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FROM 0 8A "Sam Papich DATE OF RIVIEW

; ALL INFORMATI®N CONTAINED

SUBLCT "RELATIONS WITII CIA - HEREIN ISUNCLASSIFLED . ed per
, EXCEPT WHERE SHUWN Ubhxv £ &'Car\/ 8/-»7/?0
OTHERWISE .
’ Reference is made to-my lettors dated uqrch 2 and
March o5, 197G, In my lcttexr of ilarch 5, 1870, I stated "it
is 1uoortun1 to emphasize that the Burcau con also produce
an cxtensive list of justified gricvances.'". IL is ny under- .
suand;ng that the Cireatay degired that this lisv be identilicd,
Eunclionod herewith is o 1ist of upproximately 75 itemse Ny
This list should not be consideroed abroluto1v cowzlete,
Prepoaration wis pr cd*‘ﬂrfd on ny personal recollection and n ki
review of Durveau vrecords, To anke this list more LOnUlv;e :nd
speciiically cccurate would neccunituate (he review of tbﬂu&ﬂn
of files, The ennlc"od list can bhe supportaed by Rurcau records,
Witicr Ui deCuwedn SCilely Uit LI SE5C LS A4S WL, R

on with our cvaonlunticn

also must be kewt in mwnn in counnceci
cit I previously listed, 2

of the allevcd CIA grievances whi

L=y

I renlize thoat it is presumntuous on my pari, but

tif the Divector feels that cur Durean vork can benofit by o
gperson‘l discuission befm@on the Dirosctor and nyiclt, I am
savailoble until April 3, 1970. I plan to lecave the area.
sdmmediately h;.oaiunr for an extended pcrlod
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‘i . ‘ ___\ . / | '
. | | "CENTRAL INTELL IG"'NC‘:' AG:.NCY RV
4 ' WASHINGTON, D. C. 20503 o ‘ ‘ :
- UOFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR oo ioimiEoame

S K BokweTed Re3 o .l 20 Mazch 1970 |

The Honorable.J.  Edgar Hoover.
Director

Federal Bureau cf Investigation
Washington, D.C.

. 1{; Dear Mr., Hoover:
L ] .
EE ; i We bave completed our review of domestic positive intelligence
\“, j collection engendered by your letter of 11 March 1970, We warmly
i’; ‘i;‘ welcome purlochc reexamination by our {wo ag encms of the implemen-
‘?j Tation o1 the 1‘700 guleertieite @il uu. CULIG L LLUL Ul Huu;».u\, ;.Ilt:;;l\:’::'::;.:;
[ 3

which you proposed. I concur alsc with your comments that there is
a need for clese coordination of ouvr cfforts in the field of positive and
counterintelligence colicction, To be most effective, I agree that it
}) is essential for this Agency, tcgether with your Bureau, to conduct a
ntinuing analysis of »la ndestine collection activity, The product is
of growing importance to the national security and to the United States
Intelligence Cormnmunity, Therefore we enderse your proposal for a
reexamination and bespeak your desires as to how this might be

&
}

3
-
7
A
3
A

' conducted.
o A
L . Wlth regard to the 1966 set of ground rules, which you sent to &2/
.o the then Director, Vice Admiral William ¥. Raborn, Jr., the con‘pe- £
; ® ytent werk of cur respective representatives did, in fact, produce an /
Q'} jeffective and realistic agreement. I welcomne your statement that no
‘major problems have been encountered since its adoption.

™ "'i !j -
.~
FREPERE U

=
HAR 20 1970,

I feel strongly that there arc other related subjects, of similar
{importance to the national security, which warrant periodic raexamﬁ'ﬁa-
"tion since they have a direct bearing on domcstw clandestine coll
of positive intelligence. : :

4ot
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- As 4 result of our review, engendered by your letter, I believe
“that the following subjects are deserving of your personal consideration:

, -

e e e Ty § R AL ebVierdaelt TAudio ¢overage provides timely oo

intelligence of inestimabie worth to U. S, officials for

pollicy planning, early warning, and accurate guidance'

necessary for the improvement of operational and collec-

| tion activity here and abroad. Audio coverage is unique

et f production because itis-rea dlly subject. to-local cross-.

checking and evaluation which is far more difficult and

costly to achieve abroad. Further, such coverage is on

. targets which affect directly the national interests,

- For several years your Bureau had been recep-
tive ‘to requirements and leads which resulted in valuable
coverage. The quality of your production proved tnat

- T aa —~ -— T34
"GJ; ourcaa a.a.v.u\. yosseuuvu Cay“b-_“u:

which cannot be duplicated by any other U.S. agency.
On 2 October 1969 tv;'/o.'r'elr;teu r'e.quests for audio «

coverage were submitted by this Agency pertaining to

p051t1ve intelligence targets, one of whonq had KGB connec- !

Agency should refer all such cases dl“CCLlY to the A‘ctorney
General for approval,

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

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

\,}' o . 2
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_ “(2) "Mail Covérage. " Another much néeeded intelli=_ v
EATER SR '-.--gen’céf’(ool is-.mail coverage.. -Its. 11*1porta,nce has been = ..~ .
proven in the past. Ihave the impression that it has
Ibeen’discontinueéd, and I'would suggest that our i‘c’pr'és‘en'-
tatives should confer and examine ton'ether whether this
sset might be deployed against .communications of the
ovmt Bloc Lh ’\Iew cht and *dentlfled fore1<rn agents. .

et st 3
. N e .o . 2 - Tl B
. PERANN : I

(:)) ClA chhnical Services., A significant' expendi—
L - ture of this Agency's money and personnel has been coms-
S - {mitted to research and development for the improvement
' " {of technical aids, This Agency has provided-your Bureau
witly an appreciation of cur resources and capabilities, and
has offered y su at cost or 01atls our rnost soohlsucated

) ) des : ot o wra 2

Q;&i—?”’“n

RN

e S Al’thouc* 1 we will ontlnuc These serv1ces, we Would welcomc,
' any suggestions from your Bureau for improvement in the
technical field including proposals how these assets can be
. . ibetter employed. Your comments will be particularly

N appreciated in view of our mutual interests in 1mplement1ng
Opecration :

(4) Courses in Positive Intelligence chu1re1nents and
Reporting, Since the collection and reporting of positive
foreign intelligence is, as you say, only incidental to your
‘main internal security and counterintelligence responsibili-
ties, I realize that your personnel are somewhat at a dis-
advantage in carrying out the evaluating and reporting

o o processes necessary for the conduct of positive intelligence.
o At our' 1966 conference we offered to institute positive intel-
‘ ligence training courses, including reports writing and

A » . ;}‘&, 7/1'/"0 /w-&f/zﬂ'?u &W P B BT A
. ‘/F/ Q y ,M/_(,(zf,,fws Ca/,,éw&:m/u \ o
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analysm, ‘for FBI personne1 ~In- sol:c1t1ng your views on

our willingness to prov1de such instruction. It would be

__'de51gned to expose the needs of the Intelligence Community -

in depth, thus making the Current Intelligence Reporting

List (CIRL) more meaningful to your personnel.

“7(5) “ Seminars on Opvosition Services. Given the' :

‘growing sophistication and increased capabilities of hostile

intelligence services, it is suggested that CIA and FBI
experts in this field meet as required at our respective

| Headquarters, the Washington and New York Field Offices,

in order to keep abreast of new developments, modus
operandi, operational tasks, and diverse missions of
opposition services. Iknow that you will agree with me
that no opportunities for improvement should be over- '

tanla? whichimight heln tn negate the effarts of hostile
‘services who are charged with undermining the security
" of the United States. These sessions should also provide |
' an opportunity to explore and devise new means o pene-

trate and neutralize these inimical forces,

. i ) . . )

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

. ef{ort.

' 1believe that there is room for substantial improve-
ment in achieving a more uniform and efficient exploitation
of the positive intelligence potential of certain of these

$ensitive sources. I would invite your thoughts on how we

may better ccordinate requirements for these sources and

establish a more thorough evaluation of their positive
intelligence production before it is given general dissemina-

| tion within the Government., Our review would suggest that

there are good reasons for consultation to explore the
development of higher quality live sources, for example

&

.‘4
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(7) Live Sources'in the Non-Bloc Area.. So{n‘é'es
such as d diplomats are a fertile field for -
procurement of mich-needed 1n+c,1]1gence relatmcr to the
. Jactivities of certain Latin American and Middle Eastern

’ countrles which are e*<panchn<T then* subversive and ’
Jterrorist activities, ‘even to the. Unlted States.. I do not.
feel confident that both agencies have adequately exploited
the full potential of this field, and would urge that this

' subJect be explo*ed by our 1espect1ve representauves.

