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MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. DULLES

Attached is a proposed reply to Mr, Bartholomew!s
letter of 2 March with which he enclosed the final
report of the Nationsl Capital Planning Commission
concerning the Langley site,

I believe it is important that we respond
promptly, inasmuch as it is now generslly known that
we have received the final report. Also, I under-
stand that there is a meeting of the Fairfax County
Board on Wednesday, 7 March, and that Roger Fisher
1s on the agenda. I think that it would be well
to have it generally known that we have made our
choice prior to that time.

Recommend signature.

TAT 3 Mar 56
> (DATE)

Le K. WHITE

FORM NO. |0| REPLACES FORM 10- 101 1 47)

t AUG 54 WHICH MAY BE USED.
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Mr, Harland Bsrtholomew /

Shairmen

Nationel Capitsl FPlanning Commigsion
a&ﬁmaﬂ 25, De G

liear Mr. Bartholomews

Thank you very such for your lettar of 2 Merch 1956 with
which you enclosed the finel report of the National Capital
Planning Commission eoncerning my proposal to establish e new
headquarters for the Cantral Intelligencs Agency st langley,
Virginia,

I appreciaste very such ths recognition given the special
situation confronting this Agency in the seleotion of » proper
site and your thoughtful final report. We shall give most seri-
ous gonsideration to all aspects of this report es we procead
with our planming and the establishment of cur new headquarters
at lLangley. In particular, we balieve thet it need not have an
adverss long-range effect on the established land use of tho
surrounding territory, and it will be the polisy of the Agemcy
to do everything in its power, in cooperation with the local
authorities, to maintain the present nature of the area. I am
confident that we cen develop =z hendquarters at this site of
which we gcan &ll be proud.

sincarely,

Allen #. Dulles

Arector
DD/S:1KW:1laq
Distribution:
0 & 1 » Addressee CONCUR:
- EoRc
1 - DCI STAT
1 - Gen Coun :,
1 - SA-DCI (Grogan) _
1 - D/1log L. K. WHITE
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Hr. Harland Bartholomaw

Chairmen

Hetionel Cepital Plaoning Commisnion
#f&ahmt\aﬁ 25, De G

dear Mr, Bartholomews

Thank you very much for your letter of 2 Mmerah 1956 with
which you entlosed the final report of the Nstional Capitsl
Flamning Commission soncerning gy proposal to establish & new
hezdguarters for the Cemtrs] Intelligence Azency at Langlay,
Virginia,

I sppreciate very smch the recognition given the special
situation confronting this tgency in the sslection of » proper
aite end your thoughtful finel report. ‘e shell rive most serie
oas considerntion to s} aspeets of this report su wa preceed
with our plenning snd the setablishmant of our new hesdouarters
at Ilsngley, In perticular, we believe thet it neod net have an
sdverss longerange effect on the éstablished lans nme of the
surroundiing territory, amd 1t will be the policy of the Agency
to do everything in its power, ia cooperation with the local
suthorities, to meintain the pressnt nature of the arsa. I am
confident that we can develop » headquanters st this site of
which we ean all be prond,

Sincaraly,

sllen . Mmiles

Hlmeetor
DD/S:LKW:laq
Distribution:
C & 1 - Addressee CONCUR ¢
B conc
- DOI
1 - @Gen Coun o
1 -~ SA-DCI (Grogan) v 3?,/ -~
l - D/Log Lo K- WHIT}:.
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D
NATIONAL CAPITAT PLANNING COM/T5SION

Washington 25, D. C,

March 2, 1956

Mr. Allen W, Dulles, Director
Central Intelligence Agency
Washington 25, D, C.

Dear ¥Mr, Dulles:

As indicated in my letter of February 6 and pursuant
to your request, the National Capaital Plamming Commission
reviewed further your proposal Lo establish a new head-—
quarters for the Central Intelligence Agency at Langliey,
Virginia, and approved this proposal,

In its new findings the Commission has a.corded over~
riding importance to the emphasis placed upon your state~-
ments contained in your letter of January 23, 1956, thai you
are not free to select a location within the District and that
bty virtue of emergency measures already taken it is important
for you to locate on the west side of the Potomac River znd
that you desirs that the location be at Langley.

