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! 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
62-116395  Tup)- 3-o1 B July 10, 1975

1 - MI‘- w. o- cregal‘

) l - Mr, R. L, Moore
!'. . UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTER ( S8S8C)
/

TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

RE: -DOCUMERTS PERTAINING TO THE "HUSTON
PLAN," COINYELPRO, AND OTHER PRACTICES
A AND PROGRAMS

HUSTOR PLAN AND RELATED DEVELOPMENTS

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 liaison with the CIA from 1960
te May, 1970. General instructions coneerning liaisen with

’ other agencles, including CIA, are set forth in Section 102
‘ of the Mamual of Instructions, a copy of which has been
farnished to the SSC.

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

Assec. Dir. — In addition to the documents being furnished, there

o o —are a mmber of internal wmemoranda, dated March 6-9, 1970,

a0 prepared by the Intelligence Division in response to the 3sa J.
| M ——Faplioch memiorandum to the Director, March 5, 1370, vhich beeause

e a0 their sensitive nature are being made available for review .- —

Fis 8 Com. by SEC staff personnel at FBI Headquarters. These memoranda "g‘

Gen. Inv.

tr- . —ape guplifications of the possible CIA grievances listed by
Inspaction __Er- P&Pieh. .
ORIGINAL AND COPY TO ATTORNEY GEN'L

;2:"":.“ ;RLM smam (&m %%m SEE NOTE PAGES TWO AND THREE .
) B [ (oSG MaATERLAL ATTAG!;E)% | %ﬂ

Legal Coun.

;::::s..:::: RM::}. ROOM [ TELETYI(QI%. = oy G?ﬁ?ﬁf 1; % “Pﬁ PO : 1975 O - 589-830
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TUITEY JTATDS SEFOTD A0LLCT CoRniIwann (OeC)
70 .,Tﬁu:ff GOVDRID ATTAL QT ARTIONE I
ToFaCT 70 INTRLIIGA0T ACYIVITINGS

PB:  SOCUILCRTE TERTATNING TO THS “HOLTON
FLAdi," LOIJTAMYRO, Ay QFHTR FRACTICLO
LAY 1~1‘OG&

HUSTON Liodl MID RBIL ELO DEVILOFIIZNS

In rogyronse Ho Itew nusmber 9. 1t has becn necsgsary
to ecucise numorous n4maw detes, ploces, and other malerlal
in order to prot gtlve opcrations, cources, and nothods
ond to protect thc yT~V10 off indlvideola. In goro instonecs,
to 1r0ucct privacy. it tms «dgo nceosoar, o romove informatlon
vhich covld lead to an indiviensl'c idonbit . 4% the ond of
nnzerous rarogrorhs soministrative details, cuch as Lile murbeors,
vere Geloted.

Taclosures  (19)
1 - The Attorney General

NOTH s

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

The documents being made available for review by SSC
staff personnel are the cover memorandum V. C. Sullivan to
Mr. 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.

NOTE CONTINUED PAGE THREE

o
1
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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

NOTE CONTINUED:

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.

kNW 65994 Docld:32985%616 Page 4




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

# Addregsee: Senate Select Committee

{OLTR XJLHM [ Memo []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: \&?2%4’«3&\@ (Z o dor

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI
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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 8S8SC 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.

ESRIEER

ENCLOSURE
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Response to SSC request, Appendlx C, Part I,
Item number 6 _
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T EUTSTATES GUVERNIVE 2 -2 EH
r Memorandunly . ‘

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

' | 411, TNFORMATION CONTAIRED
N ; . HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
FROM : - R. 0. L'Alller . pATELZ 3-0) BLS %m]_ﬁ%

—— e

sugeer:  LIATSON WITH IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE(INZ;

- ton - ———

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

&

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 o this assignment now recuires 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 LIAISor wiTi VS

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

Rhis document is prepored in 1. 3
8 € 2 esponse to your reques 3 dizsemi-—
wmtion outside your Committee. splés use :‘g J;Z;é}i L and is not for

ey Commitiee and the content m iited to offiriul m oceedings by
et without the express approvl {ggf t?é(;# gg ;Sz:sclosed “0 pnauthorized persome-

ffw MAHE }%’Z\J/’fb"‘

@W 65994 Docld:329859616 Page 8., . ’ _ _
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(F) CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) - DOMESTIC CONTACT
SERVICE -- You previously have been informed regarding CIA's Contact
Division which has had offices in.various U. S. cities and which is openly
identified as being connected with CIA. This division has been responsible

* for the overt collection of positive intelligence gained through interviews of
aliens. travelers, businéssmen, etc. The division has not been 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
of positive intelligence has indicated that'the Bureau can strengthen its
position by having our field offices establish direct contact with the local
oifices of the Domestic Contact Service. [':I‘his particularly applies to those-
situarions where the Bureau and CIA both have an interest in Soviet-bloc
and Yugoslav nationals, excluding those who are connected with embassies
or tne United Nations. )We‘ recognize that CIA has a responsibility for
coliection of positive intelligerxceﬁi. e. information regarding Soviet-bloc
capanility in a particular research fiel@which might be acquired from )
such vigitore hnt we cannot 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 -9 -

This document is prepored in response to your request and is not for dissemi
nation outside your Creomittee. I's use i 'mited to offirin! » nrcedings bg
your Commitiee and the roplent may not b: disclosed to unautiorized person~
nel without the express approvel of the FBI .

i. ,
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In each'case when you initiate any inquiry or investigation of a&isiting
Soviet-bloc nationaly you should obtain from the local Domestic Contact

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 Seatof 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~