.
‘:.
#
.
33!
o
i

;
B
H
i
1

) (8) New Left and Rac1a1 Maﬁers. The’re is already :
a substantial exchange of information in this field, Limi~ : .
tations of manpower raise a serious question as-to whether '
both agencies can keep pace with future unpredictable ’
developments. The increasingly close connection between
‘ these forces in the United States ana hostile elements
SV abroad has been well established by both of our agencies.

' 11 feel it would be in our mutual interest to determine how
we can best o 111'()10\" more wisely our liianited TRaANPOWY,
knowing that this problem, which embraces bombings,
hijacking, assassination, and the demeaning of law enforce-
ment officers, is international in scope. '

PNE T e T

En e e

2

"(9) Relations with Domestic Field Offices and Legal
Attaches. I do not feel that there are any serious conilicts
in this area but there may be room for improving the quality
of liaison in order to expand positive intelligence collection.

-~ ]| Given the changing situations both here and abroad, periodic
' re-examination of field relations could assist both agencies
to make mutually-agreed adjustments.

L e8] S Arm o vy - v SIS TR EPIERTHY Y Fie

names sy

¢

e i . ——— 1 e 411 5.

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

(s

Faithfully yours,

. . . - . ‘ . i
N . ‘ - ~ Richard Helms : '
. S o - ‘Director

5 ok . . .
— e— T - Py = — e = = - - e T T n o . T ey |
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- CASES AND/C - aIxU\TTC*w
INVOLVING CCw. LICTS V1T MIT-

CEﬁTRﬁL INTULLICINCE A NHCY (CIA)

Jhaan

L T RO
. Ve

IOCASE (TI™Y RORIS LORRCS CASE)”

This wag o gensitive uo"*ct-eaplonuue c
which originated in 1“*3 and termincted for the. most

cations and Hwﬁxo"*c“-»§ n2s been, and uﬂucuo;cd;y _
will be, one of the most innortant and involved cases
of Soviet oreraticons in this countr" and abroad. Ve
did not disscaminate any iniormation of significance
in this case until 1& aa. On various ocecasions when -
the Litison 4Lgent has become involved in heated argu-
ments with CIA o:flc als, they have seen fit to raise
this case us an outs nding example of FBI failure to
Agency. The position taken by CIA
as that it Lou?d have been advis d re"ﬁra1nw the
Soviet operational activity inm foreign countries,
claiming that the Agency vould have had the oplortunity
to develon more infornation of significance, identify
Soviet &y 1ts, and possibly prepare conditioas for
recru.tnei.t or dnubling of Soviet operatives, Ve did
'not dissceminate our reports to CIA because of the
extrene sensititity of the case. VWe actualily did not
‘pernit CIA to handle any ;nvect1qatzors relating to

.

lthe 1OCASE until 1957.

!

(s st /s e e

>

In 1857, CIA complained that it certainly had
every rigat to nwve raceived the information earli
becauge many aspects of the HICCACE pertained to CIA ~
emrloyces aand opera rtions, CIA further argued that it
had been greatly handicnapped in effectively carrying out
the  leads in 1837 beuuu @ the leads were given to the
Agcncy at the same time that the cace was publicized.
"The Apency argucd-that the failure of the Burezu to
coordinate with CIA those French aspects of the case
pernitted the French, rather than the U, S., to play a
dominating rele in Eurore. '

pwﬁﬂﬁui"&lamﬁ=ééJr?2? 1836)
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' "How much information CIA has developed over
the years concerning our operational activity in :

: Mexico City is usnknown, However, we shouldgpear-in o
cha. bovererbomind thatt former SpecitlvAgent (George MunroPRandled o e ol

many of our owperaticns in omico, includin® key inicre
‘mants, ‘and subsequently boégoan performing - services for
¢ CIA after he lcft the Bureszu, We also should not
forget that Americans operating in Latin Americon
countiries for one ageacy are heavily exposed to the
‘resources. of. anotihar i S, lnteliigence. or dnvestigative: L e ma

2

agency. This Agent knows from personal experience that S

operating in these areas constitutes a "very small vorld” ;
and the exposure to leaks and errors is considerable, o

N

(3) THE ABEL CASH

\ . ’ . i

( _ X Althoush CIA has not raised the point for C ;
- : ‘ geveral vears, the prev attitude was, and probakly = 3
still cexists, that the d not play it square with ‘ T
CIA in the Ahel ‘nze hy not making comtain that thae - o

oo
Ui

3 ¥

Agency was - given the proper recognition for its contri- o i
fbutious. CIA fcels that in the first place, there would
‘'not have been any U, S. access or availability to the
source in this cuose, Reino Hayhanen, because CIA took

the full responsibility for moving Hayhanen from France
tto the U, S, in 1857, CIA claims it took the risk and
‘responsibility of doing this after the Burcau declinegd
~to becone involved in any operation designed to transport
‘Hayhanen teo the U. S, It should be noted that Havhanen
iwvas an alccholic and that his first contacts with CiA-
;dn Paris raised questions conceraing Hayhanen's mental
Istability.. '

, After Hayhanen arrived in the U, S., we
carranged access to him for a perlod, the purpose of
which was to obtuain a complete story of his intellii~
-gence activitics in the U, S. and we were particularly
interested in identifying all of his associates, es-
pecially the man who lator was identified as Rudolph
Abel. After a short handling period in the U. S,, we
dropped Hayhanen because he becamne a problea, It was
an cxtremcly critical situation because we had not yet
identified Abel. CIA agreed to take the responsibility
}for the carrying and safeguarding of Hayhznen but we

- \ . . Pl

. GSECRET
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countries wi th far better. impressions than in. the
past. In addition, we have lexrned more about these.

..... couutr*cs, Lhelr scrvlcﬁ", and their. sccu*lty Chlbla -
-~ By .spending 2 fow w;nutva with ‘thém., "Heedless to say,
this kind oi treatment h!s aluo inmeagsurably helpédv.
our L“SJL Attac c' v : S

(7) CL& ‘L"'{. CI' Ifz’ L'YIEST Z’I SQVIM"‘ LSPI C‘?—TAGE :’\CTE"I ¥
‘n.cj T e .5, "" »~ H R

e LRt e I .f. IS

NIy
.

[ ]
RS
5w
S0 b O

3, theﬁﬁutchvlnternal Security Servicq]@p

58 oi investigating individuals in o v
edly had been engaged la Soviet-espionage

teiprented to hinve certa individuals

rviecwed and uDD?O'ECth@IA .0 moke

a At that time, our relations

‘with theRutchMha 2l pracitically nenexistent because

‘the [Dutcli$had Py o honestly eﬂl with us in the

‘case of | ecinl who ha:st been
clandestinoely colle ?? i ﬁ?tgwcﬂce'at the Hational

‘was in jhe
THolloandp¥ho
ractivity. T
‘in the U, S.

Anauiry at the

0 W

e

B

73 (+h:jl® oM
-

.

(]

G
o
ﬂ'Q °

r'\

Security Ageney. Wh CidMonroached us, we told

the AgencyPthot t Quld submit uhcir request
Chivough diplomatid S. Ve subsecguontly tol Cléclﬁfy‘
we would 1ot han iews for the[Butch. (Ve

stuck to our pos urrendered bu elt that
. e were imrpairing 3 to gather inf ornutlon
iconcerning Soviet thAtICo 1n Burop
(Valter G, Ex 1v1th Ky,

(8) COLOREL JOIT cno"s.:f‘u {ZAT 0'RLI EH)

Colonel Tohn Growbach was o retired U. S, o

Arny officer wio, during World VWar I, established a

private intelligence network, operating throughout the

world but prinarily in Europe, His sources included

any number of Luropcan exiles who came to the U, 8.

While he was in business, he was financzd by the State
Departuent, then -the Depariment of the Army, znd in the
later 1940's and into the 1950's by CIA, Grombach
established contact with the Bureau through one of

his subordinates, Pat O'Brien, who periodically called

y

SECRET
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c '“'on us

wua of lﬂL“”Q"t

Pat Of3rien cont:z

Cyalationship
yere: rcc@'v=wf

intere=zt o the”fﬁ
#d given the same
and G ch ecloshe

in an a.huOS'hl a3

N e de et YQARS Lol 2L S aoalgna
successfully
2llegedly

hinted to the Liai
of ‘the reliationshi
and the Bureau,

this
were Sl”ni*ACunb,

nauﬂon from CIA,

the data fyom an orgoniuati

,'{"11"'41‘3

et A e

wasw sapp el ®

(9) cOmmzssxom o T::

v~y -\v\
o~.‘-¢'~JU

pene“vac«u
sad identified ma ny of the

the
to d”tliv 2 charge thar the
particulinarly when we were receiving.

oY vn:ch[ﬁhs tinanced by
89..77E0RY .