The Commission has approved the enclosed final report
prepared by a Committee of the Commission. The Committee
has set forth in this report the obstasles which it feels
must be overcome by the federal and local govermments o
solve problems connected with this site,

Sincerely yours,

(Signed) Harland Bartholomew

Harland Bartholomew
Enclosure Chairman

Approved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA-RDP80B01676R001100080005-9
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NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION
March 2, 1956
FINAL REPCRT
ON THE
PROPOSAL TO LOCATE THFE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE ACENCY
HEADOUARTERS BUILDING AT LANGLEY, VIRGINIA

At the request of the Director of the Central Intelligence Agency, the
National Capital Planning Commission at its meeting on February 3, 1956,
reconsidered the action taken at its December meeting on the proposal to
establish & new headquarters for the Agency at Langley, Virginia, and voted
to approve the location considered by the Agency to be the most suitable
site for its purposes.

The undersigned committee was appointed by the Chairman to draft and
submit the final report on this proposal, as required by the National
Capital Plamning Act of 1952. Membership of the committee includes those
who have been for and against the Langley site.

As the Commission had been very evenly divided in both its initial
opposition and subsequent approval of the Langley location, the committee
has chosen to present the differing points of view on the basic planning

issues involved,

Concern of Commission and Council in Cecision

Under the Planning Act of 1952, the Planning Commission and Regional
Planning Council have collaborative responsibility to prepare and maintain
a comprehensive plan for the development of the National Capital and its
environs, As the central planning agency for the Federal and District
Governments, the Coumission has the prime duty of reviewing Federal agency
development programs in order to advise as to their consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan,

It is now widely recognized that the most important single factor

influéppinoyechEoddRel2asec2002(1d/ EBhp IARDP 80830 16760014 0008090619 the
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Washington region has been the growth and spread of Federal establishments.
Consequently, the Commissionts 1950 Comprehensive Plan laid great emphasis
on the size and 1ocatidn of government agencies, In order to produce an
orderly and uniform expansion of the region, new Federal establishments
which could be appropriately located outside the Centrel Area were to be
distributed on the periphery of existing development or beyond, at such
locations as to enceurage Jlocal development that would be harmonious with
other requirements of the Plan. Excent in Bethesda and Suitland, where

commitments had already been made, no single installation larger than

employees was recommended, Furthermore, new installations were lo~

cated at least five miles from each other or from other large established
agencie s,

The Comprehensive Plan, while serving as a general guide and directive
for decisions on Federal establishments, also sets forth a general philoso=
phy on land use and population distribution throughout the area, These
basic policies provide the foundation or reason for a Regional Thoroughfare
Plan and policies for the provision of community facilities, such as water
supply and sewage disposale The development of such plans is the joint
and collaborative responsibility of the National Capital Planning Commission
and the Regional Plamning Council under the provisions of the 1952 Flanning

AG.,\-I()

Jnmpact on the Comprehensive Plan

The Commission's proposale for the location of future Federal establishe
ments in the environs of Washington did not vontemplate a large Federal as-
tablishment in the Langley area, On the contrary, its Plan for the location of
Federal Employees limited the number of those ultimately nezessary to complete

Approved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA-RDP80B01676R001100080005-9
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the Public Roads Research Laboratory development, then estimated in round
figures not to exceed 1,000, The »rincipal reasons for this were that the
location lay within an area traditiorally developed and developing with
small estates and single-family homes of low density, which it was
generally agreed as desirable to encourage and protect, Furthermore,
there was already located or committed in the northwest sector outside of
dovmtown Washington a disproportionately large distribution of Federal
employment, tending in the long run to encourage an unbslanced and in=-
tensive growth in that direction,

To offset this tendency, the Comprehensive Plan proposed in the

Virginia sector generally west and southwest of the center, four loca-

tions for Federal establishments of approximately employees each.

These would have the effect of stimulating intensive suburban growth of
a satellite character in localities where there is already established
a nucleus for an urban enviromment and to public facilities already

pro jected or needed.

"hereas the location of employees, nore or less, at Langley

does not accord with the 1950 plan, a majority of the Commission believe
that a revision of the plan to accommodate CIA can be appropriately made.
The minority does not agree to this revision and believes that a location
in Virginia west or southwest of the center of Vashington would promote
growth of territory better adapted for intensive stimulation.