Service the nature and extent of CIA interest and all pertinent information '




s

3 ' ( " . : L ) !
" B - 8 . . A ,
< .:-—‘. ":. & .':. AR T I . .y, . - ’
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THITED STATES GOVERNMENT , - ‘
mu&vﬁﬁmm . . H
. ) . ' L ', I ¢ ]
TO : Director, FBI - ‘ " DATE: 10/25/65
.t T3OM  : .SAC, Dhiladelphia . N
b ZOM <>cs hi D % P

N

- JSTSIECT: CGEYTRAL INTELLIGENGE AGENGY - {
§13 TIPORMATION

DOMESTIC CONTACT SERVICE

. 15D
THECRMATION CONCERNING . TE]T!:S“NI C[I’ASSW
DA

Re Section (E), SAC Letter 6):-*-1# 9/¢8/6S

"’\t\-—

NMVAME . R Fhil'adelpn.ia Cffice, Cen-
tv23 IntzNigence dgency (CTA) Demastic Conract Service, was
contzeted o“ 10/14 65 as directed in refersnced SAC Letter:
NANME ,advised he had just redurned from conferences at his
£EEn ey Feddguarters in Washingten. where he had been adviszed
<=2 Pureiu was dirs c*:i::g 1tz 1214 offices to establish lisiscn
with the loczl offices.of the Demestlc Contiact Service, |
vaHE 'effered his complete coopesriticrn with this office in mako

s n-

e

Ty of maurtual interest, .- =

-

"o

Arrangements were perfec*:ed wheyein BLgents cf thiq

¢ffice making inguiries or investiga ic:z:z of a Soviet-B¥oc Na~ -
+22m31 czn contact  MAME Jend Le will plice thenm in cantzet

[+
wich the Domestic Conta=szt Servic: re

=3entative nzndling the

Rl 24
zz32, ac that Information of interest thH us =3n be secured.
Pl 1o of HN- Doemestic Conbact

-
-

v irformition coming to the abtes
rics *-—Mtﬂﬁg 3 our in‘:er::ml &
dmmzdlztely repcrted to¢ this ef

-

3

AT

¢n -it-y' rzEpensibliities will
iz . : -

e’ itn
o) iy
o

U

's rr:gu- £

MAME ’rr‘aw— ted, 2 w2 W r:f' his Agenerw
ha in he event

S
Zations, that CIA rob, be identified &s the sourc

This document is prepared in response to your request cmd is not for dzssezni’r
nation outside your Committee. Ils use is Limited to official proecedings by
your Commitiee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized persot
nel without the express app'rowl of the FBI .
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dnformzation received m his coffice shpuld e included o &
coounicaticon godng t6 anyons ocutside the 3ureawn. WNAME 77
.o o~ - - <% 5 = Naaq™ Ve
w3 aszsured that CIA's identdi In this regaxd weuld de Tuil;;
rrotected.

IVFOA‘M«%TW/ ﬁemrwa m 7-,95
TEfiEITo/;’i’ CoVEA’ED ﬁi’ THE " PHILADEL psa

,, OFFicg ¢/A bw&.crfc CaA/?'Aa‘r ' SErwce

/¥ cLopyg /:/A‘H.EJ OF. C/A FE/?J-am‘t/E.&'

C-(
il
{0
3
O
*x

THE EUREAU: ’ S ‘ ' 3

.

ntacts with CIA in these .
is antlcipated that CIi Presentativas muy &t times
nformation relating to S ects?! ba Vcrou xd, habits,
teristics, as well as any avail “b4c “qotographs

In tha course of fu“ur ce
rep
X -
L A

.
-

- _The Bureau is ‘requested to 2dvise 1f 1t will be per-
‘missible te orally furnlsh such ackground' dnformaticn to the
CIA, representative and To furnish copies cof photcgraphs, A
-~ = they zre available, : . o .

]

. The Bureau iz 2lso reduested to advise if the estzblis

ment of liaison on the fleld office leval with.CIA's Domestic
Centact Service enviszgzes the furnishing of redores ané lettonr-
~2ad memes t6 this Service at the rield ozjice ievel wnexe Tl
have a le ~1tin_te 1nterest in the Subjecet, - ;
'x' ' |
H T -02- ' ‘;'
HWY 65994 Docld:32989616 Page 12 .
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o :- — : ,. ' N ' / . | .
8AC, Phil&delphu_“‘/ ' 10/29/65

Birgytbrj=inl\;\\\‘h-

T ssl?
CENTRAL mzmmm;cz ACTRCY (ch) W M

STIC CONIACT STRVICE
IZEI'O’?.ZL’;’BIOH CWJW

+ Beference is made to your letter dated 10/25/65.

Tho Durezu has been follewing 2 palicy cf not digsesipnating
Sreau infarustlion to the Domestic Ceninct Service at a iccal level,
Tai3 policy wiil continus unioss vou. are sgvised to the coairary.

In the event that the 10221 CIA ofzice desires infornaztion
cocceraing nuny subject, such reguests shkould be Qirected by CIA to
Ecrean LeudquartarSo

This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemis
nation ouiside your Committee. Its use i3 limited to official proceedinge by
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized pewm-
nel without the express approval of the FBI ,

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

. _ le'rED STATES GUVERNMENT 6‘9
Memorandum

TO : Mr, C. D. DeLoach DATE: 6/25/70 A
| OR |
ALL THFORMATION DI{TAINJ

“)FROM : W C. Sullivan - ‘ ERRTIN IS UNCDASSIFIED
\ Yo ‘ DATE L:LLLBY—SE—M

|
SUBJECT: LIAISON WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)
WASHINGTO'N FIELD OFFICE -

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

)spe01flc operational cases and name checks.

