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1. LOYMTNT OF - RESERVE OFFICERS AS AGENTS
g “ond 7a 1 I —

AN
~

THE DIRFOTOR OF CENTRAL INTWLLIGJNCT opened the
 meeting with the statement that he wished to add the following
%o the last sentenoe of paragraph 5 of the Enelosure to IAB 3/1
"except those employed by cIG" sinee-CIQ was presently em-
ploying Army and.Naval.Reserve officers as agents in a full time
capacity. ) ‘ ' ; |

© GFNERAL MebONALD_statedihe was inolined to believe

“that the provisions of IAB 3 were too restrictive. He said,
:for example, the Army Air Forees have'eontraets with institutions,
some of whose empioyees are Reserve.Officers, and pointed out
.that recently it was neeessary}fOr.such an employce to go. to
Furope in a civilian and overt oapaoity in performanoe of
duties assigned to him by"his eiVilian‘employer. Gencral
MoDonald-further,stated that he believed that instences of
this nature were 11kely to oeeuramany times.

ADMIRAL INGLIS stated that cases of the nature in-

- dicatcd by General MeDonald brought out thc fact, that the

-Intelligence Advigory Board should havc & coordinated policy -

on the employmcnt of" individuals as intelligcnee agents in an
overt capaclty since agreement had alrcady been rcaehcd that
CIG will have Jurisdietion and eognizanee over covert 1ntelli-
genee oolleotion, and uhilc he was not neccssarily championing
any partieular ground rules He did think therc should be a

\ common understanding as to whether or not ground . rules were

' necessary. He wcnt on to state that it it were necessary

ror such an individual to go overseas as’ an’ agent or a. de-»
partment or an institution other than CIG and was. Hot a part

- of CIG's organized operations, he felt that sueh aetion shouldo
: be eoordinated or at least information given to GIG as to tho
identlty of the individual. |

\'..
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' ADMIRAL INGLIS rurther stated that this was based

©on’ the assumption that such an individuai was acting in a

covert capacity., If the work of this individual were in

the overt field end- he were a Naval Reserve ofricer, Navy

‘iregulations required that he notiry the Burcau of Personnel
‘- Navy Depertment, prior to_his;departure, and further that

he "oheck ia" with the Navel Attache or Senior Naval Officer
in each country visited. Admirel Inglis noted that CIG's
position in this matter seemed to be quite logical and he
accepted it mithout ‘regervation. i

GENERAL McDONALD stated he aid not bcliave that the

:Army had any like requirements as outlincd by Admiral

Inglis, but Army Rcecrve officers often volunteered to pick
up any inrormetion they could in their travels abroad.

ADMIRAL INGLIS noted that,some emberrassment night
be. cauSed“if a Reserve offioeriwere "caught," since he

could not ‘divorce his identity with the services unless he

- had previously resigned his commission. Howavcr, it might

concaivably be thet the Job he ‘was performing was so im-
portant that he would resign his commission in order to takc
over a particuler task. , ,

‘: GENERAL CHAMBERLIN asked 1r the problem presented in
'IAB 5 wes purely from 8 covert vieWpoint.

ADMIRAL INGLIS replied that the problem was ccntared

on thc ‘covert. Presumably whcn a naval Reserve ofriccr
”acted as en overt representativc of the State Department for

"?,fg ekample, the Navy wes ordinarily kept informed

GENERAL CHAMBFRLIN stated that he. doubted the ed-~

| 2visebility .of ‘the conclusions or paragraph 5 a of IAB 3
o since he believed that this paragraph stifled liberty or
fiaction.. He went on to sey he thought in covert intelligance

the Central Intelligence Group should be able to hire the

vbest man suitsble for the Job whether he was military or
"navel Reserve, and. further thet he did not. think ‘that the
" IsB should plsce any barriers;thet might be:restrictive.

'IAB 1ath Meeting =~ -58-
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ADMIRAL INGLIS stated that he did not think that
‘~covert methods should as a general rule be used ir the
':same objectives could be accomplished by using overt

Av:methods. He noted that targets given covert personnel

‘.;were those that oould not be gained by overt. méens, and
' further that they were not hired because they wers naval

Reserve officers but rather on their 9bility to do the Job,

GENERAL CHAMBERLI* stated thet in his: opinion
' there should be very little, if any, restrietions imposed
on operations in ‘the covert field. '

ADMIRAL INGLIS stated that hc was not qulte in
agreement that‘covert 0perations should have no restrictions
.‘and'reiterated‘that if 'a’ Reserve officer of the Army, Navy
or Air Forces were~caught 1t would surely.cause-unravoruble
publicity and cmbarrassment to his service.