The position of the majority of the Commission is that there will
be no adverse long-range effect of the CIA installation upon the estab-
lished land use of the surrounding territory. They believe that in the
immediate future employees will continue to live very much where they now
live and that traffic to and from the installation can be handled over

bridges, highways and parkways already planned though not necesgsari
Appraved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA- D%SOBO1676R0 1100080005-5".,9S 1y
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However, there 1s general agreement by both the Conmission and the
Regional Council that improvements proposed in the Commission's report
of December 16 will need to be programmed at an earlier date to accommo-~
date the traffic volumes generated by the installation.

The other point of view, represented by the minority, is that there
will be a very profound effect upon the surrounding community with an
installation of this size. The reasoning is that inevitably there will
be creasted a demand for more intensive develcpment of tributary territory
than has herelofore been contemplated- The fant that only about one-eighth
of the employees of CIA own their own homes lends support to the viewpoint
of the minority that a marked shange in land use for the lLangley area is
inevitable, The ensuing economic pressure upon land will make it in-
creasingly difficult, if not impossible, for the Fainfax County authorities
to maintain the same land use policies through goning and subdivision con-
trol that have heretofore been envisioned as most appropriate and de=
sirable for this area., This feeling is very sirong among many property
owners in the Langley area, is widely supported by professional plamners
and, perhaps most significantly, by the current waves of land speculation,
In this connection, the minority draws attention to the change that has
taken place in Arlington County since the construction of the Pentagon,

In 1940 nearly three=fourths of the dwelling units in the county were of
the single~family type, Today, more than half of all units are apartments
which have increased eight=fold against only a doubling of the single~
family type.

The Langley site meets the general requirement, set forth in the

Commission’s April resolution, that it be in close proximity to the

Out Cir i -t . .
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Commission's Proposed Regional Thoroughfare Plan, now generally accepted
by the highway authorities. However, the uriority for construction of
major features of that plan will have to be advanced, as herein dis=

cussed, if it is proved that the traffic circulation facilities which

the installation will require are inadequate.

Community Facilities

The Regional Planning Council, in approving the langley location
last December, voted also to reauest that the Central Tntelligence Agency
request appropriations for certain improvements which it considered
would be needed at the time the CIA hecdquarters is opened at Langley.
The purpose of this action was, of course, to impiament planning recom=
mendations to which the local or state authorities were not financially
committed,

It would seem %hat the first step towards putting into effect the
Council's recommandation would be the development and agreement upon a
program setbting forth the specific community facilities required, and
the estimates of cost and methods of financing. The latter is particular—
1y important because of the different jurisdictions involved and the
necessity for coordination in the programming of improvements, Following
is a 1list and brief discussion of the important improvements which the
studies of the Commission and the Council during the last year have re—

vealed as being necessary to program definitely if the Langley site

were chosen,

Approved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA-RDP80B01676R001100080005-9
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George Washington Memorial Parkway

The construction of the George Washington Vemorial Parkway from
Spout Run to Langley is universally accepted as having top priority.

The Clarke-Rapuano report also recommended that the pariway be exthended
to the Cabin John Bridge along with useful segments of the Outer Loop,
in which recommendation this Committee concurs.

While the legisiation authorizing the use of the Langley location
anticipated the construction of the parkway to Langley and provided for
the allocation of necessary funds, the land acquisition program cannot be
completed without additional contritations from Virginia to match
Federal funds already available or to be made available for this purpose.
Surveys and appraisals are required before precise costs can be ascer=
tained> In all probability, several hundred thousand dollars will be

needed from state and county auchorities.,

Other Recommended Projects

The Regional Planning Council has recommended the following improve-
ments be financed at Federal expense concurren’ with construction by the
Agency unless state or local financing is or can be secured:

(a) Route 123, == The widening to four lanes of Route 123 from
Langley Corners to Chain Bridge ($1,200,000), The State of Virginia has
agreed to widen that portion of Route 123 from Langley Cerners to the
Parkway (#350,000},

(b) Glebe Rogga — The widening of Glebe Road to four lanes from

Lee Highway to Chain Bridge; estimated to cost $1,300,000,

Approved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA-RDP80B01676R001100080005-9
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(¢) Chain Bridge Widening. -- The District Highway Department has

estimated the widening of this structure to a capacity of four lanes

to cost $1,350,000, The studies made by Clarke and Rapuano and others
indicate the need of additional capacity at an early date, especially if
present CIA employees are to be encouraged to maintain their present
residences, Otherwise, additional traffic will be brought into and oub
of the dentral district over central area bridges, especially Key Bridge.

