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21 August 1972

NOTE FOR JMM and GLC:

I was unaware that LRH's letter to Harper and Row and their rebuttal
had been made public until I saw the attached today. I would have thought that
this would have dampened any further efforts to go public with "facts' ala the
current Aspin draft. I wish there was some way we could get through on this,
because the Aspin letter in its present form will get at least equal treatment,
The most unfortunate consequence is that we are tarnishing our professionalism,
which is one of the most important traits of the Agency because it is what we are
supposed to be all about.

As a matter of fact, the current draft of the Aspin letter itself can be
reasonably cited in support of what I understand to be one of McCoy's main
contentions, i.e., the Agency is limited in what it can do since for pragmatic
reasons it must work with those associated with narcotics. The Director's
first letter to Aspin promised a "thorough investigation' of the new evidence,
etc. Without question this ""thorough investigation" would be conducted with
the standard brand of the Agency's professional excellence. Yet, look what
we got. A denial by individuals charged by McCoy as being implicated in the
drug traffic., Where is the corroborating evidence? Where are the references
to Agency's vast resources for getting information? In a nutshell, where is
the "hard intelligence' and where is their evidence that we have made a thorough
effort to get it? Failing this effort, doesn't this prove McCoy's point that the
Pragmatics of the situationare controlling even to the point of impairing CIA's
judgment on what constitutes a "thorough investigation." I assume that you
share my belief that the attached Post story hurt the Agency and if anything gave
further credibility to McCoy. The Aspin letter will hurt us even more because
it will hit us where our professionalism should be showing.

Under the circumstances, I still believe the best course is a general
letter from the Director to Aspin which omits all facts of the investigation and
concludes that based upon an "interim!'or final investigation the allegations
have been found to be completely groundless. An investigation report on the
. matter should be prepared for the Director, be appropriately clasgsified as

one would expect a thorough report to be, and an offer could be made to review
some or all of the hard facts with Aspin personally, or perhaps make them
available under secure conditions through our House oversight committee,
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Sty Tim O'Brien -Appr
Washington Post Siefl Writer
C'The. Gentral Intelligence
Agency hay sent Harper and
Row, Ine, a detalldd e¥itifue

of_a. hook, Ihmfummabmu to
releass,. saving. the.werk will
do a “disservice” to the Fight
apamsf nareoties,  1ratiie’ in
Southeast. Asia.

Th Ngvzmé@ﬂm&}mw
hguse, iowever, has decided to
gp ahead. \mmmmrmn of
“The.. POliflegm ol Hermkwin
Seuthasst--asiat. by.Alirad W,
1N . The firm informed the

CIA that “it is our sincere
apinion that Mr, McCoy's
scholarship remaing unshaken
and we do not see any reason
for wmaking changes in the
ipext.’

! oFhe.hook.da.highly. snitjesl

tof_the CIA's efforts o sup-

press oplum  production and
ssnegling In.Sougheast. Asla.
On July §, ClA Genersl

Counsel Lawrence B, Houston

wrole to Harper and Row, ask-
. ing “to see the text” of the

book., “In the light of the per-
nicious nature of the drug
traffic, allegatlions concerning

Involvement of the U.S. gov-

ernment therein or the particl-

pation of American  citizeng
should be made only if based
on hard evidence,” Houston
wrote, “ItJsouc.bellel thag no
reputable publmmq& house
would Wish {0 pibish shch, a)-
legations... without. . heing, as-
suced. that..the suppory evi-
© deneswag valid”
“This,. of course, in no way
affecta the xight of a publisher
O lougdecide. what to. poblishr I
“ pnd it difficolt to  bélEve,
however, that & mﬂmnuble
publisher would wish to be as-
sociated with an attack on our
government involving the vi-
vious international drug
teaffic without at least tr ymrf
o ascortaln the facts,” he
wroie,

Author MeCoy,. wbenbold
that Harper and Row.olanped
o, release galley proofs to ihe
CLA, protested. He areled
letter to B, Brook Thomas, the
tiew's vice president and gen<
eral counsel, that o
the wmanuseript, o the O
‘Iprior veview is. to..8858
{8ke i DSt Slenadoward
abq“dnning +hoe Birst.odmoend.
nm«u-gamtetﬂﬂn -ggainst-peior
mammbl

; cited “axtralegal ae-
tigm” taken By (e CLA isw‘\
styaet the baok's pubhcdtmns
e snld, Visilg Y Ine QL%.‘LGS

Happer and How, the tele
phone eally, and the letters

arg exiy ;dmral atiempts by the
Gmmm,lmmw and.intimidate
meegnd-ae-publisher.”