O“(

iued daring;t%
ta CTA

c s
X s.-& i

P 1&‘

Aty TR A AT AT
2hii ~u£;£ LO

SANCI ¢F TIHE

1nd furnisn@d xﬂL rmhticq

Thiz

rraction

], "It is

to Cid

son fHizent that
ip between Grombach's
How nuch CIA really learned
‘relationship is not known but if it
Agency may have de

P

acru<

‘J "f &

the rel:
sevaere bivic
At iGrenba
the lattie

v

it ha

l é .3. v.a\)

xhiah Gronbach
Gicoemination
> period
-W@‘névér'infbrn“” CIA-

tl

-t. .

WS OJ. :
*blg “that Greombach

not

¥
;'hO‘.; s

felt
wouprh
of uromowch S

we

Cia

onship was severed

the

=5 & \&,4-
w{the Ag(}n.‘, ACix

s orEhy *VdLAQn
sources LIA
d be vvme aware
orvganization

Fureau had

CF THE

TAAYES N A R NE Y
GOVERNUIENT

(Herbert Hoover

Commission - 1954)

Comnmis

In Octoher
sion initiated o
the leadsrshipof Gen

we were advised by

that

talk within the
the nanes to the

to officially

Senater Jossph
list of CIA emnloyees
" CIA becane cognizant of
Agency
Senator,

uumi t

? a 1’1
"C\.».A,}

wiho

1984, o tr

4""1

force of the captioned
aurvey of CIA'skoperafi01
ieral liark W.
representative of the task f
hy had furnished the gro
were censidered
dovelopnent

that the Bureau had
When the
informally appreached on this, he flatly
its chearges,

Cla.& EX Y

Lizaison Ag

" The Age

What infermatien CIA may have had on this

pertained to the Bureau is not known,
attitude was strictly predlc“tej cn & kno
liaizon with the Senator!

the Agency'!

that we nmaintoined

(Relations with CIA, Bufile - 62

SECRET
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withheld infor-
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and there

n“tter

Commlruec.

was
furniched

ent was
told the Agency
never did.
as it
It is 90«51ble Ll t

CRTALISE LR

i e e n

PRSI



.(11) BURFRAU OPIZRATIONS IN CUSA
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During the 195G's, we gdve our Legal Attdches
nuuerou Ic vds slomnming ;;ot'iﬁucrnﬂl gecurity coses in
the U, 8 In many instances we did not see fit to
notify CIu althoush the Agency alwaye maintained that
-you couid not so 1

1nuw1;1r“nce,“

'S;'w“rrahaed advigdng OIay
Agency to handle the lend, In the
it la not believed that there'is
wint since we have rezularly been
niug ﬁubject ol cases who tra "e;
al Attache is investigating, CIA is
o avoid duplicate effortzs. There
1S where we have token the position

.at lecast ask
lu.c;l.; .::GVL. *'11 -
any basis for comy
notifying CIA
abroad. If the Leg
notified in corder
have been excentio:n

that CIA should not be notified because ¢f the gensitivity

of the matier How many such excepticns are knovwn to
Ci4i cannot be established Irom our files' ho“ ver we

SHUULG wear i H.!.:.u Vil o Welitdal GUr :.u_,,,,u..s. num,bu\, BRIV B
tigate, tuey contd many of the some foreign OillC*wlo

normally centacted b“ Cii, How many of thege foveign
officials ,re CI4A indormunts,or on the Agency payroll,

_is unknowin.

ated ermants in Cuba when we‘hhd a
Legzl Attache's QOifice Havana,  Informants renorted
on activities of communists and other subversives in
~that country,. “L5*4L the period we operated these
informants, we did rot coordinnte our opera tlnhggﬁlth
CIA, Ve dxd not advise the d{crry that we had such
sourccs iowever, in 18380, ufter Castiro . came on the

Ve opera

@ DH:

in a securc nanner, ‘
informants over to ClA What these informents moy have
subgeguently told CIA about past Bureau operations is

. scene, 1t becane 1n;e—c*b e to handle certain informants
e

unknown, This item is being cited in the event CIA had

evidenece to cstablish that we had been oaerat;on“l in
Cuba and had n coordinated with  the A"ency pursuant

- to Directives B Menmorandum Donshoe to Belwont V“OL“L& v 5,
1960, re: "Partido Socialiszta Popular,” 6%~200~210 2877

~and femoranuom Frohbese to Blelmont, February 3, 1900 re: .
134 5) | g
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Phoenix
the Burcau s handling

randun Ro%cn,to Belinont,
I, Friedman, Lega

and (Glemorandum Roach to
"Seviet-Satellite Activities =~

i Attache,

Office presented a
of informants:
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- As indicatad,~hewlate‘ bPe€y

(15)

-in Mexico, it could useg such

L eheniad he informad concornine 1‘1’=€mllﬂ€> Acontlis

" ¥ow much’ CI4i learned about 6“i:bozder coveragn=
is not knéwn,.  Again, it e pointed out tf at former =
Bureau Agent [George iurréﬁgﬁy have been Lhuowledsn e¢ ie.
performing-»erwmce fox e
fe.were operating lﬂfQTL*nun
“additional
and ceordinnte
(Memorandun

J

el -r

Cif, If CIA learned that

evidence of Bureau failup
with the Agency pursenni o ﬂ:,cuu¢acoﬁ

"Roach fo Belmont, Jdune 14, 1837, re'"Communizt Coverage
Along . the lex :
100—'d6ul5 1238)

(14) [CAnPORT cmj@

ican Boguu#, Rn;at-o“b thL C;z"

nq

In May, 1257, the Bugeau's double Agen ‘;n the
capticnoed ¢ape was adviae yﬁ&i et COntuCt vzt he
was to ha & meeting 11wa~ rlaqéﬁ@nrlng the poeriod
une 16n1§E§ﬁ957. A questio rose a8 to whethegr,CIA
raval
toE"*t"'w‘i 'es‘.csgfs)i.t SRS rcccammmea and apyp wove‘(ﬁ'zmt e
not adavise Cia, : )

‘What is important hggye is that CIA estueblished
contact withfeur double agentpf!t one point. The Agency
may have_ had Turther centact thout our knowlecre, The

Agegry may have also picked up the contaet with the Boviet]s

in {Switzerland. [$The case is being hiphlighted since we
cannot exclus - the nossibility thot the Aﬁeucy hog evidence
to denonsira » that we were Opfsera.tlozwl@n Bur ;,ﬁfmz ve
did not coniu}na e with the Agency. (Uemorondum Bronigan
to Belmont, June 10, 1957, re; E.thuuu . 10.3..2;,;53 ~1855) 18y

~

CIA RWDURSTﬁ TOR L ABAU L:"TUQ ON C "YIEI M IN THE U, S,

On Septémber 25, 1958, CIA incuired if Y, C.
Sullivan could give 2 lecture on the communist movement
in the U, S. It was recommended that Sullivan give the
lecture. - Such lectures were being afforded in oither parts
of thc Government. The Director made the notation "VWe
cannot malke Sullivan available to this outfit.," The
Agency accepted this as an affront and a blatant refusal

SECRET , » a;
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Lo o ‘- A B DEN X e ~,‘
“to cooperateion-a mogt important subicct of inteovest o T

to both. agencies,  (ilemorandum Sullivan -to Belmont,
Ccioher 1, 1983, re: "TCQUC”* for Lecture on Communl h Y

(16)

(17)7HEn

CﬁSE cr

: @ﬁﬁlut?“'gﬁVL o %ng'bUrﬂmu Thu't e
5D a C A employee in Moscow, had been
3 with a Boviet girl., According : -
mllegedlv had furnished infnrmqtiun

invoi
to our ,ovruc,

-

to the ¥ "icu girl, Ve checked with the State Denarime

nd CIa and we confirned thuat EEEER hod besn involived
an affair and that he had been recalled, Accorging to
Cif and Scéve Deprrtuent, there was no indiention thaot
8 za bean 1nv01"°d'in any espicnage agoinst the ' ‘ o
Ue 3. CIA gave consideration to requenting the Bureanu i
to identify its scuree apd theoa chianged its mind.