(d) Canal Road and Weaver Place, == HRequired in commection with the

widening of Chain Bridge will be improvements to approach roads on the
District side, estimated at a cost of §900,000,

(e) Cabin John Bridge and Segment of Outer Circumferentia;gﬂm While

the Cabin John Bridge and the adjoining segments of the Outer Circumferw
ential have been indorsed by the Highway Departments of Maryland and
Virginia and the Bureau of Public Roads, no program for their financing
and construction has been agreed upon, Vithout this facility, trans=
portation to and from the Langley site will be inadequate, causing
serious congestion on existing righways, If the CIA desires to locate
at Langley, based in part upon the proximity to the Outer Loop, the
Agency should take the initiative in advancing the priority of this
important improvement by endorsing Federal aid to this end.

(£) Water Supply and Sewape Disposal Problems, =~ So far as the

Agency is concerned, it would seem to have solved its owm immediate water

and sewage problems through commitments already made by PFederal and local
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Approved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA-RDP80B01676R001100080005-9

—~8—

authoritiess Ieft unsolved, however, are services to any areas that
may develop ahead of scheduled improvements due to the CIA installation,.

(g) Reservations for Park and Recreational needs, — Regardless

of any stimulus to local development from CIA s 1t has been estimated that
based on present standards and ultimate development of this section of
Fairfax County at low density that at least four times the present park
and recreational area will be required to meet future needs. Should the
growth of the area be accelerated, as som anticipate, a program for
financing advance acquisition of suitable open lands according tothe

plan should be initiated by the county authorities,

Recommended Planning Controls

All those who have favored the langley site have expressed great
confidence in the ability of the county authorities s in cooperation with
the interested agencies of the Federal Government,to control the charac—
ter and extent of development which may either be required or which will
take place as the result of the CIA installation. A clear understand—
ing of mutual responsibilities should be formally established, To this
end, 1t is suggested that the Central Intelligence Agency enter into a
form of agreement or memorandum of understanding as to the policies of
mutual concern that will be followed and financlal responsibilities
undertaken,

More than a year ago consultants for the Fairfax County Planning
Commission completed a comprehensive plan for the county, including a
land use plan, setting up standards generally designed to msintain the

single~family, low density, open type of development for the Lan%leg
Approved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA-RDP80B01676R001100080005-
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and ‘adjoining areas. This plan has not yet been adopted. It becomes
Imperative, therefore, in the imterest of CIA as well as ithat of the
home owners in the area who have become concerned about the effects

of the installation, that the CIA impress upon the county authorities
its desire and expectation of maintaining the low density character of
the Langley area through immediate adoption of the county's comprehen~

sive land use plane

The committee hae endeawycd to point up the planning problems
connected with the development of the Langley site as a iocation for
CIA headquarters, in the hope that their inclusion in this report will
serve a useful purpose in effecting their ultimate solution.

The majority of the committee in arriving at jts recommendations
has accorded overriding importance to the emphasis placed upon the
statements contained in Mr. Dullés' letter of January 23, 1956, that
he is not free to select a location within the District and that by
virtue of emergency measures already taken it is important to him to

locate on the west side of the Potomac River,
L, L. Hunter
Co MeKim Norton
Claude W, Cwen
David H, Tulley
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NATICNAL CAPITAL PIANNING COMMISSIQN

March 2, 1956

Checklist of Reference Data Relating to CIA Headguarters Lecation

National Capital Planning Commission Report

Resolution dated April 8, 1955 {general criteria)
Committee report April 7, 1955

Joint Commission-Council report on alternate sites
Committee report December 16, 1955

National Capital Regional Flanning Council

Staff summary report — March 11, 1955

Staff report March 31, 1955

Committee report April 7, 1955

Staff report and recommendation December 5, 1955
Member statements approving langley

Fairfax County
Resolutions inviting CIA to County
Central Intelligence Agency
Report of Clarke and Rapuano - (ctober 25, 1955

Other consultant reports

Consuyltant - Draper report
Consultant ~ Upham report

Miscellaneous reports, documents and letters

Committee of 100

Virginia Department of Highways
Alexandria Chamber of Commerce
Fairfax Chamber of Commerce

Federal Cilty Couneil

Washington Board of Trade

Citizen organizations

letters from many interested citizens
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#r. Hexrland mlo%/

Chalrsan :

Bational Capital Plaming Commlssion
Hazhington 25, D. C.

