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JAN 13 1954

The Honorable Allern J. hllender f/
United States Senate —
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Senator Tllender:

I have received your letier of 9 January 1954 and
wish to clarify en apparent misunderstanding with respect
to the duties and functions of this Agency and a possible
confusion with those of the Counter Intelligence Corps of
the Army, known 2s the C.1.C. The Ceniral Intelligence
Agency has conducted ng investigaticn .f any sature with
respect to the Army Signal Center at Fort Monmouth,
New Jersey.

Section 102{d)}{3) of the legislation establishing the
Central Intelligence Agency -- the National Security Aci
of 1947 -- specifically provides “"that the . .gency shall
have no police, subpoena, law-enforcement powers, or
internal-security functions:, * Subatantially, the only
function which the Agency performs within the United Slates,
other than the support of our foreign operations and corre-
lation and evaluation here of intelligence relating to our
national security, is the collection of foreign intelligence
information available in the United States. We have no
investigative functions of any nature in this country except
the security investigation of cur own personnel or appli-
cants for positions with the ~gency.
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MILTOr+ R. YOUNG, N. DAK. ALLEN J. ELLENDER, LA,
EDWARD J. THYE, MINN.. CLYDE R. HOEY, N. C.
BOURKE B, HICKENLOOPER, IOWA OLIN D. JOHNSTON, 8. C.

"KARL E. MUNDT, S. DAK, SPESSARD L. HOLLAND, FLA,

JOHN J. WILLIAMS, DEL. CLINTON P, ANDERSON, N. MEX. *
ANDREW F. SCHOEPPEL, KANS. JAMES O. EASTLAND, MISS, wcntieb f%ta{ez %enate

HERMAN WELKER, IDAHO EARLE €. CLEMENTS, KY.

L

HARRY R. VARNEY, CHIEF QF $TAFF COMMITTEE ON

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY

Janusry 9, 1954

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

Dear Mr. Dulles:

It is my understanding that some time ago your agency
investigated allegations of espicnage or other wrongdolng at the
Army Signal Center st Fort Monmouth, New Jersey. As you know,
the Senate Permenent Investigeting Subcommitiee has recently been
investigating similar charges.

I am anxious to ascertain:

1. VWhether the investigation conducted by your agency
revealed any espionage or other subversive activity at the Army
Signal Center at Fort Monmouth.

2. VWhat additionel information, if sny, the recent in-
vestlgations of the Senste Permenent Investigating Subcommittee
have revealed concerning espionage or other subversive activity,
that was not uncovered by your investigation and in this comnnection,
be as specific as you possibly can.

3, If sddltionel information has been revealed by the
Senate Subcommittee, why was it that your own investigations falled
to uncover such information.

It has always been my belief and assumption that your
sgency, coupled with the other security agencies of our Government
has been doing the most careful and competent possible Jjob in in-
vestigating subversive activity, and I am anxious to know if any
substantial evidence of subversive activity has been missed in the
course of an Intensive investigation by your agency.

and will be

grateful if you can furnish it to me by that time.

Ppoument Na)/ﬁ Sincerely,

I may require this information by Janu
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Mr. ELLENDER. . Did _t&e' 5ena
from Wisconsin bring dtgn AR
aitention of the Board? =
' l1{;;3:mMcC.AR’I‘H‘SZ’. Every bit of the
evidence taken in our hearings g ail-
able to the Secretary of the Arngy...
Mr. ELLENDER. Are the persbfs to
whom the Senator from Wisconsin has
just referred still on the payroll a{ ¥ort
Wonmouth, or have they lbeen  $us-
pended? o
Mr. McCARTHY. I just told the Sen-
ator from Louisigna that 33 were §us-
pended. So far as I know, they were
suspended without pay. Is that clear?
Thirty-three of those with whom we have
dealt in our investigation have been sus-
pended. T think two of them have been
veinstated, and possibly a few more.
Mr. ELLENDER, Mr. President, in
view of what the,gigtinguished Senater
rrom Wisconsin hag just stated—namely,
ihat there is espionsge at Forth Mon-
mouth—Ilet me say that someone must be
smistaken, vither he is in error or Secre-
iary Stevens does not know the score.
when I returned to Washington. last
month, I wrote three letters—one to the:
Jon. Allen W. Dulles, Director, Central
mtellizence. Agency, Washington, D.
another one to Hon. J. Edgar Hoover,
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Wash-
ington, D. C.; and another to Hon, Rob~
ert T. Stevens, Secretary of the -_Army,
Depariment of Defense, _Was?nngton.v
D. C. These letters were identical, ex-
cept for the addresses; and each of }g}erﬁ
was dated January 9, 1954, T shgllTead
the one 10 Secretary Stevens: gix
DEAR SECRETARY STEVENS: It is my under-
standing that. some time ago your jagency
investigated the allegations of esplonage Or
other wrongdoing at the Army Signal Cehe
ter at Fort Monmouth, N. J. As you know,
the Sonate Permanent Investigating_ Sgb-
commitiee has recently been investigating
similar charges. .
I am most anxious to ascertain: , .