WEFO, of necessity, 1s in contact with CIA concerning
ispecific cases in the espionage fieild. For example, .

S PECIFIC E)‘AMP/.E c.,usu-

. . - T ; T
In addition, CIA has a2 domestic operations office J
in the District which makes name checks with WFO and secures
3 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. . ) . s
ACTION:

For the Director!s information, ) a4 e W

This document i3 prepared in response to your re

qriest and dissemie
nation outéide your Committee, Its use iz limited to offmazlﬂgft'o{%’;dmgs by
your Committee and the content mey not be discloged to unauthorized persoi~
nel without the express approval of the FBI , s .

T




* OPHONAL 011 NO, 10

o R 3 -
" UNITED STATES GOV &MENT é ‘
' |
]
Memorandum B

TO : Mr. C. D. DeLOf’iCh DATE: . 6/26/70

moRl6

‘ e 7 T 'AI:IJ INFORMATION CO! AIMM

{rROM : y, ¢, Sullivan | T ‘HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFLIED
| ; n ~ pane( = 20 / BES P2 2T
~ o ; . _

/
SUBJECT: 1,JAISON WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)
‘ WASHINGTON FIELD OF T«‘1(:}: B

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." VWe 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
tthem, :

ACTION: o !

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

. handled by letter.
. : >

P E
/)W s ¥ . l
(2) 1f the Director desires, an SAC Letter will be

prepared containing similar instructlons, applicable to all
I offices. o ——- o .

BTN enlls e o :
b 3y T T Nt 3P ot tea’ . Syasth, @ » -
e AT e e LG T S e e s, lhd 2. e .o
e TSR AR TR 2 SRR L el
-

U Ve e aneg
. . er, ety

Thzs doczcment 8 prepared in response to yom' request and e,
nation_outside your Commitltee. Its use iz limited #o offu:;f;:o’;?egng, by
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to _wnauthorized persons
2%} without the express approval of the FBI . be
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Response to SSC request, Appendix C, Part I
Item number 9
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{{ ,Ar\;‘a??‘-v I'EGI‘Ch 2, 1970
O X S

S P

vy, J, dear Hoover: :

Yirector .
Federal Bureaw of Investigation rmDR

h '».sh'ing;;ton s D, Qo =SE. ET ﬂF’Q{ASSIFIED BY‘S‘@""‘“M

o )=2=-0/ e

=

Decr i, Hoover:

T ask th~t you aporove my request to retire from Buresu rsorviee -
znd, if it is convenient, to hnve this retirement become elfective Axril
. s ’ AL 3
For °c>ver'31 weeks I have been giving® this matler sericus ih-ughd
bc"ﬂn guestioning my capabiliiy to bringr ab~ut ~ better coordin-

Tort directed dgainst foreign inbtelligence im):revs s barvictilarly j
the Cormvnist-~Bloe, 1 have always aimed for C"‘l"fC’Cbl(;., but I
ind th2t the desired resulis are being achieved., For »Imost 1§

verrs L have handled an assignwent during a veriod of turbulent, hectic,

H; ﬁ‘b“

| :;.n:i controversial develovments in the area of Internal Security - U, S,
1 Invelligeuce, T vas moedt challenging &, verysrewarding, but slso punish-
ing, Because of this deep involvement T now realize that I havoe badly

nerj ected ny respensibilities ns a fataer and -husband, Vith the tiwe I
...z:y have left I would like to give my family thé attention it ru,.u,i‘ﬂ].y

:deserves, \

It would be mosu Gishionest of we LL L Gldi’l cobmeub o vie te-
cent events wnich have led to the severance of direct liaison witn tne
Cc*t bral In‘;elli rence Agency. Since I have been the principal Burasu cle-
| ment in the day o cay relabions betireen the organizations, it hias bcen
l Y resi .-O“Slbll" 3y to anticipste problcms, move in on the situztion, and

orotect Bureoun interasts 3.n ~n officient and effective womner, T have ve-
‘vieved 1 Ry position in this latest devclopment, and I certainly ust share
responsibilivy for the tragic turn of events, T believe that T miesal have

iernlo rod betber verception by following developments in Denver more clozely,
i I deeply regret this, I do not like to fail., I do not like io loce.

I have' been involved in inte;ligence operaticns dating btack to
our S.I.S, hlgtorj, and I think I can speak with sore °Uth0“l‘J in e
ing th~t never in cur nistory has this nation been feced with rre~ter
curity threats from communist intelligence services who, throuzi volic
strbe organizstions, nave developed vnusunlly scphisticasted cap-bilities
to strike at our vulnerabilities of a democrrtic and free s-cicly., A
continuing and rriority.target” of the Bloc is to peneitr-te and svlit or
Gisrupt our internal security nnd intelligence organizations, Centrary to
=he terpo of the tiues many ye~rs ago, there is hardly an intelli-ecnce on-
“r~tion or an internal security cnase whicn does nob have direct oo in'irect
international roniiicstions, The course ol events and the hirhly crvavle
efL’CtlfGn@uS of Cc::-aun1 t-Bloc intelligence zervices have »lsccd incresg-
ing burdens on us and have necéssitated close working relations @ ! CTA,
militery intellipence services and other agencies. The complex a~uvire of
rany cases, the ranid means of Yravel -ud cowmmicaticon, the d- 1; ceeur-
cuce of emergency type political developuonts in varicus narts QL }ﬁg'
""'rld nave warranted dirvect liaison with epproximaiely twenty Cli cllic-