ZILR . 1
Whether CIA .as wweunented thiz oa an instance vhere ;
the Buresu foiled to cooperate by nai volunteerinz the

source is a maitor of COﬁ*"cturc but, it is o came that :

should be kept in mind, (Bufile -

In April, 1983, we becam2 involved with CIA in
that Agency's PL‘OTtﬁ to co;l t sensitive information
relating toE::::::]G*vornge hteantioas to conduct
espionage E 3 Ciﬁ had access to a sensitive
source, & who was in a posgition to make -~
av allaui@_hl focuments, On_April .11l,

1663, CIA \2¢ us that our Légal Attache inif?ﬂad
‘locally con Lactcd JCI& councerning this matter, CIA Hende

quarters was highly disturbed because its office in{:€_1)
had not been cut in on this operation and the Agency wanted

“to be informed regarding the nature and the extent of our

disseminaticn of CIA informatiog'to cur Legal Attache., Ve

- 12 -
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“from CIA. VWe did not obtnin cleorance from CIA for
“the inclusion of this information in-cur-monograpi.:
Clearance approval was not obiained becsuse of the

Lhrgency. of the decument, Cla was irrditted becaute
Lt cons

idey
third -agency rule. The Agency ‘never made any protest.

(21) BURTAU INFORIANTS IK [CUATIMALA Xs)

B

deved our” adtion & ‘digtinet vViolation of ~the i F i i

CEET R 1066, A0d 1987, e werd operating informants-c. - o.i s

in @uatcmala%}ﬁt the inception of our operationnl acw-
tivity, CIA was not informed., . In one case, we finanlly
were able to effect the nocessary arrangements with CIA
vhereby the Burenu would he pearaltted o run the ianformant
in Guatemala;myln the seceond instance, we established an
agreement with CIA in Oclober, 1967, thajk we could conw
tinue handling an infornant inﬁ}unxmmia Jith the undes-
standing that the Bureau 4dvent, on the occusicp of chch
visit, wvould cenfer withihie local CIA office political
infornmation collected Irem tle informant, These two cuses
had all the makings of & gcon¥lict, CidA was unaer e

definite imnressicn that bzen running these
coordinated with then.

informants before we had
It iz true that fthe CIa Chi ﬁgu&t»mala fas mueh
t CIA Headouarters and

P

incenged but no isgue was
thernttier was put to rest.

CIA may have develop

- , .concrete evidence that
we were operating in (Guatemals

eoring in nmind that in

it would not be difficult

to spot an F5I Agent in

potf?%ial<vuluerahi‘ity is
1o - 3

for 2 CIA intelligence officexr
contact with (CuatemalansJ@our
that we were opersting ina [Guat
with C : S

3 Ry

-
I
4

i "The Information emanating from the caption 1
sensitive Bureau operation has been disseminated to CIA
and other agencies fovr soveral years, The sensitive
source has traveled abroad numerous times znd his trips

;
]

— e e e e et s~ e wsatars, s
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ESTARLISHIENT OF DURIAU LIAISON WITH
- DyTCH I”TZ??AL SECURITY SERVICH(= 1950

ot

v Dutclifluthorities. The
U. S. Ambassador raised questions,yeointing out that,over
the yecars, all relaticuns_yith 'h" utcdﬁiu choritieg had
been haandled through CIA He incicated that befor? there

wit appropriate
3

'was any change in procedure, it would be necessary 1or

CIA and FBI to come to zome form of an agreenent. llcn

Dulles subsequently expressed dmsappo;ntneat in that his

Agencv had not been contacted by the Bureaun prior to
exploring the lizison arxrrangement, We eventually conferred

- with CIA and came to an agrecment satisfactory to all

partices councerned,

Agzin, CIA could cite this as sn instance
we fo zled to coordinate with the Agency in line Witu

,,
a2
m
]
@

Nation S?CU“'L" v Council Nivantives f_?_-?f?‘-'?ﬂ randum: BFrohhoss
to Belmcnt, March 3, 1060, re: "Legal Attache Operations -
Norway, i @mmark, Sweden, and the Ietherlands," 68~18973~123)

In’t'e latter rnart of 1

A 858 we Cqu censideration to
establishing a anﬂl Attache in Con?‘d gen,. Deanark, The
purpose of the agsignment was to follow Bureau leads in
Denmark, Horway, S*ece“, and Heolland, Wﬁ did not infoxrm
CIA of our inteantions. (i

enorandum Frohhtossge to Belmont,
“January 14, 1550, re: '"Lezal Attiache Opcrat ns, The

Netherlauds,‘ 56-18973~113)

BURZAU DISSEMI] JATI H OF CONITERINTALLIGEECE.

-

lkkG*WhTLOﬂ Tﬁ TORIICH SERVICES ~ 1462

" | By letter dated November 7, 1962, CIA raised
questions concerning the propriety o: Buraau dissemination
©of gounterintelligence information to foreign intelligence
services. CIA, at that time, had particular reference to

inforpution vhich our Legzl Attache had transmitted to the
ntelligence Service concerning KGB opcrations, CIA

ook the qulilon that pursuant to the coordinating

- 17 -
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Directive, the Burcau was oblzg ated to coordlnatc w1th
CIA prior to such digscmination, The part jicular data
had emnanzted from cae of ocur sensitive REFRE souyces
e . e resy ded tc'CTf-by stating that the
infoyvmation was the product of.an internal security

~operation and did not reiate to any operational activity

abroad, CIA azZain surrendered. The Agency could argue
that it wags regponsible for fol lcwlnﬁ Soviet umatters -

with the nteiligence Service and that wve had an
obllv ion oT coordinating with the Agency., (WU“o”"ue

to Hullivan, Hovember Y, 1962, re:

"TUZ IRVISIDLI GOVERNMENT,"4 BCOK AUTHORID EBY
DAVI! VISZ AND THCIAS ROSS

~In ﬁubh st, 1963, we received information indi-
cat1n~ that Vise ai d Ross were in the process of gathering
naterlal for a boog pertalining to activities of U, S,

intnllicoanna antdatting Path Ra=a, and Wisa contoctad
P11 riting,  Poth ] Y COn i ,
the Bureau. It was recomﬂ:nded that iiaison oralliy ndvige

CIA thot these two individuals were preparing a book cone
cerning U. S, intellicenco agencies. The Director noted
"] see no son doing so," :

L It is not kaown if CIA was aware of the contact
with the Buryhu. - Wise and Ross subsegue ntlv publizhed the
book which contained extremely derogatory information '
concerning CIA, (Memorandun Jones to De Loach, re: "David
Wise of the "New York Heraid Tribune" and Thomas Ross of
the "Chlc 130 Sun llme")

COMMUNIST ACTIV TITS -'AFRICA

. i

. ' In April, 1860, CIA inquirod if the Buresu would

‘give any consideraticn to augsisting the Agency toward
" developingz coverare in Africa, Cl4 wags looking for "the

services of any NOE?O_iDiOfﬁqﬁt who might be available,

‘The Agency also inquired about placing a MNegro in the.
v >

Communist Party, USA,'ung a2 plan which would have as
an eventual objective, the sending of the informant to

- 18 -
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In tlv ‘same month .CIA inquired if the Bureau. .
ahlish uran surveillance coverage on
"vno Ciu lb was a key figure in t“b,

cients fﬂc datelligence, da“a to. . ti .
R ligence kaVlhm e dell =i to rela*t Lute )
--the covawue. :CIA- considered the matter important bocnuse-

of its relationship to the[ﬁxaeast Crisihiﬂg)

‘ On October 21, 19269, we told CIA that futur
requests from Cia for tcchnical surveillance coverage -
should be transmitted by the Agency dirvectly to the
Attorney General, .

CIA has never mode any official comment or
protest but it has considered the aforc-mentioned acticn
by the. Burenu as unfriendly and uncooesncrative, The Agency
haze leeked to the Burcenu " asz the 10*1c 3 point oi contact and
as the only orgoanication having ne rescurces and capsbilities
of adequately detcermining such covcr e is even feasible

C)
Pt
I"-:\

PEY Fi T . A-vohovﬂ hfaa bl Wl BN
BAL SIS salate AT RINA R L A 2N

: o The LialoOJ azun+ rgcalls Lruﬂmvnt of oth:
situaticns or couflictis wiich occureu over the years znd
which resultau in the voicingaf CIA disy seasure or criticicm.-
The Agent cannot recall the wﬁmas of the casés which is
necessary to acquire the reguired data, There was one
instance coarliy in the 1950's wvhich 1nvolvod information
recaived fren a sourcn of unlinown reiiability charging

Alien Dulles with having been a cemmuniciy and 2 spy while
in Zuropas, We ctssen;r ted the information to several
agencies, Dullez expleoded but never ledged a protest.