(1) Whether the investigation ognducted ’

b our agency revealed any espionage or
;Zhgr subvgersivi activity at the Army Signal
Center at Fort Monmouth. .

(2) What agditional information, If any,
the recent investigations of the seﬂnate Per-

maneni Inyestigating subcommifieé have -

revealed COMTELning espionage or Qt};i::r sub=~
versive actigdty, that was nol unqogered by
your investigation; and in this cennection,
be us specifig gs you possibly eunfi. o

(3) If additional informu ion ihes been
revenied by the Senate subcommitee, why
was it that your investigatio' s failed to un-
cover such information?

1t has always been my;pe »f and assump-
gion that your agengy, <« ipled with the
other securidy.sgencies ol  ur Governiggnt,
has been gotpgg the most careful and gom-
petent possiile job in investigating supyeT-
sive activity: and I am anxious 1o Xoow
i¥ any submismtlal cvidence of subvergive
activity hegabgen, issed In the couyrge, of
an intensivaqigvestigation by your agency.

1 may Iegmwire Jthis iniurtx}atan,by Jan-
uary 15,;%1‘11 be grateful if you can
furnish 1-&3ne by that time. v

sSincerety.

The letter is signed by me.

I'n reply to the letter which
to Mr. Hoover, I received the SOITULIEY
ter T had expected; I would not Have
expected anything else. He wrote to me
as follows:

adibor Release ngm

SR A S [N
Afeamhich you mak
dons condu'c%

Monmouth, =

You will appreciate. I am sure, that 1 am
unable to furnish the information you re-
quested, because of the long-standing policy
of the Attorney €enersl regarding the ton-
fidential nature bf 8 Bles. = :

In view of his interest in suéh matters, -

- I am referring your communication to the
. Attorney General,
" Sincerely yours,
J. Evcan HOOVER,

From Mr. Allen Dulles I received the
following lefter, dated January 13—the
same as the date of the letter I received
from Mr. Hocver:

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY,

OrFice oF THE IDIRECTOR,
Washington. D. C., January 13, 1954,
The Honorable ALiEN J. ELLENDER,
United Staies Senate,
Wuastington, D, C.

DEsrR SENATOR EiLENDER: 1 have received
your letter of January 9, 1954, and wish to
clarify an apparent misunderstanding with
respect to the duties and.'functions of this
Agency and a possible gofifusion with those
of the Counter Intelligéhce Corps of the

Army, known as the CIC.  The Central In=

telligence Agency has c¢dnducted no investi-
gation of any nature *with respect to the
Army Signal Center at Fort Monmouth, N, J.

Bection 102 (d) (39 of the lepislation
establishing the Ccentral Intelligence Agen-
cy—+the the National Security Act of 1947—
specifically provides “ihat the Agency shall
have no polce, subpena, law-enforcement
powers, or internal-security functions.”

M sl i

That 1g:ene Thipg T should have known,
but 1 digibﬁiéa’,ﬁge’it at the time I sent

£ AMIT) )
5

SubstaBA B thé BAly function which the
Agency perfdrms within the United States,
ANEEEPpAt of our foreign opera-
Etdtiorns and evaluation here of
intelligecnce "Fellbing to our national secu-
rity, 1s the cgl fﬁn of foreign intelligence
information avallgble in the United States.
We have no invéktigative functions of any
hature in this country except the security
investigation of our ewn personnel or appli-
eants for positions with the Agency.
i Faithfully yours,
ALLEN W. DuLLes, Direclor.