v ""i ,,‘] s

inlz on a dsily bacis. In addition, there r~re abeut thirty r“il

| vcontocted with lcwor i‘recgu ency, tne Buy ﬁ&}i dN ALLn ﬁ&%ﬁITY INF ORM ATION

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

pitrs . SN i

i
a2 3
J. b4

| WO




<3

‘ . . .
N tellirence Board »nd woe ugb-»co' it &esithich covm{ittcr‘ such as
hondling ot defectrrs, Asvelorwent of commuber wromraiis, lenks of clossie-
fied inforasiicn and “rodiction of intellicence studics, Quz Les~l ii-
taches hzve rcason, to centact CLY on a regular b""]u,‘lnd althousn i
been a smnll velure of business, the line of corwnicition between our de-
mestic offices and lecal CIA renrescent-vives has been dOfLDLLO]y nscrul,
The daily business with CIi relates to hundreds of cages pert-ining ¢
activities-of all,Comramist-Bloc services, the ieur Left, Black Haticnal-
-1ots, the Cominmist Farty -nd related orpgonizations, and politicel crices
! .in areas such as Vietnan, the =iddle Pﬂft ~nd latin America. Theorciic-
‘ally, 211 business c~uld be h?ﬂalea by m&wl, bus iror a nraclicel cﬁ':a-
'poino such a Trocedure will le~d, vo unbelieveble chaos. There will
c]mosU insumountadle obstcles if we ~re bto discharge our duties in o
‘resco sible menner -nd if ve sre to counter a relentless cney in tre
interest of nati-nal security. Becausc inierests of other agencies rre
 frequently intertwined with -cases involving the Buresu and CIA, the breszi
in ¥BJ.CIA liaison will adversely affect our liaiSon with such agencies,

nc
RER

s Ll ok

I think you will skzre ny alarn over the consequences once ile
word is recet ived by the troops“ in a1l Uy.S. aghhcies that MBI and ~ZIi
no longer have «ny lizison, Unfo: Lnn“uelg, there W11 oe 1n~1¢ cuals o
will lwlLClOUa] stort and nmisinternret the true fact vithin a shord

period; there ulll ce stories in the press, and worst of qlJ the Corrz-

-
-

nist-bloc ecrvices will vick vwp a ch01ce entree for the prowotion of sub-
tle, skilliul end extre: selv harmful disruption. I om absolutely convinced
that the intelligence services of Orest Britain, France, west Germany »nd
others are well P& neurauea by the Soviets, I can't beliewe +hat the Phil
bys, Lhe Blakes, the Alger Hisses were the last of the wenctraticns, =
mention this becruse il such penetr.tions exist, the break in relstior
betyeen the ¥BI and CIA will provide a.basis for promoting further rif
This is the first tirme in our nlszory thrt such »n event has ocenrred
it is difficult to believe thnt the enewmy will not make every effortd ‘o
reap the grestest profit vossible. Briefly, bir. Hoover, I hnve too much
respect for you and our 3L to ex rpose us to a potentially disastrous situ-
ation, - :

-
.

B

Although the Denver incident is a blight on the rel-tions be-
tween the F3I and CIi, it would be most wnfair of me not to comment on'
the dedicated and seliless efforts of numercus individuals in CIE who
ctrived for honest and hermonicus relaticns, As a result of their en-
deavors there have been mony services nerformed in behalf of the Burest:
including notable and oubstanding ~ccemplishménts, Ve have been furnisihed

- sources, 1nlcrn«nts, 0011d'“roaurulve cases, technitcal advice and ecui
ment, ond there haove been instances of cooperation which led to subsirn-
tigl saving of Bureau funds,. Tnere 2lso have been cxarples of aleriness
on the part of CIi employes dhvch prevented Bureau ccmmission of errors
and -averted crbarrassrent. Among some of the more significant exornles
of cooperation I cite the excellent and badly needed assistonce of CIi
in the Rudolph 2bel case, I also refer to tne Agency's droviding us with

o L,

one of the oetuer cr1m1hgl infornnnits we have had in recént years in the
person of /V(;[V?éﬁ I only refer to the foregoing to cwmphas
that, if at 211 possible, we sheculd preserve the good friends and the
supporters of the Bureau, ' {E Ind
5ITN Y '
It is recornized thnt one con also present a bill of partic-
ulars relating te cxarples of peer cooneration and delibernte skuldus-

E.Nﬂtﬁﬂﬁg?ﬁgbkhﬁéﬁﬁ%“ﬁf?%ggpﬁfiffor these in CIA vho disrupted relations beisicen




ke 4o, arened e heees A une Ned-Lor scuions,  Sogm foGiene vryo 4le

pevasites who ¢ "‘i‘-.’f‘q’u‘“?r Cresversbic en n:x'o::, NP oo ueos aoere-
© alive Lden, a7 Lived ™40 Uhe errers m" i,z:c dedicried mwmlo Fodieue
that an honeat sac fhor ok 21 er-tinetion will roved 4ot ke oreseace of
such Lypes at bihe »revent bire is rfv'h Avle or Lhelr intlasnee 1o -V-oot
o )101.0] v onootraliced, '.':1.(‘9;‘1 mrhely, "CEA alzo belicves ined in "i,"‘“
PASL e “did not i a feriivigii samer, and vhe Areney wndmibite
cdly culd-presont o, List of :;3*.10*'“ neeH.  Low may not vealise thob o e
years ogo ve anjored o Aour v wonbion among 0T emnloyes., Ye woeve char-
acleviced o5 being c‘:v ors axd Bhere uas a Geeldad e(..:.:o.-_.mere ol wistrash,
Hapoily, tiat is noy vhe sitaction wueany, Ian confident - ti-d you ¢ n ro
into wor seement of CTy, here srd abroad, and you vill finé theat &4 T

