be kept in mind in connection. with our- evaluation

of the alleged CIA grievances which 1 previously listed,

.- 4f the Director feels that our Bureau work can benefit by a
personal discussion between the Director and myself, I am
available until April 3, 1970, Plan t® leave the area . i

-I realize that it is presumptuous on my part, but - . \

immediately thereafter for an extended period, N
: \m{o;ﬂati@n. + Classified by

' Enclosure o o 3_. - .'Dﬂﬁf_

. :.”n EenONTO
oA ¥ PR hyoR.: T

CDECLASIT {x@mﬁ‘*ﬁmﬁf el

| . - NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION -

AT ‘Unauthorized Disclosure.
RuA U A Subject to Criminal Sanctions . -
. ) -y ‘ . . .". .. Do s .
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JrpOR «.mn:s ﬁeF\Tgp ) LIST OF BUREAU GRIEVANCE GEDBY béd. 16

Rt Tk 15

Sx
J .j C:" :T "\;‘ s‘\L="““ - : . - 7 E‘...\;“:Q?\‘:g\l J}‘.;??F )’
R B A, ‘f ) ‘iﬁ;‘;‘“‘w"z’j f@ 3
1, ATTACKS AGAINST- BUREAU PLACE , . 1951)

) .. Although Agent Papich did not begin handling Liaison

~with CIA until 1952, it is important to refer to highly signi-
ficant differences with CIA which culminated in a serious
conflict in the Fall of 1951. Our Legal Attaches in PLACE
and PLACE reported that CIA representatives were attacking the
Bureau, were endeavorlnv to place us in an unfavorable llght
were questxonlnv our Jjurisdiction, and were making disparaging
remarks concerning the Bureau., Some of this was summed up by
characterizing it as covert ‘hostility within CIA, stemming -.
Jargely from disgruntled former empioyees of the FBI.

"In October, 1951, General Walter Beddil Smlth then
Director of CIA, asked to meet ¥ith. the Director and other
Bureau representatzves for the purpose of ‘discussing the
existing differences. General Smith denied that there was any
covert hostility agepinat the Bureau and naintained that there
was a general feeling of respect for us. He admitted that
there had been isolated instances of ‘frictivii fox wu&wh CIA

- must accept its share of responsibility. - -

It is ny recollection that the Director and other
_ Bureau officials did meet with General Smith, at which time
© guidelines were set’'forth for maintaining future relations

between the two agencies. I was not able_to find a memorandum
of record covering this meeting.

-

2. PROSELYTING OF BUREAU PERSONNEL BY CIA . ' .

The Agent clearly recalls that early in the 1950's
e encountered difficulties with CIA because the Agency allegedly
was recruiting Bureau-employed personnel, VWe vigorously pro-
tested,and subsequently .the Agency advised that it would follow
& policy of not having any contact with a Bureau employee until
the individual had been separated from the Bureau for a period
- of at least thirty days. The Agent could not locate the backe-
‘ground of this matter in the files reviewed by him, It is pos-
sible that the pertinent information lies in the -personnel file

~ of some former Bureau Agent. - ' - .
. : g reyr S 7Y e T !,.-
A mmomn SECURIT? INFORMATION |
\ gg):\ THA ;MQ 21 Sg?éggigﬂ ) . f“: mrpe Ungnthorzzed Disclostire .
..E}ECL&(‘\”*:}\J o SFORMAT 0 - Sbbalik i, Subject to Crnmnal Sanctnons
é‘s%{h‘r{‘(n %i,,.oa—-rg\giﬂs SRN' T’zﬁ A F ﬁ' ) * [ . ‘ -
..\..,.. kf’g : K : - )
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8.  MAME T - X )

By letter dated May 19, 1954, we rotested to CIA
for the manner in which the Azcncy handled the case of the

. captioned individual, a gess/c#s defector who had been placed

&, CIA EVALUATIO\I OF- A;OQASE. S

under CIA. control in PLAe& . The Bureau had been interested
in interviewing NMAME as soon as he came to the United States,
arid this had been agreed.to by CIA, Withoui notifying-.or

’consulting #ith us, CIA pérmitted WNMAHME to arrive in the

‘United States apd be placed in the hands of a Congressional
committee, VWe were, therefore, unable to interview the subject
in any detail. . S

In February, 1954, we complalned o CIA because the
Agency had evaluated 1nformatlon coming froxz-the key source
in the captioned case as emanating from a. fabricator. ¥We had
disseminated certain foreign intelligence information originat-

 dng in this case to CIA. The source was a key double agent

in one ox the mosti imporsiant cases hondled Ty the Rureau, o
the CIA evaluation was noi proper OT Coriect as far as Wé wo
¢concerned, . .. .

— . e . . - b ..

5., CASE OF AAME B —

MAHE a CIA employee vhom that Agency con-
sidered to be a communist penetration., The Agency requested.
an. investigation which was then initiated by us. We subsequently
learned that CIA had been conducting its owu investigation which

_even included ‘technical surveillance coverage on the subject,

'ﬁe consxdered thls most uncooperaﬁlve and ¥e protested, A -
6. WAME .

| NAHE AV occuPA‘r/oV , 3
defected to the communists PlhcE: AU‘O DA75 A

few weeks before his defection, he came to the United States

. under CIA sponsorship. Ee was afforded a four of the Bureau
and he briefly met the Director, :

‘e e

It is believed fhat if all avail.ble facts were col=

- lected, the evidence would strongly indicate that CIA did a very

4
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ineffective job of assessing NVAME permitting the
United States Government to be embarrassed by even promoting

8 visit for him to this country. We could consider this instance
an affront to the Director and the Bureau. o

§E§§3€§'
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7. CASE OF POLISH SEAMEN — DEFECTORS - 1954 ‘ \J‘

By letter dated October 13, 1954, a very strong letter
of protest was sent to . T MAME 'Intera~ency
Pefector Committee at CIA. This letter made ref%rence to
political asylum which was being considered for certain Polish
_sallors who had been seized by the Chinese Nationalist Government.