Thomas replied in a-July 18
‘%\% ;

App

e FordRelense P0G /2T u@IAiRDE’ZABGQmm )

very much to publish (the
book). But we want even more
to live up to the traditions and
responsibilities of a great pub-
lishing house as we see them.
{f we ars forced to make a
cholee between the two, there
can be no doubt what that

choice must be.”
Melay, under “strong pro-
test, apreed Lo BIVE IIE~CLA
an.advance copy. of his, Bodk.
He. did so, hie sald vesterday,
mmgragmatm TEAsuI,”
partly because of "the" Trm's
dmmon not_ to publiEi e
watk 3£ 1t were unol. [Ti§{"re-
viewed, by THE Crar =
Acknowledging recelpt of
the manuseript, CIA counsel
Houstonn wrote Harper and
Row on July 21:'“lt is not our
intention to ask you to make
changes in Mr. MeCoy's hook
even if we believe some of the
statements might be harmfu
to the government. It is pogsi-
ble that we might find som

interest of national seeurity, It
80, we will consult with you,
but we believe thiz is h!ghlv
unlikely Qur primary loterest
i3 In the validity of the evi-
dence with which Mr. McCoy|©
supports hig allegations.”

A CIa ngent hand-delivered
the agency’s formal eritique of
";Ziée book in a Yetter dated July

“Mr. McCoy supports his
theme by citing a Jarge num-
ber of allegations, assertions
and in’terpretations," the 11-
page criticism sald. “From an
examination. of these) it is
plain that Mr, McCoy has lim-

ited his citations to those sup-

porting his thesis, and he ap-
pears to have ignored availa-
ble information whiLh might
contradict it.”

“Mr. MeCoy'’s charges
galnst the ClA, hoth directly
nd by innuendo have been
repeated by editorial -writers
throughout the nation and

could create an accepted myth
hat the CIA has been in-
volved in the drug traffic, The
ruth is that CIA has never
heen

in fighting against it

MeCoy's book Is to do a dis/
serviee to this fight and to dis-
hearten the many sincere peo.
ple in CIA whe are at least as
concerned about this menare

*as Mr, McCoy.M

In lhls book, MeCoy argues
that “Amemcan diplomats and
secret agents have been in-
valved ln the nareotics tmtm
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involved In the drug!
ratfic and'is actively engaged’
we pe.
}lieve that - the effect of Mr.

complicity by allying with

ficking; abetting trafficking
by covering up for Southeast
Asian traffickers; and active
engagement “in the transport
of opium and heroin”
The CIA critique covered
several, although not all, of
the illustrations - used hy
MeCoy  to  substantiate his
three charges. For example,
MeCoy said that Alr America
--‘which 15 really & CIA
charter airline”--has been ac-
tively - Involved in the trans
port of opium produets out of
Laos, His sources, he said, in-
clude former Laotlan chief of
staff Quane Rattikone (hlm-
self a suspected drug smug-
gler), Laotian air force com-
mander Gen. Thao Ma, a
USAID officer in Laos, and
MeCoy's own interviews with
officials in Laotian villages.
B The CIA critique said: “We
believe the statement My,
Paul Velte, Managing Director
of Air America, made on 2

statement which is currentlyy Yune 1972 in response to these

and properly classifled in the{

allegations, labeling them asg
tulterly and absolutely false,
)(caxly expresses the company .
‘nd CIA views on this mat-

auch traffie,” !
oy sald yesterday that
', are over 200 pages of

the Golden 'I‘nangle
i-of all that, this is all

groups engaged in drug fraf-ik

with
um«nmx;mmmﬂ knuwledﬁe .
mi;

‘Elisabeth Jakab, the editor
handling the manuscupt said :

yesterday that “the industry -

has been very cautious on

|things like this ever since the

Clitford Irving story broke”

said the ik wiotd the puki-

Tishing firm  that 18 could”
Thrave.. heyvond  doubt” thﬂt*

MeCoys.... facts. . WELS. WIQE. |
chey just.dldn’t. da. i&;;ille
sereres.sald,

On . Friday,the.fism. wm&ﬁ '

the ClA.rssnending 1o gach of ' ‘
the . agepey’s. Ccriticlsms, the,
“bea.t service we can renﬂér
YREARIEGE, e CIA wnd-the
general..public. iz to. pulifish
the book as expeditiously as
rogsible,. and. that.is what We
ntend.-todetThe. bonk 18
s'cfhadulc-.‘d«m:,mleﬁ,sgmmswéug-
1%, . . .
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h C1A) could come up
with, They'te only criticizing
abouM & cent of my total
mformatw

ghout the CIA’s critique is
that the agency actually ad-
mitted that one of its own.
mercenary army commanders,
Laotian Gen, Chao La, was

drunning a heroin lab in north-

western.- Thailand,  although
the CIA said it destroyed hig™
laboratory in mid-1971, it had
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