r
s \
Bravery, end Tnteogriity ase sincerely related to the IFBI, ‘fThe provlems
it

past yorrs mw"'\rﬂw 1*0':353- iron 1“‘.)07 ievobly poor CO’“'"U’):I.C(-J\":.O:. AonE in-
terested ~ortles.  Mis coinntiication nns boen grestly iuproved hocsuse cof
the efforts of riuny dedicricd reom 1.0, devertheless, there is rooin fox
improvenent., In owr oun surcau Lrere are nuierons (‘i"f.LCLalo ang eumloyes

who hove little or no Xxneulcdge of the backirownd snd the principles ol
the I‘?ax,*c,:’-.m'.»)ﬂ.:zl Sgenrity Act of 19,7 and of the Hational Se curity Council
Pirective n addition, thesc same weople have a vapue concepition of
the ohy" ves and fancticns of *n ,,m.c\'!.‘,ror-ce- ox{ani. /.'10!0?1, 3is Ll-rly,
within Ci: :c1o are very mu, whose concerdion of "whe ¥BI, its juric-
diction, ivs obl law enforcerant char "‘CLGI‘, is srocking nt
tines. fromendous :rogl,"css has bsen made, bub it i not casy 1o harson-
iously coowrdinate the opernticns of an organizati o designed to oner-le
which is basicslly a law eniorce-
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in a clendestine rmanncyr with an

- 3 HATE R - <]
wont hody, Ta s VU PTILRL Lo Lt el UREEUSE U TeLAlLonsnAD

is sLl 11 commosed of &g
stroy years of coastructive ef

(e incident potentially can de-

tir, Hoover, I resvectiully request 'L'x ¥ you rccensider the
decision to sever liaison with the Central Fmrﬁ'lu ence Agency, 1 apne:
Lo you to leave the doer oven for furiaer de beratlon bacause I am con-
fident this cownilict can be satisizchorily resolved, I believe thot my

removal Iron the scene orovides the cevwvortvunity to aproint sncther azent
who will casure w3 wo your Gesired CS‘pdbllJ..; s and who will be able to
I’aplczl:y’ resolve the {~ro‘0'\cr uith a new and fresh appronch, It is a focd
time to reczanine ovr relations with CIA and to meke adjustments satis-

factory to rou.

.

I sincercly regret that this situation arose, since I readily
appreciate #ou are Durc'c*“ed with so meny heavy respounsibilities, Yot I
fecl that I had e firm oblizaition snd duty to cormunicate with you be-
cause of thc very .‘-1;-:1‘0 of vy assignrent these many years and beczuze

of my involveient in this controversisl case,

¥y vears with the Bureru gave me mere satisf»ction then snyone
can imagine, You would ixevc to kmow me bebter to aporeciate this, 1
want to assure you thirt wherever I go or whatever 1 do 1 will be nrevared
to be of service in any cause which involves the sreservation of a sirong
and respected IBI, .
Sincerely yours,

< 2 I_ /,/(./"c{/ s
4

Sam Papich

i%EﬁRﬂf

NWY 65994 Docld:32989616 Page 19
| A—




-* " UNITED STATES G FRNMENT

" Memoran®um .

o s

o .  Mr.C.D, Deloach paTe: March 5, 1970
FROM ;f ¥. C. Sullivan ﬁ&;§§§§§wﬁ&g§§$§; s K e

. “{v‘?‘f‘?wﬁ
. . . 3 PATS, .
supjecT: L RELATIONSHIPS wrrzi: cia - _
Kttached is, a memorandum dictated by Special Agent
Sam J. Papich in response to the Director's request for the
identification of the instances Papica 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 problers
involved has been prepared by Papicl znd is attached to the .
memorandum. A review of the 25-page document reveals that it
contains several instances in which CiA has registered its:
. dissatisfaction and could conceivably renew its complaints, .
znd athars in whiech nresumably. CIA had no knnawledge of Rureanp
action and has made no complaint.

\\\ For the Director's further information, I have
instituted in this Division an-analysis of each situation cited
and a memorandum will be prepared ‘as ¥o each, containing ny
views and recommendations as a result of that analysis. This
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-
nation outside your Commitiee. Its use i3 limited to official proecedings by

syour Committee and the content may nol be disclosed to unauthorized persons
nel without the express approvel of the FBI ,

lNW 65934 Docld:32989616 Page 20
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M emmana’um -

DATE: March 5, 1970

TO : The Director

FROM : Sam J, Papi¢h | - \65’6695;9,&;, -J’sz/?/%’)
‘ - ’ - e . DECLASSIFIED BY.

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

p,m c,g Rewew OF 6/7'/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

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

m§§pver the years,

‘Q. ’ ’ . .

I Based upon a review of files and my personal recollection
'“;this list would be representative of matters which CIA could use
"for making charges such as: not being forthright, not playing
fairly and squarely, not cooperating, not being of assistance,

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

.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 relationship between the

two agencies up to the recent crisis was never better despite
the problems which have arisen from time to time. I am confideunt
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 adequate machinery for maintaining
sound working relations and producing badly needed intediligence

information.
NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATIOH

Classified by e A
Exempt from categozf_m__ﬁ_e%. S Pl Unauthorized Disclosure
Subject to Criminal Sanctions

Date of Dec, Gsificaliqn In
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,ﬂcmorandum to th, DZrector ne

L] - T

RE: RELATIONS ¥WWH CIA VIR

) § believe that it would be most helpful to you and
interested Bureau officials when evaluating and passing judgment
on the attached material if we analyzed very briefly the role
of the Bureau liaison Agent. A liaison Agent can be a simple
mail courier-.or he can be the true Bureau Agent ready to confront
any problem or issue with another sgency, very often working with
very limited information., .1t is expected that the Bureau Agent
carry out his ingtructions forcefully and efficiently. He must
be prepared to handle all types of personalities under various
conditions. He must be alert for pitfalls and express -himself
in a most judicious and prudent manner but always making certain
that the Bureau position is well fortified.