_ The Agent also hag recollection of instances when
CIA alleged that its source or informant was compromised by
Bureau revelation.of CI4 infermation during the course of
,interviews conducted by us, Techuically, 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

.
. N
- .. [
- s *f\z N \“
. ..
‘.
A
’)
B
e 0N\
\VVI
! \

issue or protest,
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1, ATTACHS - INST DURTAU ("P"IC CITY AYD FRAKCE - 1951)

. Althourh Azent Posich did not bowin handling Lind
with CI.. until 10 2,41t is imporiant to reicer to highly sig'
ficunt diffzronces with CIA vwhich culminuted in a secicus
conflict ia the ¥all of 1953, Our Lepal Attoches in Hexico City

Li’b]t“

and Psris renorted that CIi repreoscntatives vere attocking the
N Bureau, were cnacavoring to piccs us in an u41avorable‘lAnJu,

were Qd”SElOu*ﬂﬁ ocur Jjuricdiction, and were naing disparaging
remarks coucerning the Bureau., Scre of this was sumacd up by
charactericinTg it as covert hostility within CIi, stemming
“largeiy from alagruntled iormer ciplcyees of the ¥FBI,
In October, 1951, General Valter Beddil &mith, then

Director of CIA, asked to mect with the Dircctor and other
Bureau represcntatives for the purpose of discussing the
exigctinyg diffsrences. General Suith denied that there was any
covert howtilitv ~~a1n~* the Buresu and maintained that thcre
was & gene al) fes L“” of roznect for us. He admittca that

¢ been. i

dv

1
3

there nad been isclated irnctarcos of friction for which CIA
.must accept its share of resnoasibility.

It i3 my recollection that the Director and other
Bureau ofificials did meet with Cenaral Smith, at which time
guidelines were sct forth for maintzining future relations
betweoen the tvo 4"encxvg. I was not able to Find - mcv”“q"a
of rPCﬁfd caovaring this meeting. ( ‘

2. PROSTLYTING CGF EURIAU PRRESCYWIIL BY CIA

dhibe s/t aval

The. Avcnt clearly recalls thot early in the 1850's

2 encountered difficultics with CIA beccuse the Agency allegzedly
was rceceruiting Buretu~cunloyed porsonnel, Ve vigorously pro-
tested,and sutsequently ihe Agency advisced that it would follow
a pelicy of nug wavingrany contiet with 2 Bureau employee unti

the individual had bnen separated from the Bureau for a pericd
of at lecast thirty dnys., The Arment could not locate the vocka-

\ - ground of this “1ttor in the filcs reviewed by him, It is pos-

sible that the pertinent informntion lies in the pcrfonnel file
of somc¢ former Bureau Agent.

T SECRET = 5%5‘3‘9/50&
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7. CABE OF DPOL .

' A .- LN TR

O - 340
] of protest was _ ts ¢
"”vﬁﬁ“‘ﬁ6fec )r”uo*‘f'”“"““'””‘ fmEds e

political ¥ s ered for coxinin Polish
sailois W@ Peoen ‘scized by the Caincege Hationalist Governme
Genaral E iiszoeninated o memorandum indicating that members
of the Com tea had agreed that in view of comnitments made
by the Unitos States and Chinecse officials, that f@ilure to
arranie for the Polish seamen would have an adverse

~ effeat on the cover-all United States Defector Progsram Vie

o emphasized to Genseral Belts that this matter had never been
officinlly presented before the Lefector Ceamittee., He was
1nforhuu that seticn was not conducive to mutus 1 cooperatioy

8, C

I¥ THE UNITED STATES - D*SLU SIOH
b
R

\
MBRIER 27, 12585

On September 27, 1255, the Liais €

Allen DLllua. at whieh time thc CIli Dircot atte
referred L0 o natter which had not yet develepned int
situation but if not 950)“*1" Folloved could lead
betwe un the two agencics. Dulles wes referred to thoe contacts
of @liens in the Unitsa Stotes made by CIA personnel without
first obxtaining t necessary cleuarance from the Bureau, The
requirenent for s caovance was clear-cut and pursusnt to an
estubliched ogreen . -307060; memorandunm Roach to Belmont
Septe“ ar 28, 1953, "Relations wlth CIA")

9; CIA APDEGACH OF A NATIONUAL AC ﬂ?,"Y GRADULTE (1955)

In Novenmher, 1985,
2 Hational A0ﬁdwmv flwﬁu'ta
This approach was made while
Academy clesses, A protest

w
)

not having advised us prior
Acadeny praduate :

10, =2,

_ In December 1855, we received information i. ulc“thnq
that Cii wes in conyuct with oar 1hd;V1CU 1 whom the Burcau was

developinyg for uﬁiliz&tio: in & double agent op"rwtlon. Ve
’le’“u that €I4 represen t1veﬁ hag estublished contact with
R an d given hin sone advice and guidance without
“ th the Durcau, We protested to CIA, (@ '

if'f  . .‘ SECRET
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1N
.,

t‘lc«t)tbe {'F;_""“’. o RS
s Fe had never .
rter detex mwuﬁﬁ
he. .o "’bo."f‘.“. .

us tnat be huu “ﬂOﬁ
HEBUla De FUENTRR N0 res
. . become inveolved IP uny Such a
s a¥ thatas Claof Sieithls

described mic
handling of ¢

7ve 1

a-

15,
. © On July 20, 1803, we dgter Nt one e e
- PREEEE had been in contagt witﬂ tha 'q*lxt?rv uLL”,hgék
Woghington, 0. C, ie rt ELSER
CIA employee, Ve v ni

the Lgency hagd no inicx '

contoct witﬂv L%ﬁC‘“ lacor :uni GS@
it was indiﬂg “h&“ iR, in f Aact with

a Cih afficial concernt ' t .ilit:‘.:"‘@
Aht“chééi"; nprotested i3 YQLONY,
(Mﬁdokm: wm Belmont to Ju SETE

In July, 1936, a statement was made by a State
partment official to the 0;;061 that a CIA c:plc vee allegedly
ad wdvised that the subject,P Sovietl agent Pias being poere
nittcd to enter the United SinTes so thet hig aciivities
could be covered and so that the Bureau would be in a position

to promote z defection, - The Buresu was not in posse srion of
any information indicating that we hod sanclioned the entry
of the subject for the purpose described above, The utac,

.
unabia to recall the name ¢f the CIA
iry ot CIA WoE uc?atAve. Ve were not
£ without conducting

4
Department officinl wo
mployee involived; ing
in a po ositien to ident

investigation within the Agency coming B '
up with the identity R ) w) '
17, . (
By lefter dated November 8, 1286, we 'tronﬁlyvpro-
“tested to CIA benause reopr cacntatives of that Agency 'd inter-
viewed an alien in the U ited States without tirst obta ining
clearance frowm the Buresa It ghould be noted that there was
vell-estoblished agpu ﬂewpnt vhereby it was incumident upon
- Cif to fivst check with the Bureau before interviewing any
.-, 2lien in the United Stotes, (Letter to CIA November &, 1856,
‘e 2 e X . ‘ )
; SECRET. | |
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1O,

. :‘_‘.;'vi_.t:\...'.
. -195-’4 v K
‘an unid

.the subject beociuse of
1

.

[

agsecittion
cUnits ?'ﬂutimns j
wussialwhere he VWag contacred by
Viwns given.a letter 11913&¢1,f'
in the DGyand thaot he was _
the United States, Vhen u&mmgr )
we. pernitied CIA to interview

gency'ts foreion-intelligence inter-
ests, Ve gsubsequent nterx:*““acgawmer, at wirich time he
informed us that he had besn cautioned by CIA not to furnish
pe“tjnvvf information to the Burenu, Cln denied that any such
atement was mode, (Edztéarrell Patricl: Hamner)

tha 1Y hb
interested 3 b
returned to-the Ur

¢ o T - T Swg AP R EA SN Ty e
18, CIA REQUEST FOR INYQOUHEATION COI‘BQUY?G A HIGH-SPELD CAHERA-

1987

Cis was not :'ane

—a

ice furnished infcormation
T in_Ca1 LLornia to fure
.‘-LJ-..L .LU.‘. d).{;,’:l .LH(AU.J.{JL. Cis

. -

. The San Francig co 0
indicating thot CIA had reaue
NLlwiy biral /~:,a,un,.y 3 '1,..UU“LL..UL1 TegnlaLig

o
;L,.
2

’.—

=

Q‘.

.