After further discussion where it was brought out
by the Director that CIG had exclusive organizational Juris-~
diction over operations in the clandestine rield and that
_there could be no obdection to thc member IAB agencies
' employing casual agents . ' L _

e THD INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD.

';Approved thc conclusions in IAB 3 with theV'
, following exceptionS’ '
' :Paragraph 5 a to be omitted. .

-_3Paragraph 5 b to be rewritten as rollows~

gf"Members in the Reserve of one military

¥l i

‘ ;lservice shall ordinarily not be employed

'v",-v._'as agénts by. and’ then only after in.
‘Rt[,forming, the other service." t=”
'fParagraphs ¢ and d to remain as written.

~
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- ACTION BY: THE INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD

‘;aiRH+t; "_‘3 »; THF DIRECTOR stated the purpose of GIG 24 and CIG 24/1
PN 'l. was to formalize prooehure on matters submitted to the
‘ f-Netional Intelligence Authority. He . said he did not
‘ybelieve that the Director of Central Intelligenoe as a
lemember of the National Intelligenoe Authority eould
}v;laﬂoorreotly mske the Intelligenoe Advisory Board whioh
';;was oreated solely for the purpose or advising the .
~‘Direetor or Gentral Intellisenoe, privy to all matters
ci';,xpresented to the National Intelligence Authority.; He‘ |

ﬁ”‘fnoted that in the last twolmonths he had reoeived oalls ;

‘”from Admiral Leahy and Secretary Fbrreetal on- matters.'
'S:“lthat did not concern the ceordination of intelligence‘
; wﬁf*He further etated that up until the last N I. A meeting -

: there had been no. agenda published._ waever, prior to

, that meeting Secretary Forrestal requested thet an egenda

| 1“jbe published. an agenda\waa,pnepared and ciroulteednto
"jtmheamemher IAB“agencies._
 MR. EDDY etated that the State Department was
'wholly in agreement with CIG 24/1 with the exoeption of
:two changes, one of which was . substantive and the other
‘Jone of - clarification, the substantive chenge being that
on mattersiinvolving'the request;for.personnel or racilities
by CIGjtofthe'member agenoiesvthetfsuch requests should be
’ _supmitted‘toithe IAB in writing prior to submission to.the
wIa. o R
| ‘Invthis conneetion'Mr.fEddy~noted that the
Presidentis-letter of 22 January11946'stated in part that
‘full use shall be made by the Direotor of Central Intelli-
'.gence of the staff and facilities of the member IAB agencies,
| THE DIRECTOR read paragraphs 3 8, ¥ and [ of ‘the

ol above~ment10ned letter.: Lol
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'Upon beins asked by the Director ADMIRAL INGLIS
'replied that: he wsnt along with the change recommended by
M. Eddy, and further that be hed a number of other ex-
ceptions as to the whole philosophy of CIG's position as
set forth in the discussion of CIG 24/1.‘ He said he took
.particular exceptien to the item in paragraph 1 of the ,
recommendations in CIG 24/1, whicb stated. "The Direoctor
of Central Intellisence shall be the Sole judge of the ad-
"visability of referring:any proposedyreoommenda;ion to a
special studies group or for otherwise delaying the sub-
missien of the Dasommendetiem 49 tke Netional Imtsliigence
Authority."

'THE DIRFCTOR stated that he believed that item was

a result of the delays in receiving recommendations from
" ad hoc‘committees appointed b& the Intelligence Advisory
Board. . , | . ,

ADMIRAL INGLIS gtated he also took exception to
that part of CIG 24/l which reqaired the IAB to submit any
desired statenent of non;concurrence in one week,
| | THE DIRECTOR stated that he was. often limited in
;fiime in the preparation ofvreplies to other agercies and

cited:for an<example the urgenthrequest of the Atomic
Energy .Commission for comments’of‘the National'Intelligence
Authority on the proposed. intelligence organization within
| the Atomic Energy Commission.
ADMIRAL INGLIS noted thet in reality any paper -
: sent to the Intelligence Advisory Board for. consideration
could not be answered by "yes" or "no L .
| o GENERAL McDONALD stated it was his opinion that by
: allowing 8 week and in soms cases less for consideration of
- a paper the work was being takan out of the hands of the
_ intelligence starrs and was beihg performed by the members
" of the 1B, | |
o THE DIRECTOR stated ‘he agreed with General McDonald'
: but he still felt there should be some time limitation set
‘,on papers. circulated to the IAB for comment.