MAKE disseminated a memorandum indicating that members

"of the Committee had agreed that in view of commitments nade

by the United States and Chinese officials, that failure to
arrange re-entry for the Polish seamen would have an adverse
effect on the over-~all United States Defector Program. Ve
emphasized to MAME that this matter had never been
officially presented before the Defector Committee. He was
informed that his action was not conducive to mutual cooperation,

8, CIA INTERVIEY OF ALIENS IN THE UNITED STATES - DISCUSSION
WITH ALLEN DULLES SEPTEMBER 27, 1955

On September 27, 1955, the Liaison Agent met with
Allen Dulles, at which tlme the CIA Directorfs attention was

- - - <~ —-1—-..-.1.. - b
Telerrea Vo 4 matier h had not yoit developed Into s serious

gituation but if not properly followed could leaa To coniiicis
between the two agencies. Dulles was referred to the contacts
of aliens in the United States made by CIA personnel without
first obtaining the necessary clearance from the Bureau., The
requirement for such clearance was clear-cut and pursuant to._an
established agreement.

i e o e i e et
—

.o
L.

. - Lo e

8. CIA APPROACH OF A NATIONAL ACADEMY GRADUATE (1955)

" : In November, 1855, an incident arose when CIA approached

& National Academy graduate to utilize his servicesgrh Guauemalé:kzs

This approach was made while the graduate was attending Nationza (ﬁD

Academy classes. A protest was made to key CIA officials for

not having advised us prior to establishlng contact with the
v/'Academy graduate, o S v

. 30 T aEE T T T

! In December, 1955, we received information indicating
that CIA was in contact with an individual whom the Bureau was
developing for utilization in a double agent operation, We
learned that CIA representatives had established contact with
{u and had given him some advice and guidance without
irst checking with the Bureau, We protested to CIA,

e P N - . ——— - L. - . .. .- g~ - g > : . [P .
_9- o 2 -l: “ -. . b rrars et o - - .- eXwe e, Han p S, g et MR et PR P P
. -, \ . ) o - ae

| P . -
L - .3 o &( 5) . Jd K] 3\- 5
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11. ALLEGED FABIAN SOCIALISTS IN CIA

!
H
In 1856 NAHME AvD Positior : \, made
available to .the Bureau on a strictly confidential basis,
detailed information concerning alleged infiltration of the
United States Government by "Fabian Socialists." WNMAuME
furnished the names of many individuals whom-he considered to )
fall into this category. -Many of those listed were CIA .executives, '

1

*

P

This ifem is being listed in the event we felt that
. 4t could be used to justify that as of that period there was
reason to deal with CIA in a very circumspect manner.

~
. ..
PO A . I
L N

.
*

-~ £ .

12. DELAYS IN HANDLING NAME CHECX REQUESTS

e - = i

. By letter dated January 11, 1956, our Washington Field

. Office called attention to extreme delays encountered inr obtaining
recsults of name check requests subaitted to CIA, These «2lizys
particuliariy reiated o investigations.oxf applicant maicers

_ being handled by the Bureau,

-
Ll

T - In March, 1956, Allen Dulles announced that WMAME

AVE. PosiTiod Intellizence Adviso
. - . iS0T
. Committee (IAC), of which the Bureau was a member. VAME Avd 7 v

| DESCPRIPTIVE  DZ7A admitted contributing to the Alger Hiss
. 'De.f:ense Fund. BOPiTr4lL.  DESCPIPTIVE bATA. o ’ -

1

3

. Although we did not object to the appointment of NAME
‘thig is another item to be kept in mind in the event we desired
.to uphold an argument that there was reason to be circumspgct

in dealings with CIA, .. - -

..

-

14, MAME

i M AME was a leading -scientist assigned to the
T LKocATIRY . He had been used as a consultant
by such agencies_as the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) and CIA.
cgggg October, 1955} he met a Soviet scientist and, with the know-
'ég edge of AEC and CIA, began cultivating him. WNAME informed

. & . . e - - . . % - .‘..' ..- * rl ’ :‘ 1 .Q.' I&-g".?t-.u b o, vg?” PR A" X 1) PER) o —". - "" !
e e . .‘;“'-:'"- W2 ea Mg . . gihﬁﬁ .. = . n Tty - .:.~ Te ;
. . . !
. 3
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us that he had,been advised by 2 CIA official that the FBI
yould be furnishing operational guidance to him, We had never
become involved in any such arrangenment, and we later determined
that a CIA official had been in error in makino the above-~

gescrlbed mlsrcoresentatlon. rHe protested the CIA official's
* handling pf this matter,

® P
o -

2_--{ NAWE ~ R ' . .

On July 20, 1956, we det rnined that one ZA#HE

had been’in contact with FoR&Ibw p/Fth?j 3.
¥Washington; D. C. We further 'ascéertained HA#E = was a
CIA employee. We were informed by CIA on July 21, 1956, that
%he Agency had no information concerning @ MAME
contacts with ForREIGWER We later interviewed wAME
4t was indicated wAME in fact, had been in:contact Wlth
& CIA official concerning his meetlnvs with the Z:blﬂéohﬂﬁ’ (gj

R We protested and CIA submltted a letter of apology

i #an .
' In July, 1956, a statement was made by 2 State
Department official to the effect that a CIA employee allegedly
kad advised that the subject; a . Soviet agent, was being per-
.-mitted to enter the United States so that hls activities

gould be covered and so that the Bureau would be in a position
to promote a defection. The Bureau“was not in possession of
apy information indicating that we had sanctioned the entry
_of the subject for the purpose described above. The State
Department official was unable to recall the name of the CIA
gmployee involved; inquiry at CIA was negative, We were not-
in & position to identify the CIA enployee without conducting

investlgatlon within the Agency or without the Agency coming
up with the identity. .