Cpertaining to. n;“quﬁrﬁﬁﬁ C“””T“ manufactured by the comnpany,

The muatter was ve wantea to be certain tbhiat

5Bty Gu?'jur sdiction, VWe did not develop
evidence that CIa had overstepwed its Jurisdiction The BDiresctor
Gid make & notation; "O,H., but it does seem to me we-give Cia

& protity wide authority to eVplore such o field, H"

(Herorandunm  Belmont to Boardman April 10, 1987, “Flov of
Inteliigence Informntion to Soviets and atelYit 5 thyough

£
So=Called Channels')

On May 23, 1957, CIA adviged that one of its renre~
sentatives in the field h"“ intervieved the cépticned CSHEE®
alien who had agveed to cocperate with the Agency after he
returned to AT e CIu condueted this interview without
first obiaining clearance from, the Bureau. Such c1oarunpe WS
necczZsary pur'nani to &an kstabll shed &greexhnt
proiast was made to tle Agenc (Re:
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21.WCIA REQUESY ”C" QuR T 1 CCLOMBIAN INTELLIGERCE SERVICE

RﬁPRES hTATTV S -~ 1907 -

lCo10“mi anf officicis wh
o
(&

formed if the Durecu could cond

n'Julv, 1957, CIA recuested.a tour for ceveral:
(&

e wvere coming to this country under CIa

invitation CIA was toid that no tours woulkd be piven to the
CO]OHbi“Hnﬁg yecause in the past a Colomb1§gﬁﬁhoa:saoor hag
oS I QCE

rossly insulted the Durcau aiter we ha

ested the
amb‘..a,,uca;“'s chauifcur on White Slave Traffic Act cha rge.@

If we so desired, we could give congi’cration to

accusing CIA of trying to impose upon us individunls whonm we

considered undenirablie in light of the foreq
(Memorandun Juiy 15 S57, Noach to Belmont
of Colombion Intelligence Seyvicel- Deguest
by czA")(§§>_ : 5)

;g.

}....I
M
‘N "i

Tor Bureau Tour

REQUEST ¥

RA‘L.':’.[‘I(,“J.'S -

sy

0¥ BURVEY OF COUNCIL O FOREIGH

A W
K C?T‘ - 1057

22,

o On No"eMbmr 156 195?,
tacted by the logal Cid r Presen
C ecuy vity survey of the

prenices of the Council on © § aticons which _were ‘locn
across the streest from = b% ixnﬁ oceupiad by th@f?ovzet -

(’)
‘Df
e
]
-

-t

United Nations Delegation, Tn; CIA representative indicate”

that his vigit tc cur cffice was pursuant to instructions

"Representatives

cur Hew York Cffice was con-
cative :ho degired to be in-

<

ted

received from Allen Dulles whopallesedly was concerned about’

of ihdeOVI' fstablishing coverage of

conversations ra ‘digcusgzions mklch might be held at the Council

It should be nqncd that the Council included as menbers many
well=known personzlities, including oifficials of the United

States Governmment, Uq

Purzuant to insuructlonn, Allen I ul ¢s was informed

on Novermber 18, 1937, that we did not like the approach used

by CIA in that such 2 sensitive matter had been taken up at
the field level rather than through Bureau leadquarters.,
(Mengrandum Roac

on Foreign Relations') )

L SECRET
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o T In Oc per, 1987, we rc cived inTor: sation Jrcu
ind;c ting thogsa Po it ientis c¥ isiting in the U

‘States mlght delece.

~and - we. kept.Cii asdwisad, L
1tuaL?on anﬁ particularly
3 3 . i i -
% £

~ 1838, "Unknown

. . . X ‘” v : "Cf? | | .

R

caviare - -of the. - .. .
in coﬁ-hcb with
ornation indicating that
stwoLAHMOQ cont“ct with

information concerning ué;)
ya3 made to CIA for not
with usg, beariag in mnd
ihly cculd “""0 Jdeopardized

MrWﬁ“

er dated Tebruarvy 10, 1958, we directed a
prOLQSt Lo CIA chagging that Agency with iﬂt~rv*PWLﬂ" the
subjech ciomaniggjalicn, without {irs 3 ' fs

ecarance fr¥om the EBurezu, : ST

cesary C

P-€

UPERSONATION OF FRI AMPLOYER

‘ On April 23, 1855, we received information indicating
that a CIA emnioyvee allegedly had rs prescntcd herself a¢ being
ﬂw1th {ho rBY when she tried to avyange an interview wit

poa7 i 2, an official of the Internationnl Ass cidtlon of
MQCHL igis in Viaghington, D, €. B gave a signed.statenment
in which he claimed that he had received a phone c¢all from a
Mics RSy ; d i S Wit F3Ie. Ivon checking with
Cih, we were inig > 1 denied that she had made
“such representatd to Belmont Ap?¢ 25,

26,

2, 1858, the Bureau protested
nin tne Petroit areca without
; learance from the Bureau,

pursun 1t to established ag re«,ent.

By letto“ date
to Cia for int crv10W1uﬂ*
first obtaining the
Such clearancn wag
(Re: £

N!L
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v 30 o AGENERAY, -RELNIARD GUELEN - B ) s i e i e e . .
e . . The. Attache, Bonn, advised by
June 1 A\MS he had been imu;ted to Vig
- Gehler ‘kne hewd- of thefifesiGerman Intelligen
beeun® aware of this invitation, and an Agenc
T that war nu“ def

informed ocur Legal Attache
Legat vigit with [Gehle Lega
to accept thie invita 1tioh regardless o”

Ve could evalunie thé CIA positi
being uncooperative, (lomorandum Eracn to
1¢58, "Relations with CIAY)

31, cra rxtemnon N {cnyuzes A!T”NS<E§D
—

t¢
ﬁho CI po

eition,

cn in this m:ite”‘as
Belmont June 17

_ In June, 1983, we raizcd the question concerning

CIA'g foilure go adherg to an agreoement relating to Cid's £§; v
recruitment oiiéAzne::ialiens in the United Stntes for over
gnqy'{rtoﬁ}igaﬁnn onarations. Under the asveenment. CIA wns

not to apnreoach ;3{]g3ien without first chocking withé%%)
us A situstion d In Iliinocis indicating that CIA
311C’Ld‘“ hod beo rented in recruiting an alien and '
even teolk gome acition without fiost checking with us, Ve
expressed our disapproval in 2 letter to CIA June 12, 1638,
(Memorancyn Belmont to Boarduzn June 9, 1883, ”QCﬁluitment<§s>
off Chhinese {Aliens in the United States for Overgsea .

Infteliigence Onecrations')

‘?ECILL'¢ CRITICIZN OF "HA

32. CI:‘Ai

Our Legal Attache, Tokyo, obtail

b4
randun sent to an oziwcﬁkl in our Embaasy
Chief of the CLA Office in Jap=zn, | In his
elittled the value of '"insters of Deceit'

D
weapon in foreign couniries. He claimed t
only to the Communist Party, USA, which he
small, ineffcctive, frdction-ridden orcani
that € 2 author of the boolk was not an int
a policeman, (Glemorandum Roach to Belmont
"Macters of Deceit.')

S s

B - o =10 =
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ied a Cﬂpv of 2 menoe
in Tokyvo by £EEREGE

communication
as an anticeomnmunist ™S
hat the book »nertuained
characterized as a
zation, He stated
ellectual but rathoer
June 12 and 24, 1938,
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! 1y - ':1 '
X 4}01’."1&0{ 111
st e vt S

T N B & 8 8

' and voluntd e developed as .
_ . a gouvce by some - ind formation to
. . the Ageney, : 1903, we told CiA
that in the coze of [EHE . vt the Agency should
have notified us at an eaxlics te in order that we could ,
have c‘nakn""a cxplgitaticn faor interngl seguyit: pue :
at the outset. (Re:Cimxrvnaml Activities 100“u «ﬁ)if}) ‘
. . /)
3&-4[i£0f3, GOLIMIIEWENY, AXA DR, HEINRICH SCHUT”“—h )
. N N ’ oL
of thefDolioeintellicence
Service, urnishcd exdtremely
valuable 13 Cage.ihcluce»
'lnt(“”?u coope ilon.
In June, 19053, we developed informatio indicaﬁing o o

£
that CIA L%y nave opene d a letter *nCith.~= thich had o
Theen ad the Director by an indi Who hmd o
identified h*ﬂﬂﬂ’i asflr, Heinriclh Sehutze ) The writer furthe
indicoted that he might be connacted w'th the P011‘§3&ntcll1abnce
Sevvice., The lcttﬂv addressoed to the Director had been placed :
ty :

Sin g envelowe whiech, in turw, - ended up in - the office of
~thefinited St¢ter Amboasador in{ dtzerian :Fiﬁu: ubseguently
reedived & copy of the particulal comumunication fLOm Cia,

-

[0
and the contents were such at that time that no sction was
required by the Burcau. We a I4 forx particulwrs.lencﬁhg
to the alleged opening of the leticer which had Leen addressed
to the Director. CIA cloimed t it had not opened the
letter, Ve ware confidentinll formed by an Agency repre-—
sentative thot the (Anbausadei?hod onened the letter and then
referved the matter to CIa, T7the confen;s were such that inves- .
tlg rtive action of an extensive nature was required by CIA ;
-in Burope. What actually happengd at the United States Imbassy
is somcthing we may ncver xrux..cgiichal Golenicwski - 65-85192
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dated Junc EG, Q‘? %o yoiced our
haged- Jﬂf@“”lﬂ& sénlien vhon

d@pﬁe” U

of a telephono” ovveramtibn
Fusgein of Jowdan 2 Tha

through ourfsecunsitive coverage
Wﬂﬁhinﬂton D,OC, Gn June 5, 195
of Convevsation between Yabmou