T wish now to vead a letter from the
Department of the Army, dated January
.15, 1954, in reply to my-letter of the 9th.
I will ask my good friend from Wis-
consin to listen carefully t6 my reading
¢f it. I should like to have his comments
wpon it, in view of the statements which
have been made by him since this debate
started. The letter reads-as follows:

Dear SENATOR E1LENDER: This is in re-
sponse ito your letter of January 9, 1954,
wherein you made inquiry with reference to
the recent investigation ¢onducted by the
Senate Permanent Investigating Subcome
mittee at Fort Monmouth, N. J.

That is Robert Stevens, Secretary of
the Army, speaking,

Your first guestion 1s as to whether the
investigation conducted by the Army re-
vealed any espinnage or other subversive ac-
tivity” at the Army Signal Center at Fort.
Monmouth.

This inquiry is answered in the negative,
Insofar as the Army has thus far been able
to determifie. thiere is no eurrent esplonage
or other subversive activitv at Fort Mon-
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our second mauiry is as to what addi-
tonal inigrastion the recent investisatitn

16000801361 ==~

Zinat ernianent Investigatiry junes
piniteee a8 re. eniry NCErNing ¢ plo- §
i ef%ﬁxer s} vels 'ﬁ%}cﬁvity £ Fort

Ma&pmouth. The Arimy is undble to wiswer

thie question beciuse it doez not nave

knowledge of all of the record: of the 3¢ nate

subcommittee, and does not know thé e» tent,

af ghe informatior which may have seen
- ‘developed by the subcommittee,

Youx third Inqui:y likewise cannot be ana
swered for the reas ms set forth In the pre=
ceding paragraph,

1 may point ou: that the third inguiry
was;

If additional in ormation has beep roe
vealed by the Senat : subcommitize, why was
it that your own investigations failel o
uncoever such infor:mation?

Thie Secretary Jf the Army close; ns
follows:

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, wil
the Senator yielc?

Mr. ELLENDE?:. 1 will yvirld wh:on I
finish reading th: letfer..

Secretary Stevons coneluses as foi-
lows: ‘

I share fully yoir assumpticn that the
Department of the Armny coupl 1 with the
other security age: cies of pur ‘iovernrient
is doing a careful a d, in my Juc; ment. : orn-
petent job in investigatin®e«sivercive ac-
tivities. I am pleised, however to oo per-
ate with the comm: .tee: of the - mngress and
if evidence of subersive a{cti\i'ies s pro-
duced the Army w 1l take prompt anc ao-
propriate action.

Yours sincer:ly,
JtoBERT T. STEVENS.
Secvetary ¢f the Arv y.

If the Senator from Wiseonsin hos

any comments to make on that lettir. I

' should like to hcar them now, in the
licht of the stat ments which he his
made during the debate.

Mr. McCARTEY. Mr, Presiden:, I
think Bob Steveis made an accu ae
statement when he stated that the Army,
in its own investi; ation, had not vncov-
ered any espionage as of that date. As
Bob Stevens has often state:, he does
not answer for the committer  H+ isin

* no position to answer for the ~ommiit e,
I assume that the Senator w:. be n.e -
ested in our repor: when it i= madc. £s
I have explained to the Senater, we Fave
uncovered espionage. Iam surcthai ve
have uncovered what the Senator bimi-
self would say was espionage. ‘

I wonder if the Senator objuc’. o our
calling before the committee the .« x18n
whose testimony I have descoisec, a
woman who had¢ been hancling :op-
secret work for 1C years, to teil wihiether
or not she wa$ atten8ing Comumuaf:t
Party leadership rchools or was a monm-
ber of the Communist Party

I wonder if the SenatoY objects to our
uncovering a mar: like Harry Hyma 1.

Mr. ELLENDER.. 1 have absolutel - 1o
objection WL

Mr. McCARTHY. Let me finish.

Mr. ELLENDEE. 'The. Senator asked
me a question, and ’,E"\gam; to answer it
now. =R NE L.