Dear Hr. Basrtholomew:

Thenk you for your letter of & Pebruary 1556 advising me
that the Planning Comnission Bes voted o sgpove of wy pro-
m&wmmmmm@mﬁ-ﬁmmﬁmmrmm
Intalligence Agency at Langley, Virginla. I deeply approcizte
the Coomission's approval of the Lenglay site and the consid-
eration which hes been given to this important matter.

We want, of course, t0 give full consideretion %0 any
points raised in the final repoxt which I wnderstand the
Comaiasion is preparing. ie are, bowever, extremely hard-

for time ae any setion required after fimsl determine-
tion, particulsrly action in eny vay involving Congress, must
hanthwmﬁwaeﬂmsmm
only to important problems confronting us but also to the
ultimste removal of the temporary buildings which we will
vacate. '

I would, therefors, sgpretiste vexy much anythiag the
Comuiasion eonld 4o to meke its final repert avellable to
ug at the esrliest cpporfunity.

Sineerely,

7 5
%/

sllen W, Dulles CONCUR:
DD/S1IKWsleq Birector

Rewritken OGC:Hﬁ:Jeb
ces BT (2)— E1R - ufee s ¢ 2 b L
SA/DCI (Grogen) w/gc of 6

Feb ltr ~© "
n - |

op/8 (2) " "
Legislative Counsel " " " ] -
D/1og & C/BPS/Log in tgm}l-lmu:f ¢ b Lo

Genersl. Counsel

Ne Pe eputy DiTector (Support)
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NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION ; ; e
Dry/s-56- 247

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

Fsmwy 6, 1956

¥r, Llen W, Tulles, Directer
Central Intelligence Agency
w“hingt()ﬂ 25, P. C.

Desr ¥r, Dulles:

In accordance with your request, the National
Capital Plaming Commisaicn at 1ts meeting on
February 2, 1956, reconsidered the adverss rscom-
mendation submitied to you in its preliminary report
of Decerber 15, 1955, concerning your proposal to
locate the headquartsrs 'uilding of the Central
Intelligence Apsncy at Langley, Virginia.

I am writing now to conflrm officially what you
have already heard, that the Commission has now voted
to approve of yowr proposal and will as soon as
posaible sutmit the "final report® provided for in
the National Cspital Planning Act of 1952. To this
end, I have appointed a commitiee of five, repre-
senting the varied viewpoints prevailing on our Com-
migsion in connection with your proposal.

Sincerely yours,

vasi i Harfand Rartholomaw

Harland Bartholomew
Chairman

o
oo

fgee LEo- T Sl
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MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. DULLES

While T don't believe that a reply to Mr.
Bartholomewfs last letter 1s essential, I feel
that we should press him as much as possible to
expedite the final report, and, therefore, have
drafted the attached proposed letter which I rec-
ommend for your signature,

I have good reason to believe that Barthol-
omew will delay the final report and may insist
that it be considered at the March meeting of
the Commission.

STAT

L. XK. WHITE 9 Feb 56
(DATE)
T 101 b o o
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Mr, Herlend Bartholomew -
fztional Cepitel Planning Cosmisgion
Heahington 25, D. C.

Decr Mr. Bartholomew:

Thank you for your leitter of 16 December 1955 with which you
transnitted (1) the report and recommendstion prepared by a Com~
mittes of the Netional Cepital Plerning Commission, snd {2) a re-
port and recommendations of the ¥etional Cepital Regional Flamning
Council, together with statements of certain locel planning asgencies.

I en, of course, diseppointed in the sdverse action tsken by
the NHationel Coplial Planning Comisaion in & vote of 6 to § against
owr propossal to locate the hesdquerters of the Central Intelllgence
Agency st Langley, particulerly in view of the earlier sotion of the
Nationel Cepital Regionnl Flamning Council to approve of the Langley
gite by 2 vwolte of 5 10 3.