ii, !éﬁeléﬁp Mceting I flf.
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ADMIRAL INGLIS stated that in cases where urgency
was of the essence, 1f a statement to that effeot were
indicated he would’do all in his power to return his com-
ments in the time allotted. Admiral Inglié went on to
state that Secretary Forrestal had told him that he ex-
'pected the TAB to thresh out and reconcile their differences
on papers before they were'submitted to fhe N,I.A.,, and
further that Mr. Forrestal’did not like the recent procedure
of submitting recommendations to the N.I.A. without heving
such recomﬁsndations disoussed by the intelligence chiefs
of that Authority. Admiral Inglis seid, however, he recog-
nized that the Direcstor of Central Intelligénce had en-
countered from time to time inordinatc dslays in IAB
handling of pepers and hc sympethized with the desire to
reduce such delays. '

_ ADMIRAL INGLIS also stated thet it was his opinion
that parsgraph 3 of N.I.A. Directive No. 1 did not restrict
the maﬁters which are.referred to the IAB to matters
related to coordinétion} Admiral Inzlis said he was also
nbt in agreement with paragraph 4 of the discussion in

CIG 24/1, which rcad: "Reccommendations rcquested of the
Director of Ccntral Intelligence by the Nationel Infelligence
Authdrity'are not éonsidered és falling into the pattern
provided in N,I.A. Direoctive No. 1, parasgraph 3, nor is it
considered that it was the intent of the President or of
the National Intelligence Authority that all reports,
papers, and statements prepared by the Director of

Ccntral Inteclligence for presentation to the National
Intelligence Authority be first submitted to the
Intelligencc Advisory Board for advisory opinion'" since

a great deal depended upon the subject matter presented

to the N.I.A.

IAB l4th Mceting - -




B ¢ they 23 desired

—SECRET—

IAB 14th Meeting

| THE DIRECTOR stated .that he agreed with Admiral
Inélis and suggested that_the nord "all" precede the word
"recommendations"’in the beginning oftthe above-quoted _
paragraph. | ' ' B

ADMIRAL INGLIS stated since the Direotor of Central
Intelligence was a non-voting ‘member of the National
Intelligenoe Authority, it was his opinion that this faot
'gave a dirrerent implioation 'to the: statement contained in
- CIG 24/1 that-"The Direotor or Central Intelligence as a
| member of the National Intelligence Authority can not
correotly maka the Intelligence Advigory Board which was
. created solely for the purpose of . advising him, privy to
all matters before the National Intelligence Authority."

He went omr to stete that he certainly assumed from the
raasoning.behind the_organization of the Intelligence
Advisory Board'that that Board. should be priry to
practically all matters going to the National Intclligence
' Authority.

THE DIRECTOR stated he agreed with the viewpoint of
| :.Admiral Inglis thet praotlcally all matters presented to the
Netional lntelligence'Authority should hove'had prior dis-
cussion by the lntelligence Advisory Board. He noted,
however, that it would.be'difficult to definewin advance
those matters which should go to the National Intelligence
Authority without previous IAB.discussion.“

ADMIRAL INGLIS'stated with reference to the prepar-
ation and circulation of formalized agenda for NIA meetings |
that it was Mr. Forréstal's desire-that agenda should be
‘prepared by the Seoretary, N I A., end items thereon dis-
cussed by the IAB prior uo their dlscussion by the N.I. A,

_ MR. EDDY noted that even if formalized agends for
N.I,Ag-meetings were_prapared_that the Intelligence
'Advisory Board could. not expect that the N.I. A{‘nould not

discuss other matters than those appearing on the agenda,

fBaldth-Meetin"_
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ADMIRAL INGLIS steted that it was not the intent

| that the National Intelligence Authority "could not dis~
‘~ouss any matter they saw ﬂit. waever, he wgs advoocating
that the Intelligence Advfeory Board use the same prbcedure
‘as_used by the Joint Chiere of Staff, i.e., that all
matters be thorouéhly discussed and differences reconciled
on the working levei prior to submissiqn to a higher
authority. _

GENERAL CHAMBFRLIN stated‘ﬁheﬁ he was in agreement
with Admiral Inglis that there should bo an agends prepared
for N.I.A., meetings, and rurther if the N.I.A. chooses to
brihg up items other than those appearing on the agenda
that Was,-of coﬁrse, their prercgative.