;&. }./Ams e |

P By letter dated November 8, 1956 we strongly pro-
tested to CIA because representatlves of that Agency had inter-
viewed an alien in the United States without first obtaining
clearance from the Bureau,” It should be noted that there was -

B - vell-establlshea agreement whereby it was 1ncumbent upon

€XIA to first check with the Bureau before interviewing any
glien. in the United States,

; ' ! - o rn“r:**"ﬁ L e
Fo §E§§§§:«? .'
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18.  NMAME , ‘ o

was a former student at Columbia University

with whom we had béen in contact because of his association

s with a|Soviet assigned to the United Nations. )In December,

+ 19566, MAME made a trip to Zﬁussi;zi_f)x,’hcre h& was contacted by

! an unidentified individual and was given,a Ietter indicating

! that the writer was a'[Colonel in the KG in* that he was
interested in cooperating with the United States, When #AME
returned to thelUnited States, we permitted CIA fo interview
the subject because of the Agency's foreign intelllgence inter-
"ests. We subsequéntly interviewed MAME ut which time he
informed.us that he had beeh cautioned by Cid not to furnish
péertinrent information to the Bureau. CIA dznied that any such
statement was made, ' :

- M M L .

L4

18, CIA REQUEST FOR IN?ORMATIO% CONCERNING A HIGH-SPEED CAMERA-
1957 )

The San Francisco Office furnished information
indicating ithat CIA had regucsicd 2 firm in California to fur-
nish that Agency information regarding all Zoreign inguiriecs
pertaining to a high-~speed camera manufiactrced by’ the company.
The matter was reviewed because we wanted t» be certain that
CIA was not invading our Jjurisdiction, We did not develop

.- evidence that CIA had overstepped its Jjurisdiction. The Director
.~ did make a notation, "0.K., but it does seenr to me we give CIA
} & pretty wide authority to explore such a field. H"

-

b2 pame

On May 28, 1957, CIA advised that one of its repre-_ .
gentatives in the field had interviewed ths captioned TeosEicnx )
alien who had agreed to.cooperate with the Agency after he -
returned to fLACE ... CIA conducted this interview without
L£irst obtaining cle“rance from the Bureau, Such clearance was
" necessary pursuant to an established agreemnn: A vigorous

" protest was made to the Agency.

- . ..

o

* " T e " . : i ’ .2 " Y". -2 L B4 -."... Py ~u ‘.~: . ., < -
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21, YCIA REQUEST FOR TOUR FOR [COLOMBIAN INTELLIGENCE SERVICE)
REPRESENTATIVES ~ 1957

In July, 1957, CIA requested a tour for several

l &%éolombid§§offieials'Who were coming to this country under CIA

invitation. . CIA was told that no tours would be given to the

Colombians, because in the past a Colombian ambassador had

grossly insulted the Bureau after we had arrested the
ambassador's chauffeur on White Slave Traffic Act chargeg§¥969

If we éo desired, we could give consideration to

accusing CIA of trying ta impose upon us individugals whom we
considered undesirable in light of the foregoxnvﬁégg

'0
«

L4

22, [ REQUEST FOR SECURITY SURVEY OF COUNCIL ON FOREIGN
RELATIONS ~ NEW YORK CITY - 1957 (V)

On November 18, 18567, cuxr MNew Yorlz Qffice was con

- b -~
*‘Qﬂ"'nt‘ hv 1’4‘\0 1(\(‘\91 nT_\’.\_ ”ov\sﬂoonntn+1vvn qry'i-\c dcs*rcd \,C_bv 3‘“'__

formed if the Bureau could conduct a security survey of the
premisés of the Council on Foreign Relations which were located
across the street from 2 building occupied by the Soviet =
United Nations Delegation, The CIA representative indicated
that his visit to our office was pursuant to instructions
received from Allen Dulles who allegedly was concerned about

the possibility of the Soviets establishing coverage of
conversations and discussions which might be held at the Council,
Xt should be noted that the Council included as members many

well-knowa personalities, including officlals of the United .

States Government)ﬁ;?(p)

Pursuant to instructions, Allen Dulles was informed
on November 18, 1857, that we did not like the approach used
by CIA in that such a sensitive matter had been taken up at
the field level rather than through Bureau Eeadquarters.éS)a_

MY 65954
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23, MAME ) - o

-

1] .
| In October, 1957, we received informatﬁon from NAME

indicating thatfa Pollsb §c1entlst then visiting in the United
States might- defect. ollowed developments’through NAME
and we kept CIA advised. The Agency was fully aware of the
situation and particularly knew that we were in contact with
MAHE ¥Ye subsequently received information indicating that

MVAME , 2 CIn employee, established contact with
MAauE _Tor the rpose of developing information concerning the
work E)f PolishfPscientists. A protest was made to CIA for not
properly coordinating their interests with us, bearing in mind
that the action taken: by‘VAME possibly could have jeopardized
& Bureau operatlon. .

........A/AME | T

By letter dated February 10, 1958 we dlrected a
protest to CIA charging that Agency W1th 1nterv1ew1ng the
subject,  FoREIGY alien, without first obtaining the nec-
cesary clearance from the Bureau,

¢

Z5. A%LEGED IMPFRSONATION OF FBI EMPLOYEE

. On April 23, 1958, we received.infbrmation indicating
that a CIA employee allegedly had represented Herself as being
with the FBI when she tried to arrange an interview with

- MAME , an official of the. International Association of

Kachinists in Washington, D. C. #A4ME gave a signed statement
in which he claimed that he had received a phone call from
MAHME who 'said she was with the FBI., Upon checking with
CIA, we were informed that W4AMZ ~ denied that she had made
‘such representation,

26,  VAHME : -

By letter dated May 12, 1958, the Bureau protested
40 CIA for interviewing.an alien in the Detroit area without
first .obtaining the necessary clearance from the Bureau.
Such clearance was necessary pursuant to established agreement,
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27.  MAME f :

We-received information in May, 1958, that

& CIA employee, was listed as being employed With the Bureau

in the récords of the District of Columbia .liational Guard.