In evaluating the attached and my encounters with CIA,
4t 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
SOllClted 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
over the years I always made a point to challenge them to present
any grievances or raise any subject matter relating to the

* Bureau. I never left a discussion with any CIA official without
‘being positive that our position was absolutely understood.

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

can only refer to the records of the Bureau and CIA and I believe
the Bureau's position is most favorable. I don't think CIA has
ever transmitted a letter of protest to the Bureau during the
eighteen years during which the Agent handled the assignment.

ACTION:

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 :
extreme sensitivity of the case, VWe actually did not ;

permit CIA to handle. any investigations relating to %f
the HOCASE until 1857, ;

In 1957 CIA complained that it certainly had
avery right to have received the information earlier
because many aspects of the MOCASE pertained to CIA
employees and operations. " CIA further argued that it
had been greatly handicapped in effectively carrying out
the leads 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.

%

NATIONAL SEGURITY INFORMATION
Unauthorized Disclosure

SIFY ON: w:
v.J‘- N } sub o
(‘JFK 5;{ abt A 3 to Criminal . Sanctions
(\M/ ¢EA FWD MRN ] th Vg ;2 TR ?E??:. e it S -
ATL IFORMATION CO""}."\"‘ 5D LY
HEREIN IS UFETASSITIER oY
WHERE SHOWH OIHERVIT . .
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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

’\'f'a':;;t?. . o - e e o
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SENSITIVE ONGOING OPERATION (continued from page 2)
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SENSITIVE ONGOING OFPERATION (continued from page 2 and 3)

{(3) THE ABEL CASE

o A oy
. % ' ’
. ..

. 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 aAbel 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
rre8ponsibility 0of doing this after the Bureau declined
to become involved in any operation designed to transport
‘NAME to the. U, S. 1t should be noted that NAME
was an alcoholic and that his first contacts with CIA

in PLAcEe raised quest:.ons concerning NA ME mental
stability, . -

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 yet
dentified Abel., CIA agreed to take the responsibility °
;)tor the carrying and safeguarding of NAMWE but we

WYY 65994 Docld:32589616 Page 26
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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 apyprehension of Abel. The Agency has main-
tained that it was largelv responsible for making
“absolutely certain that MAME was mentally and
physically prepared for testimony at .the Abel trial.
MAME was a key witness. CIA has. also referred to
the heavy expenses incurred by the Agency, all for the
benefit of the Bureau., CIA has complained that the -
|Bureau never really thanked the Agency for its coopera-
tion and CIA has been particularly irked becaused the
lBureau did not see fit to inform the.Attorney General
or the White House of the role played by CIA, ‘

4) /VAME OF S.UQJ:EC}"' h ]

e .. &

Pl b

.. .. In July, 19533, Senator MAME sought
to subpoena WNVAME AVD OCLUPATIW £0
testify before the Senator's Committee, MNMAME claimed !
that ~AME alleged communist activities were clearly
documented. The most seriocus allegation was that
had LDENTLFFING. UATA . »
All of this was publicized..- The information set forth
in the newspapers emanated from a Bureau report. CIA
Lplemned 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
i:now that we maintained liaison with wayx Committee,

9

b

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

. '‘lcopcerning NAME This information had been fur-
. ijnished to us by MAHE & former official of the

CosmE
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{Department of\Labor, When interviewed by ué, NMAME

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 story. In the past, CIA informally referred

to this as an 1nstance of very unfair conduct on the part
of the Bureau,

BUREAU HANDLING OF CIA 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,
many of the visiters left most disappointed because they
had not had any contact with any Bureau officials. CIA
felt that contact with Bureau officials had very significant
benefits and left lasting favorable impressions because of
the FBI'!s world-wide reputation., CIA also pointed out that
iwhen 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 indicatéd that our policy prevented the

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

! it should beemphasized that for the past several
years there would not be any basis for any formd complalnt
with regard to Bureau treatment of foreign officials coming

'to the U, S. under CIA sponsorship. The personal attention

|given to such officials by NANE 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

. . ORTT .. ... .
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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, '

e
(7) Jcxa|-{DuTCH] INTEREST IN SOVIET ESPIONAGE ACTIVITY
- L’ /.,.. ‘.. ]

In 1965, the(éﬁtch Internal Security Serviqgl(§>
'(5) was in the process of investigating -individuals in

ollandf who alleged1¥3 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 time,;«our Telations
with, the @utgﬁ ad been practically mnonexistent because
the'{Dutch) had failed to honestly deal’with us in the
=lcase of NAME AN |DEVTIFFING DATA who liad been
clandestinely collecting i zelligence at the National
Security Aggncy. WwhenlCIAV2approached us, we ~told
he Agengzﬁihat the DutcH could submit their request
rough-diplomatic channels. We subsequentl told%é}é]lg)
we would not handle the interviews for the [DutchM9¥e
stuck to our positiod.u IA -surrendered bdjafelt that
we were impairing their efforts to gather information
} . oncerning Soviet-esplonage activities in Europe.

