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) The Director | DATE: 3/13/70
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Reference is made to my letters dated&harch and
March 5, 1970/ 1In my letter of March 3, 1970, I stated "it
is 1mpor tant to emphasize that the Bureau can also produce _ '
an extensive list of Justlfled 0'rlevances." It is my under-
standing that the Director desired that’ this list be identified,.
Enclosed herewith is a llst of approxlnately 75 1tcmq.

Thls list should not be considered absolutely complete,
Preparation was predicated on my personal recollection and a
reviewv of Bureau records. To make this list more complete and

- specifically accurate would necessitate the review of thousands

of £ilcs, Thz onclocod lict ean he enunnnartad hv Rurenu recorc=
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also nmust be kept in mind in connection. with our evaluation
of the alleved CIa grlevances which I prev1ously listed,

‘I realize that it is presumptuous on ny part, but
. 1f the Director feels that our Bureau work can benefit by a
personal discussion between the Director and myseif, I an

available until April 3, 1970, I plan t5 leave the area B
immediately thereaiter for an extended period.
\ * ) . . .
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LIST OF BUREAU GRIEVANCES

. .
° .
<

1. ATTACKS AGAINST: BUREAU PLACE ‘ . 1951)

~ Although Agent Papich did not begin handling Liaison i

"with CIA until 1952, it is important to refer to highly signi- '

ficant differences with CIA which culmirated in a serious

conflict in the Fall of 1951. Our Legal Attaches in PLACE

and PLACE reported that CIA representatives were attacking the

Bureau, wvere endeavoring to place us in an unfavorable' light,

were questioning our jurisdiction, and were making dlsparaglnc

remarks concerning the Bureau, Some of this was summed up by

characterizing it as covert ‘hostility within CIA, stemming

largely from disgruntled former employees of the FBI.

In October, 1951, General Walter Beddil Smith, then
Director of CIA, 1sked to meet with the Director and other
Bureau represontatives for the purpose of 'discussing the
existing diiferences. General Smith denied that there was any
govert hoctility asndinaet the Burcau and maintained that there
was a general fee11n~ of respect for us. He admitted that
there had been isolated instances 01 Iriciiun 1oL wuicli Cisn

WLLLCLE vadh o

nust accept its share of responsibility. ' .

It is my 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. 1 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 recruitinz Bureau-employed personnel, We vigorously pro-
tested,and subsequently the Agency advised that it would follcw
& 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 back-:
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 Burcau Agent,
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s possible hostage situation in his native counfry; The'Buredu
- was following this potential defection and pursuant to estab-

lished procedures was keeping i

. ping interested agencies apprised of
devglopwcnts. On September 15, 1958, we received information
indicating.that another Government agency was conducting an

investigation of the subject It was late i ' ' _
) A " e I' t‘
] CIA was the other agency. ' es ablished that
“, o S j ‘ . e N ' ¢
i R . e g . ) ‘®
39. CIA ACTIVITIES IN PLACE T
; . . . N .
: The legal Attache, PAACE reported b lette f
_ - “hA r d .
- Septemb 22, 1958, that _N’Ams Ard  PosiTioV y ated

~

vas a paid, highly. regarded it
‘ N y ' paid, ghly g ed, and very sensitive sourc
| of_CIé}%?Th;s 1n§or§2;;pnuyas given to the Legal Attache by ©
AME ANVD /e ‘ ’ According to £
. - - . * (T o A »
\ Cia Q1d-not.want this information to be .krown to othzr agg;éggs
| particularly the FBI. The Dirkctor's notation was, ’

of CIA double dealing. H." . . Some more

‘ 40. ALLEGED CIA INCOMPEIENCE
. During the period October DATE , 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 CIA. Subsequent to the
briefing, General NAME of_the Air Force confided to
\\"Bureau representatives and expressed his displeasure with the
{ briefing given by MAME He was particularly critical of
_ MAME reluctance to furnish certain information, using the
.. - excuse that the matter was of a "Top Secret' nature. General -
1 - MAME stated that the position taken by #AME was only an E v
j« excuse for incompetence on the part of CIA. . R
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. 3

° 4
{ °

41, CIA COVERAGE IN CUBA PRIOR TO OVERTFROW OF, BATISTA GOVERNMENT

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

: « Wig. ook i
. » Y ‘
i | - 14 - : |
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- ghow that many more y-ople were involved in tl. . Castro organi--
zation than the U.S. Government had realized. Information
coming to.our attention suggested the possibility that both

~~gtate and .CIA had failed to assess developments in Cuba properly.

. v |

The foregoing is cited in the event that we found
reason to question the competency of [CIA  in CUbdzgs his could
be useful if we wanted to justify the existence o 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. ‘

L 42, pame

. . By letter dated April '25, 1959, wve voiced our -
4 objections to CIA for giving guidance to an individual with _
whonm we had been maintaining contact for the purpose of developing
him as a double agent. The individual involved was M AME
) , & well-known expert in the field of JYAL ofF *
- research as it applied to SPEC/Fre SOBIECT MAITEP [was
also a contract agent of CIA and had occasion to handle sensitive
matters for that Azencgls n[&prilj“PhTE. WAHE was preparings
to make a trip to Moscow. CIA briefed him on matiers as they
applied to his trip. The Agency also interviewed him concerning
his relationship with the subject in Vashington, D. C., 2and,
furthernore, gave him guidance concerning the relationship.
Ve objected to CIA giving any guidance to MAME concerning
. his contacts with the subject without first consulting with us. " :

L4

PSR

3

43, ALLEGED BELITTLING OF COMMUHISM BY ALLEN DULLES

. In July, 1959, Allen Dulles of CIA spoke at the
.National Strategy Seminar of the National War College. One
of the professors handling the Seminar was critical of Dulles,
He claimed that Dulles had belittled the importance of the
communist problen., ' ' ' S SRR T

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

44. MAME MAGAZINE ARTICLE — SEPTEMBER, DATE,
_ ) ~ In September, PATE. MAME magazine carried an

article captioned TITLE o6F ARTICLE ¢

lwhich included information of a derogatory nature concerning

»% .'the Director and the Bureau., The article precipitated a crisis

L

ais .
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