The information was developed as the result of an investiga-

tion being conducted by the Bureau for the Vhite House.-
1 NMNAME furnished a signed statement indicasting that he per-~
| sonally had no knowledge of the existence of the above infor-
i mation in the Natlonal Guard records., .

s
. .

~

28 /{/A'ME - . -

By letter dated June X0, 1958 we orotested to CIA
for not advising us concerning that Agency s. interview of an
individual who was the subject of a Bureau investigation, Ve
had been corresponding with CIA concerning the subject, and
vite Agency should have heen aware oif our iuicrestc,

1 - . :

\ 28. ALLEGED CIA INCOMPETENCE AND ALLEGED P“VETRATION or
UNITED STATES AGENCIES

By letter -dated June 3, 1958, Legat, PLAcE furnished

information volunteered to him by . AN*Mc of G-2,

P AME -was very strong in his denunciation of CIA. He indicated

other United States agencies. He also mentioned that when
‘Allen Dulles was in Switzerland, Dulles was intimate with a
woman, not identified.

% that the Agency was incompetent and that it was penetrating
i

The above is being cited in the event we desire to
use this information as evidence for supporting a position of
being circumspect in dealings with the CIA{

| :

|
;
‘f :
|

. .
.o
L .

t eemiy . e
A A A R

NVY-65994-Docld:32989616—Page-62 - -9 =

oL

at




.
[
¥

.
oY
v, M
r
ey
e
- el
£
‘\ A
gt s o s ——]
]

30, WAME

The Legal Attache, PLACE advised by letter"dated
June 10, 1958, ‘that he had been invited to visit T oan T
77 > the head of the Jorgiex” Intelligence Serv1cev *w )
became aware of this 1nv1tation, and an Agency representative
informed our Legal Attache that it was not desired that the
Legat visit w1th,%Aﬂ1§ » Our Legat was instructed by the Bureau
to accept the 1nvitatlon regardless of the CIA p051t10n.

- We could evaluate the ‘CIA position in this matter as
being uncooperatlve. : _ e

31. CIA INTEREST IN‘CHINESE]ALIE‘IS (/) _' . L \

: In June, 1858, we raised the question concerning
CIA'S failure to adher o an agreement relating to CIA's
yecruitment offChinese iens in the United States for over-
geas intelligence operation Uudér the agrecment, CIA was
not to approach any[ﬁnlnese gllen without First checking with

i us., A situation developed in Illinois indicating ‘that CIA

. ©  allegedly had become interested in recruiting an alien and
even tooX some action without first checking with us, Ve

_-- expressed our disapproval in a letter to CIA June 12, 1958,

o
>

_\ .32, CIA OFFICIAL‘S CRITICISM OF "MASTERS OF DECEIT" o

[
et .

Our Legal Attache, PLACE , obtalncd a copy of a memo-

andum sent to -an officjal in our Embassy in PLACE by WVAME S
: éhief of the CIA Officﬁuﬁé o In his communication A/AMNE
elittled the value of 'Masters of Deceit® as an anticommunist
weapon in foreign countries. He claimed that the book pertained
only to the Communist Party, USA, which he characterized as a
- small ineffective, fractlon-rldden organization, He stated

that the author of thHe book was not an intellectual but rather
& policeman.
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33, }FCIA DEVELOPMENT OF JINDONESIAN) GOVERNMENT SOUR CES IN%Q 19

THE UNITED STATES

In May, 1958, CIA furnished identifying and back-
ground data concerning "three individuals - MAarMmE.
bAE Moamg i 211l employees of the
caﬁ’élG/lﬁ Government -and assigned to the United States.
AN&, had been developed as a source of information by CIA
in PLACKE -, NMAME came to CIA in Washington, D. C,
and volunteered his services. MAMEZ had been developed as

- & source by CIA and had been furnishing some information to

the Agency. In a letter dated June 24, 1958, we told CIA
that in the case of wAME , we felt that the Agency should
have notified us at an earlier date in order that we could

have considered exploitation for internal security purposes
at the outset, CD>

34, MomME | S

The subject, a former member of: ~\ WN:!&V ‘mLeJ.J.J.g,cu\,c
’Serv:.ce, defected to the United States and \furnlshéd extremely
valuable information. The beginnings of this case include
information ralslng questions concerning CIA cooperatlono

In June, 1958, we develoned information indicating
that CIA May have opened a letter in AXLE ‘which had
been addressed to the Director by an individual who had
identified himself as . AR ME »~ ‘The writer further
indicated that he might be connected w1thf}=o/?é/617‘}1ntel ligence

.Service., The letter addressed to the Dir&étor had H&en placed

in an envelope which, in turn, had ended up in the office of .
the [United States Ambassado:.:}(’ PLACE . Ve subsequently"

- received a copy of the particular communication from CIA,

and the contents were such at that time that no action was
required by the Bureau, We asked CIA for particulars leading
to the alleged opening of the letter which had been addressed

-to the Director. CIA claimed that it had not opened the

" ‘sentative that the Ambasvad

ad opened .the letter and then

"letter. We were confidenti j informed by an Agency repre-
o1

referred the matter to CIA. " The contents were such that inves-
tigdative action of an extensive nature was required by CIA

in PLACE , VWhat actually happened at the Unlted States Embassy
is something Wwe may never know., 13) : .
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' .~ By letter dated June 26, 1958, we voiced our concern
regarding: CIA's alleged interview of a fogg/zer alien whom CIA

was considering for overseas recruitment. CIA denied that an
approach of- the alien had been made. Our investigation contra-
dicted the statements emanating from CIA. % —

.
* H
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85. MAME

. 36. COMPROMISE OF FBI JSEAS/7/VE SoURCE. _ T

DETAILS CoNCERVINC

SENSITIVE SouvRce
(OPEFATED  AGAIVST A
FOREIGN DIFLeMATILC |
ESTABLISHMEY T |G) T |
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37. | CIA ALLEGED PARTICIPATION IN FsAREIS# GOVERNMENT |
.. | DEPORTATION OF AMERICAN COMMUNISTS [0)

- In DPATE, CIA officially informed us that it was
engaged in a program designed to disrupt overall communist
activity in PeAég. VWe became concerned because this program
was to involve deportation of undesirables, including American
communists residing in PLACE . The implementation of such a
nrogram would have resulted in the return of American communists
to the United States. CIA genied that it was engaged in any |
operation specifically designed to oust American communists.