Hebers of my stalff and our consultants have carefully reviewed
the reports you have submitted, together with the accompanying re-
commendations, and it is reguested that your Cosmiselon reviev fwriher
our proposel to establish a new heedgquarters for the Central Intelll-
gence Agenvy wt Langley, the most suitsble site that we have found
and the ope whish will best susble us to carry out the inporitant
mission that the Congress of the United States has entrusted to us.

Oux authorizetion and appropriation were obtained with the clear
understanding that while we vere exempted from “dispersal” we would
at the seme time dJdefinitely not locate in the District of Colusbia
but, rather, on the frings of the metropoliten sres of grester
Washingbton. It is importent to us to have the Agency hesdquarters
situnted on the wist side of the Folomsc in order to comform with
energency messures that already have been isken.

L gl
se
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e



Approved For Release 2002/11/13 : CIA-RDP80B01676R001100080005-9

Other major factors thet were taken into consideration in our

report to you included the scecessibility of the site 4o sevarul key

points, generally in the Northweet District of Colimbie and sdjacent
Virginia areas as well as esccedsidility or convenience to the homes

of the majority of the Agency persounnel.

Wa racognive the high residential value of the ares surround-
ing the (overnment-owned reservetion of TW9.5 acres at langley. We
vould wieh to keep this surrcuniing ares as it is, for to do so
would better sult our own requirements for & semi-rural setting for
the CIA headquarters.

For reasons heretofors given, ws believe that the charectey of
the surrounding lands may be preserved for residantial use as "a
eemmunity of low density, single family houses.” There iz no mate-
rial evidenca that our development "would eventually disrupt the
entire community and require residential densities of land use and
canmercial developsent of & neture not dreamed of when the long
range plans for the development of Pairfax County were drawa up."

In our representations to ths Comnis

that epproximately 75 per cent of the

going to and from the lLangley site would use the proposed George
Washington Memorial Parkway; approximetely 25 per ceni of the

! of resifents of Virginia would use the west

ntrance Lo the neservaltion frum Route 123. This means that the
laxrge majority of the CIA employees would enter and leave the site
on the Potomec River or Parkway side of the Reservation and there-
by havs little or no contact with the surrounding commmunity. We
shall provide sttractive fafetarias in the developmant for our em-
ployees so that there will be no need for them to leave the Reserve-
tlon during the luncheon recess; in other words, there will be no
nead for shops and for other camercial development on the peri-
phery of the Heservation to serve our employees; in fact, we would
prefer none.

25X1

As ve see 1%, this proposed develepment of ocurs at Langley
is not an ordinery type that planvers meay place in a category vhich
fite the pattern of other concentrations af people brought together
for eight hours & day. The proponents and the objactors to ths use
of the langley site for the CIA hepdquarters have expressed their
views with respect to the nsature of the impact of this development
upon the sursounding sreas. We believe that this is & very special
problem and, as such it is cur considered Judgment that the CIA
can use lands alrealdy owned by the Goverrment in the manner we
have described go that the presence of this Agency at lLangley will
become an asset rather than a lisbility 4o the swrrounding community.

- -
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We shall lend every possible ald to this end, and, in these ciroum-
stances,; we balleve that the result will be acceptable to the large
majority of persons who, for one reason or another, have sxpressed

an interest in this matter. The fact that the officiels of ths County
snd a substantial majority of the people of the County desire to have
us located at the Langley site seems, in s large measure, to prove
our point. I sm sure that you are awvere of the results of the poll
taken by Congressman Proyhill vwhich indicate that 73.3 per cent

of the votars of Falyfex County favor locating CIA at langley with
only 17.9 per cent opposing it, end 8,8 per cent baving no opinion.
1% is also significant that each of the sesven maglsterial &letricte
heavily favor locating CIA at Lepgley and in the Drancsville District,
which includes langley, vobers favaor this site by & 1789 to 517
margin.