- (8)  Two WNAMES

- e
LA

NAME TIDENTIEVING
T TTDPATA 4, during World War Ii, established a
-—“brivate 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., AMAME
" established contact with the Bureau through one of
" his subordinates, NAHE who periodically called

.
©
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. on us and furnished information which- W~NAME felt
was of interest to us, This dissemination through
NAME 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

H had given the same data to CIA but we do not know, CIA
i and WNAME clashed and the relationship was severed
i in an atmosphere of severe bitterness., 1In the last

years of its dealings'with NVAME - -[the Agency) had . (£
successfully penetrated the latter's organization and
allegedly had identified many of -the sources., CIA
hinted to the Liaison Agent that it had become aware

. 3 of the relationship between WNAME " 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 Bureau hrad withheld infor-
mation from CIA, particularly when we were receiving
the data from an organization whlch was E:Lnanced by

the. Agenc;D@) : Rl

i (9) ‘COMMISSION ON THE ORGANIZATION OF THE v
EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF THE GOVERN\&E\IT

P

(Herbert Hoover Coxmnlss:.on.- 1954)

In October, 1954, a: task force of the captioned

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

1list 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 f£flatly told the Agency
{to officially submit its charges, The Agency never did.
‘What information CIA may have had on this matter as it
pertained to the Bureau is not known, It is possible that
! the Agency's attitude was strictly predlcated on a knowledge
-|that we maintained liaison with the Senator's Commzttee.
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INTERNAL SECURITY LEADS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES

During the 1950's, we gave our Legal Attaches
npumerous leads stemming from internal security cases in
the U, S,. In many instances we did not see fit to
notify CIA although the Agency always maintained that
you could not separate '"internal Security" from "counter-
intelligence,' namely a lead in France pertaining to a
communist in the U. S. warranted advising CIA, if not,
at least asking the Agercy 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 oi -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 known to
CIA cannot be established from our fjles; however, we
ckoulgd bear in mind that . when our Leegal Attache’ invese. .
tigate, they contact many of the same foreign officials
normally contacted by CIA, How many of these foreign
officials are CIA informants,or on the Agency payroll,
is unknown.

BUREAU OPERATIONS IN CUBA

. We operated informants in Cuba when we had a
Legal Attache's Office in Havana., Informants reported
on activities of communists and other subversives in
that country. During the period we operated these
informants, we did not coordinate our operations with
CIA. 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 a secure manner, Approval was granted to turmn certain
informants over to CIA.- What these informants may have
subsequently told CIA about past Bureau operations is
unknown., This item is being cited in the event CIA had
evidence to establish that we had been operational in
Cuba and had not coordinated with the Agency pursuant
to Directives.
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(12) BUREAU OPERATIONS IN BRAZIL -

1 : : Xn 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 Attache’s
operation of an informant in CBr'azi;.:\" Some of the
information that he received from the informant was )
of a derogatory nature and related to a[Brazilian)who
was being touted as a Presidentialrcandidate, CIA

. asked for the identity of the “informamt and we told
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 - (g)
that we had been operational in/Brazil) had not coordi-
nated pursuant to Directives, and that the matter was
further aggravated because of the alleged unreliability
of the information,

(13) BORDER COVERAGE
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SENSITIVE METHODS AND TECHNIQUES
'(do.ntinued from page 10) ' !
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CoDE NAME

¢

o . R . . ‘; . . ; . .
In May, YEAR the Bureau's'.double Agent in the (s>
captioned case was advised by (his Soviet contacg] that he

was to bhave a meeting in PLAcE . ‘during the period

. DATE A question arose as to whether CIA

‘'should be inrormed concerning the double Agent's travel

(15)

to PLAsg it was recommended and apprqoved that we

‘not advise CIA, - .

What is important here is that CIA established
contact with our double agent at ore point., The Agency
may have had further contact without our knowledge. _The
Agency may have also picked up the contact with the@ovieﬂ (s)

y in pPLAce " 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.

CIA REQUESTS FOR BUREAU 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 WNAwue give the -
lecture, Such lectures were being afforded in other parts

- 0f 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

! ’ I
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(16) CASE OF WAME °
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(17). pAnE oF CASE
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" to- cooperate on .a most important subject of interest

to both agencies.

-

*

t
e

On July 9, 'Y&4% an official of the State -
Department confidentially advised the Bureau that
NAME T a CIA employee in pPLhAcE , had been
involved in an affair with 2 rope/ewv girl. According
to NAME allegedly had furnished information
to the pogs/iem girl, We checked with the State Department
and CIA and we coniirmed NMARE .. 'involved in-
an affair and that he had been recal’],,ed. According to
CIA and State Department, there was. no indication that
NMNAME involved in'any espionage against the
U. S. CIA gave consideration to requesting the Bureau
to igeniify i1ils suvurce and then changed its wind, -
Whether CIA has documented this as an instance where
the Bureau failed to cooperate by not voluntéering the
source is a matter of congecture but,- it is a case that

should be kept in m:.nd. o - '

In April, 1963, we became: involved with CIA in
that Agency, efforts to col;ect sensitive information
relating to zgo@gld# Government:intentioas to conduct -
espionage agalnst the U, S. " CIA had access to a sensitive
source, NAME ., Who was in a position to make
available highly 1mportant ﬁ&ceﬂffdocments. On April 11,
1863, CIA informed us that’ Bur Legal Attache in PLACE ha.d
locally contacted " CIA concerhing 'this matter, CIA Head-
quarters was hlghly disturbed because its office in PLAcCE
had not been cut in on this operation and the Agency wanted
to be informed regarding the nature and the extent of our

dissemination of CIA information to our Legal Attache., We

k] -
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, believe that the Lewda Attache Office ever involved itself
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determined that the Legal Attache had made inqﬁiries in
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
'had received 1ndlcat%ons that information had been leaked
to OREICH authorltieé?’rWe have no evidence or reason to

in any such leak. However, we should not, under any cir-

cumstances, discqunt the fact that CIACﬁas penetrated

FOREIGY services agd has. had access_ t0 sensitive information
in pLACE The 0&6/&§§nave always had an outstanding. cap-