In September, 1958, we were informed that the Fef&s/é# Government
had embarked on a strong anticommunist program and certain
Americans were ordered deported. We checked with CIA and the
Agency's chief in PAA¢ &  dlaimed that his Agency was not
involved <§) : . ]

’ . The Liaison Agent subsequently was informed on a
strictly confidential basis that the American Ambassador had

“: been in contact with certain Ar&/é# officials concerning

~ possible anticommunist activities. The Ambassador had consulted
with the local CIA chief and had asked for a list of Americans

- who could be considered as being deportable. . The CIA officer

reportedly furnished a list of approximately 40 names,@;)

38. MAME _

(§> We expressed our dlspleésure to CIA in Septembor,
1958! because of that Agency's unauthorized investigation in
the United States of a Fo7PL5/4AM citizen who was here in connec-
tion with an exchange program. The Fofgigw&s indicated to an

American friend that he was interested in staying in the United
States, but was not ready for actual defectlon because of a
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possible hostage situation in his native countr
wa}S"follgwing this potential defection and pursgz'mt’m;g ggzgglj
lished procedures was keeping interested agencies apprised of
deve_elopn_:ents. On September 15, 1958, we received information
indicating.that another Government agency was conductiné an

investigation of the subject. It was late i ;
: : : . r esta
CIA was the other agency. ) i blished that

) ’ ’ CL &

- , H -

39.° CIA ACTIVITIES IN ~ PLAcE CoT

3
: - The Legal Attache, PAAcC report ' !
September 22, 1958, that A;AME. i#a ?og‘;ﬁuby letter dated

=~ {Was a paid, highly. regarded, and verv sensiti
of CIA This information was given,to ?:he L.egalniiit:;zlelesg;rce
' MAME ANVD Posrries "7 According to MAmE
CIA did not want this information to be.krown to other agencies
particularly the FBI. The Dirkctor's notation was, "Some more
of CIA double dealing, H." :

40, ALLEGED CIA INCUMPETENCE
. During the period October HATE ' ",‘ Bureau
representatives attended a seminar at Orlando, Florida, which
was given by the U.S. Air Force, Among the activities was a

lecture given by - VAME of CYA. Subsequent to the
briefing, General NAME of.the Air Force confided to
Bureau representatives and expressed his displeasure with the
briefing given by WMAME | He was particularly critical of

MAME reluctance to furnish certain information, using the

.. excuse that the matter was of a "Top Secret" nature. General -

VAME stated that the position taken by MAME was only an !
excuse for incompetence on the part of CIA., e

This item is being cited in the event we desire to .
use the foregoing as evidence to support a position that we were .,
obliged to be circumspect in dealing with CIA.

*

41, CIA COVERAGE IX CUBA PRIOR TO OVERTEROW OF, BATISTA GOVERNMENT

The overthrow of the Batista Government on January 1,
1959, and the subsequent assumption of power by Castro raised
questions concerning the efficiency and competence of U.S. intel-
ligence, Allen Dulles indicated that future developments would

A o/
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- show that many more people were involved in the Castro organi-
zation than the U.S. Government had realized. Information
coming to.our attention suggested the possibility that both
State and .CIA had failed to assess developments in Cuba properly.

The foregoing is cited in the event that we found
reason to question the competency on@IA in Cubsa)§\This could
be useful if we wanted to justify the existence of a Legal
Attache office in Havana. One could also comment that poor
coverage in Cuba had an indirect and adverse effect on our
operations in the United States.

v 42, MAME '

P - By letter. dated April 25 1959 we volced our

: objections to CIA for.giving guldance to an individual with
whonm we.had been maintaining contact for the purpose of developing
him as a double agent, The individual ihvolved was NMAME

. y @ well-known expert in the field of TyAg of -
research as it applied to $PEC/IFIc SogpzEcy MATTER was

also a contract agent of CIA and had occasion to handle sensitive

fy matters for that Agenc In[April ] PATE. WMAHE was preparin
to make a trip to Moscow. CIA briefed him on matters as they (QB
applied to his trip. The Agency also interviewed him concerning
his relationship with the subject in Washington, D, C., and,

; furthermore, gave him guidance concerning the relhtlonshlp. ‘

| We objected to CIA giving any guidance to WMAME concerning

his contacts with the subject without first consulting with us, :

[ S 5

| ‘& -
) . . . .
i 43, ALLEGED BELITTLING OF COJMUNIS“ BY ALLEN DULLES

L - In July, 1959, Allen Dulles of CIA spoke at the
-National Strategy Seminar of the National War College. One
0f the professors handling the Seminar was critical of Dulles.
He claimed that Dulles had belittled the importance of the
communist problem.

-

. The above is being cited in the event we desire to .
"utilize the information in justifying a position that it was
necessary to be circumspect with CIA,

44, NMAME MAGAZINE ARTICLE -~ SEPTEMBER, .bms

.