The proguosticetions with respect to the result of "impset" are
laygely conjesctursl. I belleve that our argment is predicated upon
reslistic chseyvation that it into the very special situstion wvhich
involves the proposed move of the CIA to lLangley. We ses no reason,
for example, why the present soning ie necessarily "sumceptibel to
successful downgrading by determined mpeculative interests,” or
thet the locatioh of £IA’at langley will necessardly "stimulate urban
developments with explosive and detrimental force in violent conflict
with the Naster Flan.” The area swrrounding the Govermmant Reserva-
tion at lLangley will develop more houses, wvhether or not the CIA is
situated theres. I say this because the ares is not distant from the
City of Washington end with the arterigl improvemenis and the ingtalla-
tlon of the approved sever lines in the Pimmit Bun watar shed, growth
is inevitable. Both of these improvements were plammed long bvefore
CIA contemplated going to langley. Any "impact” resuliing in & riese
in land values when forcing “soning and repulatory changes, in order
that the tax incresses would be sufficient to carry the buxrden of im-
provements, " will be becsuse of the norusl development of the ares
which was slready prepering for an increased populstion long bafore
the CIA prolect at Iangley was considersd. The CIA contemplates
poaying the prevailing retes charged by the locel mnicipalities and
by the private utility corporationa for services provided. Is it
not true that the five yeay old Master Plan (Comprehensive Plan for
the National Capital and itz Environs) is a guide, and es such must
be revieved pericdiecally to adjust ¥Hs sights to new times, conditions
and the meeds of the Community: NRe doudt there wilil ba changes,
for no Master Plan can remain static in the light of the changes that
are taking plece now and thet will teke place even without CIA st
Langley.

-3 -
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ﬁmmuwdmmmtmmlgﬁﬁwmnmmm
a "decentralized govermuent cemter” at the langley aite, auwd in view
of the mindman relocation of Agency persomnel residance which we
anticipete, it would seem to us %o be an eminently sypropriste site
for the use we Propo&s.

Our consultant's veport, dsted 25 October 1955, together with
theiyr supplemental letter dated 12 December 1955, which I have en-
doreed, cmrwmfcmmmumﬁtbmp&tmmmaf
access to and from the langley site. We have contimed our studlies
anﬁmdawtmme&et&tﬁmmamymmmmw
provide sccess to the site;" on the contwary, we are convinced that
the Parkway, which must be congtructed fram its present termizus
mmmﬁu,tﬁemmmm&ﬁﬁmﬁmormm
anzmmmmmﬁwmwsatm@w,m
mwwsmmexeymmmwmt
mmmmuimwmsmwsmwwmmm
this site on relstively the same level a8 at other sites sultable
for the operation of the Agency's proposed headquurters. Byen with
these improvements I am convinced that no other locatlon that we
mnfﬁumi&asmﬂmmamofacumathhe
fangley slte. Thase three improvemsnts, together with s mmber of
other proposed arterial developments, ultimetely will be required
mmrmcnmmmwm;m,um:m,wm
were ervisioned long before Langley wvas considered ag a site for
1A, As you elready Know, the Stote of Virginis bas indicated that
i+ will improve the section of Routle 123 between langley and the
M@mmmmwm,mm~m@m
mxm,wmmaﬁimm,mwchm-
struot the farkwey from its presest terminus to the langley site with
ﬁmmmmﬁeavﬁlﬁlebyt}mmmﬂﬁwiaﬁm,m
specified in the legislation.

Our consultanmt's supplemental letter, dated 12 December 1955,

repord, thesawsllmfbbem@iméuntiltwmﬂtmm
time scheduled For development either by the District of Coluwbie or
by Feirfax County.” Your Ccumittee report includes the improvements
to Chain Bridge, Canal Boad and Wesver Place as necessary. FPrior
to sutmitting their report, our consultant’s had dismumsed the prac-
ticsl capacities of Chain Iridge and ite approaches, as well ag tho
capacities of other Potomac yver hrifges, with representatives of
the Pistrict of Colurbia Enginger Commissioner. You will recall
that the results of a "podut of origin and destination” stvdy, as re-
guacted by the Ingineer Comaissioper for the District of Columbis,
was Porwardsd to you on 9 December 1955. This study had particudar
reference to those employees living in the District of Colvmbia and

- 4 -
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Heryiand vho might uese {hain Dridge as the most direct route

to the langley site. It clearly shows that the anticipated traffic
of our employees, who might use this bridge, plus the present
traffic would not exceed the rated eapaclty of Chain Bridge, Since
the improvenents to Key Brifige are dlready under contrect and

the construction of the Constitution Avemie Bridge is sssuresd, wm
gtill believe that as far as the lmpact of CIA tralfic sione is con-~
perned we can effectively use the langley site with only those
bridge and road improvexents as outlined by owr cansultants.