15

LIRS

¢ that (PounanPoas \D“kl;
~Submoeguently, CIli developad
Tt RousaiPlas a key figure in a

closzaly e [Hoey
znform“tvo indicating

evoluticrary plot, the cbjective™ol which was o u“oztarcw
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alutionary aetivity
orficials in the
hint e was on the
onspiratorial
in

fe)
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e

13
vernmant The X

70 .
spot and that he needed nropd !
ity., CIA asl we vould nor

Ry pede
3
33
o
- T
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”
3 ) o
L §

e,
[,
e
0
5
2
o

ECecording to he

Hu351en!cou;d he Convineced., <§$>-

On July 18, 1&:
the Durenu rﬁnthvc‘" wonld : S Te 58 < :
of tho recoradinZf®) We maintained 1t i1 we granted Such
permission, our® othev(coverage of-

nsitive -auyﬂlcnuld
‘he SGXlOUbly LrU“V1lcm. ') : 3)

dCAL SURVEILLANCE COVERAGH (;Si>
C N r“quov éd the ‘xnﬂv foigg
)

2’

e}

(R4

b:‘tssy and the Fevptiag Ailr i%c‘m~35)
3 a
i,

the only way [King

On July 23, 1258, Allen Dulles asked if the Bureau
wouTg roconsider its position in view of the critical situntion

infthe Middle East ) Purzuant {to instructions, CIA was then

tol€ thot in viewwof the position in which the Bureau had boen

placed, we ncceded to Dulles' request. CIA was further told
that we were seriously considering the ftermination of 2ll of
our technical surveillanceSPbecausze we Gid not intend to be
placed in such a position In the foture.

On July 22, 1058, Dulles told thorLiaiswn Agent

that he was very much disturbed over the Divector's reaction

He stated that he Aan‘DOL interested in- hold1n~ a pistol tg

SECRET -2 -
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¢ the mtftﬁr ior
5 id Be tised bv‘c*a
is in the~fire now-
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WL
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. .

in resisting th

a ka”T”ﬂ
glmont,

- Canyhady s Hen that B
cating wheth be’ u%ed,
reconnendaed
e ‘purnose ot . toH
The Dl?“”co“‘“ notation” ™A,
Cand B, i Moelets o whskd - ting Ton it, Ve,
.. Coprobabiv heav of any dotaiis column,
The sivong ponition we toolt
dwﬁ?omznutnqn of i tive iunformation to
h »;O’Clum-hb wos Full ; (PLWﬁrlnau KEoach . to I3
“dated July 00;'1J nRédﬁ:x for :DO}h;S"lOﬁ to
~ TGCL“I-AI‘UUV"O“ to King Hua 3ien,

-who could he

HW 50953

‘activity in

ceonmmunists

AT O T R QR LS e AR R NITOT s
Pant ._(,,L, Gl IW MEXICAN va w'J/.I.. LaLIN
Ty “T TS »\1'» o
o7 T Ca .;L’. i3T5 : W)
- : ama T £ : s ” 2. ~ es
© - In 1253, TA officially infermed us that it wos
ensaged in. a progran i invupt ovaernll communist

’chC%
O Lve
reﬁidfnp
fi)rui.;r‘;-'.:;x SOME buVe oL red

to the Unitod CIa denied that it was
operation = _ desimned to ocust Americ
In September, 19588, we werce informed that the
rad embarized on a strong anticomnmunist program
Americ ns were ordered depovited. Ve checlied

Azency's chief in lMexice City clairn ed that his
ipvolved, S

&l

The,u¢a1 son A
conficential has

VELE to iy o?ea

TrsuL Lo Wit oL

ont subsequently was
that the American
3
KA

strictly
heen

: including
fn dcuncn _ Thg'lm;Lcmhnt {ion of
i St
enzaced in
an comnmuni
Hexicon Cz"‘vnment

with

Am;nssauov
n

thisa

ComuU LY s
any
3ts.

ERd &)

and certain
CIia and the
Acency was uot

informed on

in contact with cert Hexican officianls Poacer"* I
pozsible anticommunist & itiesg The Ambassador had onﬂultod

with the loccal CIA chief ted for a
considerad as ortable,
reportedly furnished a list of ﬁpm“oximately 4
~ s 1l
Mexico City, Relationship wi

®
O0ffice, th Lmbassy

38.

asure to CI
thorized ins
izen who was
Romanianir
tereatod in
nctunl dcf retion .

We expressed our disple
4 A

se of that Agency's AU
Romanian -t

IQSSéabec 1us chot
the niteoi States of o
agram, - - 1Th

tion with an cxch“urc
Lmovicon friend that he w

States,. butl was not roady

Y e
-

s in
for
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oD sERer 9

ST eo notify thd ‘Barean. YoviEy da‘t'éa' sépi:' aber 16, 19 .)‘) was T T
. s« -alsorsent. tof % ;u? and hesvwdls told “that  the Bupreay wag 7 v o
djfnppoiﬁted 1o hiinm ngau30 he had Tailed to mnhc_ any objcction, .
B0 the dtticle @ndthadhot alo¥ted s donedniiy the impending”

,atttwfv 1<”Win%a’ the Bureau. (llemorandum rrcﬂlwo'cr to )y‘]nm>pb, )
;Augupf;?" J1959;, "Allen Dulles: | Amsrics's Global: hcrloc@, S
CVoeue ,QF‘n,g Sentenbelr, (1859« and momor'ncum rohbos e to T
Lolxunt, Septemioer 4, 1859, "illen Dulles") :

45 *’\(\"“‘”TI 55 0F CONTPACTS DIVIZION OF CIA - 1859 }®>LU)

: Ve received infermation din September, 18585, that
.- the CUHL(Ct- Di ,:ion of CIA had beld jn‘ervievs with Amecrican
busincssmen in Beston avea, whic?:doﬂlt with meetings bhetween
the businessgnmen and visiting [Sovietsl®)Cia reportedly was inter-
estad in developing positive intoll

([‘

gence 1niormaLioanbut it -
vas involved in af double

o happened thog,one of the [Soviet

agent parathﬁf%eing handlied by the Burgpu, The Bureou alread
bad notified CIA of our intercest in the[Soviet.T] By 1n1L‘ C§
deted Jeptember 29,

in w}u("\ CIA hcn Rand

[y y i

, wWe voicod Ohk obxeaLlod to the mdine ‘
(R 2 A Jurenu !

ANTISER TISLER BEFORED THE - ’
5 ILLAN ACTIVITIES (HCUA) - 1659

- On Yovember 6, 1959, information was received
indicating that HCUA was intewvested in obtaining Colonel Frantisek
Tisler, a Czech defector, to testify before the Committee. HCUX i
adviscd us that it had contacted the State Department who, in
iturn, hoad conierred with Cid, Allen Dulles allegedly informed
HCUA that Tisler was agrceeable to appearing before the Commiiice
and that he would be made available pursuant to certain secur “ity
instructions. |

The Director asled whether or not CIA had authority -
to make a defector availoble to a congressional committee without
first checking with other interested agencies, The Dircctor wus
informec¢ that CIA did not have such authority because a lNntilonal
Security Council directive made it very clear that this could no
be dene without 01060155{5 the matter through the Inter-Agency
Defcetor Committee, In this particular case the aforementioned
Committee had not called a mecting, but the chairman, a CIA
official, had made certain phone calls, A Bureau representative o
was contacted by phone on Movember 6, 1959, but at that time we ' ’
had not formulated a position, Allen bul’e allcegedly contacted
the chairman of the Committee and was told that the Committcc
had no cbjection to making Tisler available.
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drted November 14,

ﬂolcﬁm*”
reviewed and it

tiint

WS

cleeior Committee necting we stronaly
in the haandling of the HCUA request,

On
Compiany, Carac
12ld a cony

aey
A .

Q“?LJ'OH>
iﬁ,(n‘at“s.
o) compli;fnﬁ"rv

and the IBI.
five years ago fov Lhc £GO

to Allen Dulles on. Apr+il 2

-~
LU
~

’-
£ b
councerning the DlLbL(u-

:h&t the should have retired
G-oi all concerncd. A protest was made
0, 1850 to

b.  (liemorandun Iuoalv 3

Asmeand T 2 T T T
A WDy LU,

CRTRFERFTTRTAR 1Y -

FICTIAL

ALLY G,uL
] r‘f.,\ .