In September, PATE. NAME magazme carried an

article captioned TITLE oF ARTICLE ’
which included information of a derogatory nature concerning
™ . the Director and the Bureau, The artlcle precipitated a crlsis
Sfﬁﬁti
- 15 -t
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. .article before it was published. He did not do so. He told
. us that this was an oversight. “ y ) -

- relations. It was recommended and approved that liaison contic:
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wﬁich led to an almost open break between the Bureau and CiA.

The article was written by MAME who was connecte:z
with the NVAME AND LoCATiew OF OREANIZAVY/IOL
AVD NAME'S COoNNECTI0MN WITH  C/A « The article

was very complimentary toward CIA. The author made reference

- ¢o relations between the Bureau and CIA and quite clearly

indicated that they were strained. He claimed that the CIA
took Agents from FBI; that Agents did not remain .in the Bureau

for an extended period; and he related a story very critical
of the Director.. . . | .

I'd

We learned that the author had been in contact with N
CIA when he was preparing the article. We were told that
MAEHME - a CIA-official, had read and approved the article

prior to its publication.. As a result of this information,

s MAME - became persona non grata with the Bureau,

‘The Liaison Agent had conferxed with both Dulles

~and MAME concerning theé matter. We took the position

that based upon the information made zailable CIA had promoted,

- condoned, or possibly even authored the article, Dulles denied
- that this was sc and then AMAME procduced informaticn irndi-

cating that he had been knowledgeable of the author’s article
pvefcre ii was published., The guithor had coniacied MAHE

_ one of MAME subordinates, and had
discussed the matter with him. The author allegedly had raised
the question of strained relations between the two agencies
and at that time ¥AME reportedly told the author that rela-
tions were not strained, but were satisfactory. Nevertheless,

.the final draft of the article included the derogatory infor- :

mation and the facts available to us indicate that AV AME
had the opportunity to alert the Bureau to the existence of the

-

Consideration was given to severance of liaison
and that we keep Dulles and CIA on the string as %o what course )
of action we were going to tazke., It was suggested that we not
immediately answer letters which had been sent to: the Bureau

by Dulles and WNVAME in connection with this particular

.

-matter, It was also recommended and approved that we cut oif

.
.

211 contact with WNAHE.

By letter dated September PATE  t6 Dulles, the
Director expressed his keen disappointment because officials of
CIA, when they had the opportunity, had failed to voice any con-

cern or objection to MAME oF MAGAZLWE and furthermore, had failec

T £ S
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tb notify the Bureau. A letter dated Sepﬁember"DATE was
also sent to NAME and he was told that the Bureau was
disappoiqted in him because he had failed to make any objection
to the article and had not alerted us concerning the impending !

attack against the Bureau.

t" . . s
| X . . :
45. TACTIVITIES OF CONTACTS DIVISION OF CIA - 1959]%@)

Weireceived information in September, 1859, that
the Contacts Division of CIA had held interviews with American
businessmen in the Bosfon area, which %ealt with meetings between
¢ .the businessmen and v181t1ng[§pv1ets. CIA reportedly was inter-
<« ested in developing positive 1nte1110ence 1nformat10n, but it
p so happened that,ijone of the @ov1ef§$vas 1nvo}.ved in a uble
’ agent operathg_ eing handled by the Bureau. Bureau already
had notified CIA of our intereSt in the£§6v1et <$ y 1etten€§§}=:(ﬁ>‘
dated September 29, 1859, we v&;iéd our objectIon to the mahier

in which CIA had handled this ) (%)

/ Y& FECTUNLS
46. APPRARANCE oF M AMF - BEFORE THE
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON UNAHFRICAN ACTIVITIFS (HCUA) - 1959

&

N ) .

On DATE ", 1959, information was recelved
indicating that HCUA was 1nterested in obtaining WMAME
T AMD CHARACTERIZAT oV to testify before the Committee. .HCUA

advised us that it had contacted the State Department who, in
turn, .had conferred with CIA. Allen Dulles allegedly informed
HCUA that ¥AME was agreeable to appearing before the Committee

_and that he would be made available pursuant to certain securlty
;instructlons.

s vonm v ety

The Director asked whether or not CIA had authorlty
to make a defector available to a congressional committee without
first checking with other interested agencies., The Director was
~ dnformed that CIA did not have such authority because a National
g Security Council directive made it very clear that this could not-

' be done without processing the matter through the Inter-Agency
Defector Committee. In this particular case the aforementioned
. .Committee had not called a meeting, but the chairman, a .CIA
official, had made certain phone calls. A Bureau representative
was contacted by phone on . bAre - 1859, but & that time we-
had not formulated-a position. Allen. Dulles allegedly contacted
N.. the chairman of the Committee and was told that the Commlutee
had no objection to making MAME available. R
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. On ‘DATE 71959, CIA rcprg&ntatlves were

informed that we were opposed to making the defector available

to HCUA. On that .same date we were told that CIA was informing

HCUA it was weversing its position and that upon reconsideration,
{ it did not feel that MAME could be made available.

d By memorandum dated DATE 1959, the develop-
ments in thls matter were reviewed and it was recommended that
at the- next Inter-Agency Defector Committee meeting we strongly
protest CIA's dereliction in the handling of the HCUA request.

1 -, . p
l% ,: ) ’ ’{_._,.-.-'_" i -
|  47. CRITICISM;OF DIRECTOR ) 454 .
. . R . s TS WS N "W
On April 11, 1960 S NAmE of NVANE &
EQHPM_/)’ s Caracas, VenezuelaiSfinformed the Bureau that he recently

?

held a2 conversation w:.tlg_] NAME - an official of the U.S. @"3
bassy inT\PLhce . MpME was (& CIA employe@ )P  took exceptio
to complimentary statements made by Jovit€ concérning the Director(y
'g\ and the FBI. &/A stated that’ the Director should have retired

: five years ago for the good of all concerned. A protest was made
3 to Allen Dulles on April 20, 1960,

48, NAME , CIA OFFICIAL, ALLEGEDLY ADVOCATING §
" RECOGNITION OF RED CHINA - 1860 . - . :
¢
"In February, 1960, NMAME AND Pas/T’/M/ A
for the. MAME Foundation, volunteered information
-- concerning statements allegedly made by NMNAME a top
CIA offlc:.al MAME allegedly advqQcated recognition of Red ¢

China,

©

This matter was called to the attention of Allen
Dulles amd on April 20, 1960, Dulles informed the Liaison Agent’
. that he had conducted an inquiry, had reviewed a tape recording
“of MAME talk, and was satisfied that #AME had not made the -
statement attributed to him.