_ ability of tappln phones and installing microphones in

__PLACE  Such coverage oa U. S. officials, including their
" residences, should never be excluded,  The information we
had conveyed to our Le 21 Attache p0531b1y may have been
acquired by the@g&ﬁs/Geéthrough clandestine coverage, CIA
possibly could charge s with Jhandling their .sensitive
information in an insecure manner by';ransmltting it to
“PuAvE without conferring with the Agency. e
5

In connection with alleaedéﬁoﬁ‘é/gg;{c"p’O”"ﬂ’°

R P=2

activity in the U, S., CIA has never .béen Satisfied with

the efforts made by the Bureau, - The Agency pgessibly could -

take the position that we looked lightly at the allegations
and did not pursue a matter whlch in their eyes, merited
2 more aggressive approach

i, _For some time, CIA hag held to a position that
the£0RE(6)/ Intelligence Service* VAME As penetrated by

© the Soviets,YS)The Agency has pbinted out that if thegﬁmuyagfg,

are collecting sensitive information in the U, S.,

product is ending up in[Hoscow)In January, 1964, £

reviewed the status of our investigation ofvﬁmf;&uvinteln»f
ligence activities in the U, S. The Director comrented

#] 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 sensitive source would be jeopardized.
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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 NEME a former CIA employee, CIA
\ investigation indicated that WAME - 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 WNVAME former
Assistant to the Director. The Liaison Agent was unable
to develop any additional information as it might have
3 pertained to NMAME in this.particylar matter, CIA
may have additional data not revealed,

-

,

(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 ccould 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,

BUREAU INFORMANTS IN _pAtE oo

In 1966,and 1967, we were operating informants
in _PzAce At the inception 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 PLpeE . In the second instancg, we established an
agreement with CIA in October,® 1967, “4that we could con-
tinue handling an informant ink.FkAgé v with the under-
standing that the Bureau Agent, on the occasion of each .(9)
visit, would cenfer with [fthe 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 we_had finally coordinated with them.

It is true that &h%hA Chiel 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 PLacg. bearing in mind that in
2 plage such as PLAcE .y 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 P&AHCE without coordinating
with CIA,

C ODE 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 inquired
i£ the Bureau would check the toll calls on the home
-telephone of one NMAME " who was harrassing
CIA in the Miami area. MNMAHE .allegedly was seeking
“dinformaticrn 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 justify investigation
f2lling 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) _ sewsitive Docomenr

CIA became very irked when we restrlcted

d:lssemination of our  SENSITIVE 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 our part,.

.
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-{25) ESTABLISHMENT OF BUREBAU LIAISON WITH
- JDUTCH INTERNAL SZCURITY SERVICE]- 1960

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

ments for liaison With appropriate {Qutchf®uthorities,
NAME . raised questions, [Poifdting out that over

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

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

>

In the latter part of 1859 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 COUNTERINTELLIGEKRCE
INFORMATION TO FOREIGN 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
R information whlch our Legal Attache had transmitted to the

. ;;:g;fs,c,f,lntelllgence 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/és4 sources
CoDENAME We responded to CIA by stating that the
information was the product of an internal security
operation and did not relate to any operational activity
abroad, CIA again 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 informatiorn 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, 1nte111gence agencies. The Director. noted
“I 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, VWe told CIA we had no informants available
because they were necessary for our own operations., We
took the position that we saw no benefit to be gained by
loaning an informant on a short or long term basis,

-

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

o ,-' . ,,'
<8

(29) ADVISING THE WHITR HOUSE REGARDING CRITICISM
' OF INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS - EURGPE

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

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

(30) THE 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 Intelligence Advisory
Board. The matter dealt with consideration that might be
given to increasing wire taps on diplomatic establishments.

e SEGRET
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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
s0 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.

<
o

(31) ALLEGED PENETRATIONS OF CIA

. -y
'.s L4
o . ™

In February, 1965 Bureau representatives met

with CIA officials and with NMAME' to discuss
2llcgations made by WNMAME | 2 Soviet defecteor, relotive
to alleged Soviet penetrations of CIA. WNAME was

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

(83)

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

It is not known if CIA ever became knowledgeable
of the referenced communication, As already indicated,
we do know that CIA personnel have been ‘assigned to the
White House, We also know that ' MNMAME ANVD
TITLE . . CIA, was attached to Vlce
President Wixon'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 America,-

P «O

/VAHE oF 503.75&7’

¥

The captioned individual is a criminal infor-
mant whom we have been utilizing to very significant advan-
tage in New York City. He has been the source of valuable
criminal intelligence and has been a key witness in
prosecutions of cases being handled by the Bureau. Ve
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,

. and then conferred with AAME CIA., NAME

(34)

contacted the Bureau Liaison Agent and asked if the Bureau
was interested. XNegotiations were initiated and we
subsequently acquired the services of MAME 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, '

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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CIA never made any official protest but informally
" indicated from time to time that the lack of exchange
in this hjighly important field was prejudicial to over-
all intelligence and internal security interests., The
Agency implied that we actually were more open with the
British in this general area than we were with CIA,

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

{(35) CiA LECTURERS AT BUREAU TRAINING SCHOOLS

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