ADVOCATING

(:C);l(
CIA offici:
Chinn,

SRS TERITS
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1. s

\l*f

ail

"OUHQS“’OH,

gedly mode by @@@ﬁ;

‘u3y advoceated reeogt

ten
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Thi=s matter was called to the attention of Allen
‘Dulles and on Apyil 20, 1860, Dullces infeormed the Liaison Apent

that ha Hod conducted an inguiry, had revicwved a tape recovding
of BEETER tok, and was satisfied AR had not made the 7
statement attributed Lo him,

The akove _is being cited in the event we desive (o
disputce the pozition taken by Dulies, If the GV1dence cloenv iy
establicshed that 4 3 had made such a statement, we could v
the infermation ito support o position thnt we would have lreen
warranted in beoing most civeumspecet with o andum
Frohbose to Belmont, April 21, 1960, §

49, ALLZGOD INSTALLATICN OF MICRCPHOWLS OK U,&,
COPRTIISES ARROSD BY CYA o

A Stote Depaviment represceantative inforned the ﬂuff_n

that a mlvToiﬂOWC had been found in the U.S. Embasgsy, hexieo ¢ Poyg
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it,

age

stalled ‘@ microphone ¥n the
Stato Luls"tmoyt-ofiicial, The
W wae contnctedin anefforts
fic manner, Ve were toid hv &
yutain any infernntion ©

o1

¥

Tmhao ;
ffice

Had
The implieation
U.S.
od.

cics

nfohmu;

o
S e Nl

e o "'“*ﬂuuLQOOUhnL]\ lGTLGE ving’ cd~to alY Léarl-
. Attaches instructing {hen to e on the technical
instollntions which ms;r‘5¢;3<{,}JUAa‘ﬂlf)b*rwrz-on « (lemorandun
L'Allior to Belmont, Moy 2,7 1000, ”1nkt“l] tion of Microphones
on U.2, Prenises Abrond by CIA'™)
50.
Ve ved informa .oz that the subject/f
formerRCuban ¥ Lig o subject ol a Bu“enu
ivvestipation’, lanncdRio York City
pornitied o JIA < Ry csubioot
o to ovient himo s 1t omaxinun o randn effect would
throurh 30 i P ‘o told that the C
sentativ How wd e itonstructed by his
to tell Lhe subjocy Lﬂn' e would not be prosecutcd
Government, We complaincd to CIA buxo“‘1w" thnt the
haod no power or asuthori "~,f to promise the subject im ,.Lm
{leworendunm L'Allicy to 1 "iOhﬁ, ceptenber 80, 1uw0
H) .
51,
tios [ e e, a CIA nmoloyee, obhtained &
; SeCret in t Difice of thoyh 9
| b Hintions, IPrioy to receiving tiis JOJ,
! reau, The Lio Ament subscauently lenrned thot
5 informedf the § that she wos leaving her joby
1 B incuircd if she could recommend somebody e}au.
! the name of wnother CIA employece, HHiss @ 5
| The Liaison Azent informed CIA that the Agency wns
out of 1¢no by not Lirst checelzing with the Dureau before recome—
“mending ¥ T Q¥ Lhic M EEEEE, thoet the Burcau was intevestod
in ucvoloplnd intelliTence infovmation which might Le useful
. to the U.S. Governneni; and that, in this 1natnnce, CIA was
E ohstrucilng onnr"tlul' by not ﬂppl}k“iﬁ*ol" ceocyrainating with
¢ > Buvroeon soyandun L'A11ier to Delwont, OCLObdl 5l, 1260
‘f ' (W SECRET
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Allen ’Jul1

. zwcnt

contacted.
cleavance.

- ¢ c»;t¢11> Bureau
lfqr use: of our in LNL"UHL Poaid docv”“nt

: No, -ltnows. Lh“;‘e; 'Jﬂt stressod the senyi
Stivity of the Bure i i 1;hp. iquested one. of i
subordinates to estabrlish o precodure o nrc"c it a recurreunce
of such ervors. (iemorandum L'ALLier fto Belwont, Mxyoh 58, 1961,

B3, VSPY I¥ (§. " poon AUTICRSD DY PAVEL MoWA® L

'In‘JUJ" 18951, our Chicago Qffice vreceived g illey

proofs of the book "Suvy in thn U.S.," written by Pawel Monat.
A review of these pr' ofe disclosed scvernl refervences witich
portrayod our counteresnicnoge capabilities in an unfavorabile
light. Since CIA was rcspon&ible for anat and for any writing
nnACu he might perior e matter was :ucn“‘vn with Cla, 1t
tuirned out that CIA had not been following the preparaticn of
the boolk. Ve were told that steps would bhe tnxen to nrotect
Ruarsan dnterest . The publishors had indicnted €6 CIA that they
would coopernite on chango Althon some changes were made,
the bhook still came out wilb some mation which was not
entirely favorable to thz Bureau, Pawel hionnt, Burcau file
105- 10510)
54, CCHNFLICTY WITH LEGAL fT“‘C?EE MEXICO CTW§2L 1661 “J

!

Cn Qctob our

tlexico Cw“ﬁa

- er 6, 1951, L“ﬂul it V¢

Yeceived information indic gxtll‘i‘ ithat theXlrec lwxl assyRin that

city was planning to protest havrassment of t personnel by U.S9
Intelligence. The Legal Attache was told by Lhe*igy“x CIA office s@cq
that the Agency was not involved., OCn October 12, 19061, the

saime CIA offirgr changedids position and udmlﬁC’O Fiat L A had .
been involved to a certain extent. The Liaison Agent objected ~ :
to these tactics., It was importact to him to know the facts

so he could be guided ?Ciﬂ“dllf‘\. (Miemorandumgl,'Allic: to

Sullivan, Octoher ]“ 1G53, ‘&Ae(hos‘@varlan Diflomatic

ALLlV&J*CSl Menico!

.

55. CIA f“ﬁﬂ”ICAJ SURTUTILLANCH ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES -~ 1007
Whon he defected in DQCUHE r, 1661,

M

smation ¢co
Ingquiirics

neer;
and

furnished in:

intelligen review

FETY
e

. Agoncy Suggestr” thaet a CIA intelligence

’ Vowas a logienl suupocot. ¥We confevred with
‘ 3
' lﬁok, we advised the Agoency that we would
: gation. ’ézz£ \ E:&
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LIPS tEne Liun“"

‘reporis
v“JIJAvan,-AprilqlS,_ldco,

3 S the ' f e kd™ andg’ we then learned in™
Hew York Ci ty’ that CYA allegediy p}ugned ta nmalkte, a yeeruiiment
z‘an<,u<jl.‘ The mattov taken up with- CYA he atoxnlrtcw:s and
a - protest-woas mnde Wecauszo of gl wide Ijurv“n:nrv~in the

' “we veccived on:Cla intenitions. npovandun Brennan to

. - . ..
67 D
* L
- P
i 18066

- 1

in Scﬁ?cmDO“, 1986, we developed information indicating
that copies of I'BI aocumnents Lgu been passed to- Sepator RBivd by
‘CIA. The matter was u*UC‘ Bcu with the Director of C”h and the
Agoncy 51un?; 1 ' ; '”1 investioads shed
that cne of : ’

& Name
\’ o

oucevhaing

in QL@S?*UL,

Ry hio O ‘ , 3 {0
Ciﬁ and, 1h this connection, wag in coutact with our ¢ Chocoly
oeucion. He admitted thet pe instituted a name checls on an "of

I L e

a

~ o

wr ClA employee nanoed

thoe culf basig

vere subs
Prennan to
Concerning

e B
Gu. }é LLEGED COLBRONTSR
! - ‘.

i

21, 1906, "Leak of FHI Documenis
Soenntor ;¢ﬂwv“t C. Byrd")

proicstcu to CIA in nnect
4wn ! ﬁ-maft@r alating to U omutud terest in. chemis*

s 3 S Gt
int Olwi?ehcﬁ v

Office receivw
withou 1
chemi ﬁ}

i3 ,‘L

PR,

fielid of WEER e {
ﬁL ion indicating 1hat - Cia officey
compromniscd our relutlonshlp withf tha
the mattery withh the president of the
livan to Leloach, NMarch 15, 19867,

“the purpose

In July, 18067, we protested te CIA in a case where

the fgency allezedly had failed to report to us concerning a
communication which 2 Cuban exile, residing in the United States,
had received Trom the  Cuban Inicll1g¢MCO Scrvice., 'The-p4111<v‘“*
communication hatl instrucicd the exile to inititie preporati 5
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