Py
.

The above .is being cited in the event we desire to
dispute the position tdaken by Dulles. If the evidence clearly
established that #¥AME had made such a statement, we could use '
the information to support a position that we would have been
warranted in being most circumspect with CIA,

[y ©

493 ALLEGED INSTALLATION OF. MICROPHONES ON U, s
| PREMISES ABROAD BY CIA

A State Department representative informed the Bureau
that a microphone had been found in the U.S. Embassy, lMexico City;
that it had been planted by CIA' and that Allen Dulles allegedly

i | SEORE
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had maintained that if CIA was to operate effectively, it had
to know what was going on in U.S. establishments. The implication

was left. that CIA was covering activities of other U.S. agencies

- through technical installatioms. IHQUIrICSchVOLOPGd informa-

tion indicating that CIA had 1nsttlled a mlbronhone in the Embassy
in 1952 at the request of a State Denartmcnt official, The Office
of Security in State Department was contacted in an effort to

pin this down in a more specific manner. We were told by State

that their records did not contain any information concerning
the microphone.

- i -
. R
4

Subsequently, a letter was transmitted to all Legal
Attaches instrudcting them to be on the alert for technical
installations which may. affect Bureatt operations. :
.. i . . . . » ¢
i " . ,

50. VAME S
- - " N - -

" Weyreceived information indicating that the subject,
aEEormer Cubane@ntelligence agent and. the subject of a Bureau
investigation, had planned to defect}in New York City &)We /iv:)
nermitted a CIA renresentatlve to contact the subject in order

‘~to orient nim so ihail maximan “propaganda effcct would be derived

. 51, MAME : B

\J-A.M

through newspaper publicity.—We were told that the CIA repre-
sentative [in New York Citylkhad been instructed by his headquarters
to tell the subject that would not be prosecuted by the U.S.
Government. We complained to CIA stressing that the Agency )
had no power or authority to promise the subject immunity.

-
-

™ dams.

Miss WNMAME a CIA employee, obtained 4 '
position as a secretary in the Office oi&?he E§A+ME Delegation
to the United Nat:on%ﬂS)Prlor to rece1v1ng this job, CIA checked
with the Bureau. The, Li on Age ¢’ ubsequently 1earned that

MAME  had informedfAthchsiscar/:¢2) that she was leaving her job,

The DELEGAr/od | inquired 1f she could recommend somebody else,

She gave them the name of another CIA employee, Miss W#MAME | ;
a , | !
| The Liaison Acent informed CIA that the Agency was
out of line by not £fi ¢thecki with the Bureau before recom-
' mending VAME hEBELEGCATs hat the Bureau was interested

in.developing inte ligence information which might be useful
to the U.S. Government; and that, in this instance, CIA was

obstructing operations by not appropriately coordinating with ;
~the: Bureau. - . .gmqf N j
o it
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52, CIA USE OF BUREAU INFORMATION IN |
A U.S. INTELLIGENCE BOARD DOCUMENT

. On Maxrch 30, 1961, the Liaison Agent contacted
Allen Dulles concerning.CIA's failure to obtain Bureau clearance
for use of our information in a U.S. Intelligence Board document.
No known damage had been done, but the Agent stressed the sensi-
tivity of the’' Bureau information. Dulles.requested one of his

subordinates to establish a procedure to prevent a recurrence -

ef such errors. . . ! .

53, TITLE AMD AUTHoRp oF RO,

T - In July, 1961, dur PLACE Office received galley
proofs of .the book T/TLE : written by AUTHop
A review of these proofs disclosed several references which
portrayed our counterespionage capabilities in an unfavorable 5.
light. Since CIA was responsible for MAME and for any writing
which he might perform, the matter was discussed with CIA, It
s turned out that CIA had not been following the preparation of
i the book. We were told that steps would ke taken to protect
Bureau interest. The publishers had "indicated to CIA that they
wewld cocperate on changes. Although some changes were made,
the book still came out with some information whieh was not s
\ entirely favorable to the Bureau.

s 54, CONFLICT WITH LEGAL ATTACHE, PLACE 1961

C e . On October 6, 1961, our Legal Attache, PAACE

received information indicating that- fope/¢# Embassy in that

- @ity was planning to protest harassment of its personnel by U.S.

- Intelligence. The Legal Attache was told by the[lgcal CIA qffieglgg
"{hat the Agency was not involved. On October 12, 1961, the

.. game CIA officer changed his position and admitted that CIA had . C“D
been involved to a certain extent. The Liaison Agent objected )
to these tactics. It was important to him to know the facts i
so he could be guided accordingly. ' : : '

(v T s

- o -

55. CIA TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCE ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES ~ 1¢a:

When he defected in pATE 1961, VAHE
furnished information concerning alleged penetration of American -

intelligence. Inquiries and review conducted by CIA within the :
Agency suggested that a CIA intelligence officer, WNMAME ]
.- .. was a logical suspect. We conferred with CIA and on pars g,