The position taken by the Conmission seems to have been
based on two primary factors: the potential impact on the ares gid
the extensive construction and improvements of access highways
and bridgea. I believe this position to be basically inconsistent,
since the Commission apparently believes, on the ocre hend, that
there will be a mmjor relocation of ocur persomel remliting in e
trepnendous Iimpact upon the eres surrounfing the Langley site,
while, on the other hand, it declares a mecessity for extensive im-
provements to highways and bridges prediested upon the sssmmption
that the grest majority of cur people will remain vhere they pres-
ently reside, thereby foreing s vest highwsy comstruction program.
EBven if the highwey construction end improvements your Commission
has specified as minlmum to provide access to the Iangley slie were
necessary, we could not at the same time eccept the pramise that
the area would be subjected to the impact which you visualize.

Your Committee raised questions conecerning the avalladbility
of water pupply and sewege disposml., I have assuranceg from the
City of Falls Church thet they will Geliver an sdequate supply of
water to the langiey site. Our consultant's repor:, dated 25 Octy
ber 1955, and their supplementary letter, dated 12 December 1955,
sat forth clearly the whole question related to sevmge disposal.
Faiyrfex County bas agreed to provide an adsquate plant to take care
aof their own needs and those of the CIA, and, as I have already
indicated, it is anticipated that the Agency will pay the customary
charged set forth in the County's rate scheduls, together with the
customary quarterdy service charges.,

In my Judgment and that of our consuliants, the Langley site
is the best availsble one that will serve cur purposes sdequately.
A aite in the Northwest quadrsnt of the greater Hmashlngton srea would
be most convenient to the homes of the majority of the members of
our staff. Therefore, the location of the CIA at langley wwuld elin-
inate the neceseity of having our emplcyees go through downtown
Washington and other congested areas during the morning and even~
ing rush hours. The langiey site im gtretegically situated in that
it will be at one of the Important crossroads on the pooposed Outer
loop. I must consider the site selectiorn broblem from a long
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range point of view with due copsideretion of the interest and re-
guivemsnts of {14 as well aB the interwal of the Umshington Hetro-
politan Ares Ucmprehensive Plan.

Az you kunow, we bave considared this matter wiith you since
Pebrusry of 1955, enl I am apprecistive of the time and considera-
tion vhich the Commission kas given to it. BHowover, unless 1 cen
wmake a final decision at & very early date as to the location of the
bullding so thet preliminary plaes ent cost estimates can be pres-
ented to the Congress during this ecseioms, I am fearful thal the
entire project may be delayed Tor st least axother year. Accordingly,
may I reguest that the Commission recousider this matier ot its
February neeting and make 1ts final report a2 scon therealter as
possidble. Ve and our consultausts, !iessfs. Clarke and Repuano,
stand ready at any time to assist in any possidble way. While w
sdditional formel presentation seeuz to he necessery; I believe
that 4 would be beneficisl %o have Messrs. Clarke end Repuano, and
vepresentatives of tivls Agency, present at your meeting iu ordsr o

. try tc susver any questions which the Commission muy wish to ask.
I, of course, lesve this emtively to your Judgment.

Bincerely,
15/
Allen ¥, Tulles
Directcr
Hetribution:
g &% 1 - Addressce

R 1 54 4

1 ~ gensvsl Coubnsel

1~ L

2 - mw/s

(1w ER

1 -~ BPS Chrono .
1 - ¥PO Project - «f Taetc
— SH-M)} (Crogem) - prnied ‘-»32’" .

oL/ Apg {17 Jan 1956)
— RSy T = PR

Originated by CONCUR:
H. 5. CLNDLER, JR. =

STAT

L. K. WHITE
Deputy Director
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MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. DULLES

Attached is a proposed letter to the Chairman
of the National Capital Planning Commission request.-
ing further review of our request for the Langley
site, The letter is rather lengithy, but is Mr.
Clarkets idea of the most effective way to present
our request, It has been coordinated with Messrs,
Clarke & Rapuano, as well as with Max Abramovitz,

The next meeting of the Commisslon will be on
2 and 3 February. I think that we should get this
over to them as early as possible next week in
order to ensure that it is considered at that time.

STAT
L. K, WHITE 20 Jan 56
Deputy Director (DATE)
(Support)
FORM NO. REPLACES FORM 10-101

1 AUG 54 IOI WHI1CH MAY BE USED. (47)
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