Mr, McCARTHY, ;¥ 'me finish the
gquestion. : oy
* I wonder if the Senator objects Lo our
subpenaing long cistance telephone ec-
ords showing thit a known espiorare

0160008 1z some eight of our
top seeret installitions and getting in-
formatickh from tem




e ADDE
The PRESIDING Olplpl
the- Senatopfronpa R 5
if s0, to whomes=="=""" . ’

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield first to the
Senaton from Indiana,

Mr. - JENNER. The Senaior Ifrom
Louisiana referred to the FBL 1 am
sure the distinguished Senafor knows
the FBI cannot hold investigations or
hearings. The FBI cannot call in wit-
nesses and swear them and have them
testity undex oath.

Mr. ELLENDER. I understand.

Mr. JENNER, They can gather in-
forthation and then take the informa-
tior to the appropriate agency. They
canmpot questipn a witness under oath or
dismiss anyone from the Government.

Tn our hearings we found, as the
sep@tor from Wisconsin also found, sit-
uations similar to what was found in
thd Harry Dexter White case, which I
cited. The FBI did a perfect job. It
did-a complete job. When that infor-
mation was pegsed on to higher author-
ity, it was igpgred. Therefore the FBI
<hould not be charged with trying to
enforce the law. 7They are an investi=-
saling agencys -

Mr. ELLENDER. I will acknowledge
to the Senatgr from Indiana that there
was a great-geal of laxity during the
past administration. I admit it. How-
cver, the FBL today, as in the past, is
always gathering information and is
pagsing it on. {p the Army and the Navy
and the Air Fgrce and in fact to other
Departments,s through the Attorney
General, o

Mr. JENNEFR,. But if those agencies
do not do anything about it, the FBIL
cannot do anything either.

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct; but
the FBI ferrets out the subversives,

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr, President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield for a ques-
tion.

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator from
T,ouisiana, as I understand, expressed &
sreat deal of confidence in a letter dated
January 15, which stated there were no
more Communists in Government.

Mr. ELLENDER. I quoted from the
letter of Mr. Stevens and it speaks for
itself. .

Mr. McCARTHY. T should like to in-
vite the Senator’s attention to testimony
taken 2 weeks later than the date of the
letter. Today is Tuesday. The testi-
mony I refer to was taken on Saturday
January 30, 1954, in New York, in execu-
tive hearing. It dealt with a major in
the Army. 'The major was before the
committee on Saturday.

Previously we had regeived testimony
from two individuals ‘who had attended
Communist Party meetings with the
major, They knew what his orders
were. I am speaking of a major in the
Army who is g:gajoy in the United States
Army as of tlmment.

The major W#s also accused by wit-
nesses of havihg recruited soldiers as
members of the Communist Party. He
is now stationed at Camp Kilmer., His

e o

origigml. orders pPropj Ra

: SRREdIE g
b4 s, Japan. wever, for some
mysterious reason, the orders were

iwhose name he did not

T IWI fiven was thgY iis-wife and
shHters were visitiagé«% &?sychiatrist,

‘wow. However,
when asked whether a Communist suc-
ceeded in getting his orders changed, e
gave us the usual réfusal to answer. We
ckecked into the matfér further and we
found that in August of last year, 1953,
a questionnaire was sent to the major.
He was asked about his Communist ac-
tivities. The questionnaire was sent to
him as the result of an FBI investiga-
tion.” It was an excellent FBI investi-
gation. 'The investigation by the ¥B1
disclosed everything known about the
major, and perhaps centained more in-
formation than we had about him. For
example, it disclosed his attendance at
Communist Party leadership schools,
Communist meetings held at his home,
the recruiting of soldiers into the Com-
munist Party, and so forth. This was
August 1953, :

e refused to answer on the ground of
self-incrimination, In November 1953
he was promotedjﬁ'om captain to major.

This is not a tdbe of a year ago or 2
years ago. We asked the Army to court-
martial not only te major but also any-
one who promoted him and everyone who
knew he was a Comimunist and did not
try to get him out of the service, I
suggested to Bob Stevens that this was
the only way by which he could blaze a
new trail and thus notify eyery Army
officer that the 20 years gf ‘treason are

past, that the 20 years gf Communist
infiltration into every:iFAngh I the Gov=
ernment, with our high offic}glg looking
the other way, are P& ¥ jat there

I hope that Bob #ig¥e
suggestion and dets, on’
should be court-mariwied, -
should the major be cqofitt nartialed, but
those who promoted hi and those who
knew about his, activities and did not
attempt to get him out of the service
should also be couri-martialed.