1962, we advised the Agency that we would take over the investi-
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on p',Q-s - 1962, NMNAME ,dp LosITron -
: - ClA, informed the Liaison Agent that
| CIA was preparing a report containing extremely sensitive
i information, HKe stated that this information came from a
sensitive source and he was not certain as to how it should .
be handled. As a result of a discussion with MAME on *
T DATE . 1962, 1t was ‘ascertained that CIA had maintained
a technical surveillance on MAME over an extended period..
MAHKE : explained that he had been reluctant to identify this
-source at an .earlier date because he feared that prosecution
could have been jeopardizZed and, furthermore, he did not want
his Agency embarrassed in the event the Bureau objected to
CIA maintaining ‘a capability such as technical surveillances. ¢
1It was made emphatically clear to MAME that it was absolutely
necessary that we be provided with all the details and, further-
more, that CIA, at the outset, should have apprised us of the
existence of the coverage., The Director made the notation,
"I only wish we would eventually realize CI4 can never be
depended upon-to deal forthrightly with us. Certainly my
skepticism isn't based on prejudice nor suspicion, but on

specific instances of all too many in number. Yet, there 1
exists wistful belief that the 'leopard has changed his :
spots.' H.," ! {
560 A/APIE . . A

" In February, 1962, the Lialson Agent was requested

..to discuss with CIA a case which, in our opinion, clearly

indicated CIA had failed to keep us appropriately informed

of developments, The Bureau's original interest was initiated

in Miami as a result of a discussion with CIA personnel in that
_city. Attempts to get CIA replies via correspondence were
.negative, On February 13, 1962, the Liaison Agent discussed

the matter with CIA and received a reply which did not adequately °

satisfy the Bureau'’s request.

¢
67. CIA WIRE TAPPING IN THE UNITED STATES
Sometime pri&i to the Bay of Pigs fiasco, CIA had ;2;
become involved in a weird plan designed to bring about the £

assassination of Fidel Castro. One of the principal ingredients
of this plan was to be the utilization of U.S. hoodlums, CIA
established contact with MAME ANO CHARACTERIZATI?V who

gerved as the intermediary in dealings with the notorious )
hoodlum, NMAME ! '
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The entire operation fell apart when we developed
1nformation indicating that MAME was behind a wire tapping
operation in Nevada, Potentially, there were elements for
possible violation .of unauthorized publication or use of
communications. However, prosecution was out of the question
because of the tainted involvement of CIA.
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In October, 1962, we Iodged :1 protest with CIA

because the Agency 1nit1ated operation of Cuban agents in the

Miami area and in so doing violated Bureau jurisdiction,

Arrangemeénts were subsequently effected whexre the source in *

the matter was turned over to the Bureau for handling, - ]
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59, VAME

‘On PATE 1963, CIA requested that the Bureau
establish coverage on a visiting. Fopgrcnr national, Ve
dmmediately instituted investigation and then determined that

CIA actually had been instrumental in supporting the subject's

trip to the United States, CIA had been endeavoring to recruit

the subject, On bDare 1963, a strong protest was lodged .
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69, AﬁLEGEb ATTACX ON BUREAU BY JOHN UcCONE

" ¥e received information in December, 1963, indicating °
that John McCone, Director of CIA, allegedly was attacking the
Bureau in what would appear to be a vicious and underhanded
manner, McCone allegedly informed WNAME and

MAME that CIA hdd uncovered a plot in Mexico City

. Indicating that Lee Harvey Oswald had received $6,500 to {
assassinate President Kennedy, The story attributed to McCone ¢
appeared to be related 'to information which had come from one

MAME _a FoReleyr national., Interrogation of
including a polygraph, disclosed that he had fabricated
his story. This had been made known to CIA and to McCone, There-
fore, if McCone had made the above statements to. MAME
it would appear that it would have been an obvious attempt to
ridicule the Bureau, The Liaison Agent contacted McCone on .
December 23, 1963, McCone vehemently denied the allegationms,
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61. VAME |
! | ) The subject is a FoRflep natioral who first made
8 contact ‘'with CIA in DAYE expressing a desire .to cooperate. He
. openly defected. in bA7E and he is currently in the United States,
He has been the source of considerable controversy because of t
questions -raised pertaining to his bona iides. Early in
CIA took a very strong position indicatinz that VAME was
. & plant, -The Bureau did not make a commitment on-bona fides, : N
2 In the meantime, VAME although contrcversial, contlnuc,s to
: furnish volumlnous information. . .
& Itiis possible that at some future date the issue of
bona fides will be conclusively resclved and the action taken
. by the Bureau so far will have been justified. This is important
to be kept in mind as far-as the future. is concerned,

“If it is f:.nally concluded that MAME is a bona
fide defector, CIA could be charged with gross mishandling of
the subject over a period of Years. T
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On Aprii 13, 1964, the Liaison Agent protested to
CIA. because the Agency had falled to motify the 'Bureau concerning
the past utilization of an individual as a double agent in an
operation directed against the wHphom D.n WHEPE  The ingividual ()

in this case was serving as TPOsITION G in TexasPin 1964
and because CIA did not notify us concerning the past, olr 1ntere°*s
could have been jeopardized, bearing in rnind that thei“FQfE/GrVE/P g

could have been in contact with WhHotM -, without our knowledf'e. -
: CIA had severed its relationship with the{;oﬁ’él@#Eg’* " prior to his .,
PesiTi+¥  assignment in the United States, but CIn,' nevertheless
. had an obligation to give us proper notlucatlon. -

63. CIA COVERT ACTIVITY r N MIA\ili 1965 @ (9)

)

. : Ve rece:.vcd information in Jumze, 1965, that certain \)
Cuban exiles in the Miami arealwere representing themselves as@(
eing with the "Department of National Security.,”" These exiles
had been interviewing Cuban refugees concerning political con-
ditions in Cuba.] We ascertained that this activity was beln@@)
erformed in behalf of CJA, who had issued credentials to the
exiles under the cover of “Denartment of National Security.’ @C‘D
We protested, bearing in mind that the cover being used could
cause embarrassment to the United States and could impose a
problem for the Bureau because we would become the recipients &l
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