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, did
the Senator bring that information to
the attention of Mr. Stevens? R

Mr. McCARTHY. I should like to
finish my question.

Mr. ELLENDER. Did the Senafor
bring that information to the attention
of Mr. Stevens?

Mr. McCARTHY. My letter went tp
Bob Stevens yesterday. The Senator
from Louisiana said the FBI should do
the work our committee is doing. I
wish to invite the Senator’s attention to
the fact that——

Mr. ELLENDER. T did not say that.

Mr. McCARTHY. In effect that is
what the Senator from Louisiana said.

Mr. ELLENDER. I said we had
agencies—— )

Mr. McCARTHY.. Agencies to do the
work. .

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct.

Mr. McCARTHY. That we . had
.agencies that could do the work we are
doing. .

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; agencies that
are qualified to do it amd ‘that can do
it effectively. ) :

is really a new day%; %g )

“est admiration for the FBL I believe
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Mr. McCARTHY. For the bresent,
ey ourselves to wha: wab
eveloped-in open sessions. -Someoe wit-
nesses who have been called i :losed
sessionsdave not yet been called iy open
‘but they wilt be called. 1 think
ight be unfair to the Senator if I
dealt “with the testimony receivad i
clos€d sessions, so I shall speak mainiy
of evidence recrived in open sessions.

B I assume that the Senator from Lou-

isiang will concade that espionaze con-

ducted in December 1953 would bo cur-
rent espionage, would he not?

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes, I wcuid, I
would include ail of the last year. since
the Republicarr administration ecame
into existence. .

Mr. MgCART:1Y. Iassume the Sena-
tor would also concede that if a Goevern-
ment employee whd. is’a member of the
Communist Party haflaccess to secrel
material, such matertal would be in an
open conduit aviilakle to the Communisi
Party. I assum» the Senator would not
require that we catch the agent at mid-
night, turning tiis material over to an-
other Comtpunist agent., Am I correct
in that? >

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator is cor-
rect, yes. I certainly have no faith in
Communists, :

Mr, McCART AY. Then let us refer
to a few cases. On December 16 w= had
a. Mrs. Levine before the subcommitiee.
She had been handling top secret ma-
terial for 10 years. Neither the Senator
from Wisconsin nor the very able Sena-
tor froffi Louisiana would have acecess to
top secfet material. We 'would not have
access 10 secret material except in most
unusual ¢cases. !lere was a Federai em-
ployee who was :ziven the highess honor
that it 18 possibl= for this Nation ¢: any
other nation to s ive.-

Mr. ELLENDIR. Was that a porson
named Coleman?

Mr. MCCARTIIY. No; the person to
whom I am re‘erring is Mrs. Levine.
She had confer-ed upon her a higher
honor than any Member of the S<nate
can have conferred on him. :

Mrs. Jevine was subpénaed on the
13th of December. She then svoke to
her seeyrity officer. The Security officer
informed her that she had to auswer
a_l} questions akout Commutiist activi-
ties. She replied, “I will Hiot do it. I
will not ‘tell the: subcommittee that I
have been engazed in a epnspiracy to
commit espionaze and I will ro. teil

them whether a Communist Party
member or n ga .
The security'oiticer said,2f you do not

tell $hem your employeys™ill Lave to
take action against you.é

_Mrs, Levine quit on the 18th. Sihe ap-
peared before ihe sulgbgiitttce as a
witness on the 16th. ®SE#"Rad been
handling top-secret mat8filEEss 10 vears,
She had been an employes: 6% the tele-
communications office afid "had been
?&pﬁglg Fort Monmouth radar ma-
(NP Evine was asked: -

SNIY'R, ﬂevlne, have you been engaged :n the
commission of esplonage? ’

I refuse ¢o answer on tle ground that my
answer might terd to incriminate m.. '

16660861381 " e e
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5 February 1954 “«W

Executive Registry:

" Please file the attached with Mr. Dulles'
letter to the Senator (Ellender). Thanks,

Alice

O
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