ADMIRAL iNGLIS stated that‘it was his opinion that
the provisions of the laet three sentences under the dig~
ocussion in CIG 24/1 wére_unsound, and further that neither‘the
Director of Central Intelligence nor any other lone member
- of the Intelligence‘Advisory Board could nullifyfthe-def
sires of all other members‘in sending any paper to the
;National Intelligence Authority. He pointed out that he
did not believe it was praoticable to require ‘the head of
Vonc of the intelligence agenoies t6 so through his secre-
tary in order to get a paper to the National Intelligence
Authority, and furtier thaf»suoh.a pfactioe wae.not fair
to the members ofhthe*ﬁQI.A., not to have the advice of
the Intelligencé Advisory Board.] He 8lso sald 1t was hie
opinion that the logical and practical way to submit papers
to the N,I.A. was through the TAB with the reoommendations,
if any, of the members of the IAB appended to such papers
in the event agreement oould not be reached, Admiral
Inglis went on to say thet this procedure was followed by
the Joint.Chiefs of Sfatf and any"other way seemed'irregular
to him. h

IAB l4th Meeting _ -9-
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MR. EDGAR stated that the N,I.A. and the IAB
were not compereble to tné JCS end JIC., The JCS has‘a
committee where the N,IL.A. has'p.Directqr of Central
Intelligence whq is an individual responsible for certain
activities and the IAB_ié‘merely advisory to him.
| ADMIRAL INGLIS stgted that he did not agree that
the IAB was merely adviso%y to the Direotor of Central
Intelligence and further it was not intended in the
philosophy that establishéd the IAB. , .

MR. EDGAR said that the title of the IAB indiceted
that it was in faot an advisory body, |

ADMIRAL INGLIS stated thet he d1d not belisve this
was the concept. Ho said the IAB, in addition to being an
advisory boéy, is also'én implementing Bady, end further
the IAB is a'liaison chénnel'ﬁetween the Difectpr of
‘ Centrael Intelligence and the member sgencies. It also
permits the headsof the intelligenoce servioés themselveg
to implement and take special personel interest in thé
work of the CIG. He pointed out thet the IAB was intended
to make the heads of intelligence services share the Te-
sponaibility.of the success of CIG and in sharing this
responsibility the members of the IAB nmust have & certain
amount of authority. ‘ ‘

MR. EDﬁY stated it appeered to him that to send e
paper to the N.I.A. without the concurrencc of the
Director of Central Intelligencec and the majority of the
members of the IAB would be expecting a lot of the N.I.A.

ADMIRAL INGLIS thought that any member of the IAB
who filed a pépei'should get the concurrence of not less
than one other member. waevef, if it was desired to
adjust this to a majority, that wes a compromise, and that

he did not feel too strongly one way or the other.

IAB 1l4th Meeting - 10 =
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GENERAL CHAMBERLIN stated that he thought the IAB

"'might approeoh the overall queetion better 1r CIG 24 and
i;CIG 24/1 were withdrawn and a oomplete new paper. prepared.

.He went on to etete that he obJeoted to CIG 24/1 somewhat

along the 1ines of Admiral Inglis. He said henegreed

- perfectly with Admirel Inglis that the IAB was a little

more then'enfadvisory:body'end furtner that the‘idea that
the. IAB hed‘euthority-to‘comnit ‘their own-depertments to
action could be justified. He went on to state that the .

‘sucocess of intelligence in the government is dependent

entirely on cooperation. 'He said that the above .was &

general'summary,of'his.feeling.“ However,'he had other

‘objections in detail and believed that time'could be saved

by app01nting an ad hoo oommittee to redraft a new peper.
MR. EDDY steted that he would egree to the

appointment of en'ed hoe ‘committee to redraft'a new paper.

‘waever, he believed tbat e close examination of the recom-

mendations contﬂined in’ CIG 24/1 1eft nothing to be

4desired, and further. thet he hoped" that the ad hoc com--

mittee, if- eppointed, could start with these recommendations

. and see how" they could be amended - He went~on to ey he

3did-not find muoh in the recommendatione which would not

be eceeptnble to him.._~: L _ '
' GENERAL McDONALD, upon being asked by the Director,

S agreed to the eppointment of" th6 ed hOC committee mentioned

l.-t'

ADMIRALIINGLIS esked Mr Eddy wnbther the ed hoc

lcommittee 1n dremins up a new peper ehould restriot iteelf
’FQf;%to the recOmmendations contained in CIG 24/1. |

MR EDDY replied that he hoped that they‘would oon-

o Sider the recommendations end that in the mein tbeee recom- 3

C mendations could form e baeis for the new paper.

| 1AB 14th Meeting = - 1l =
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_ 'After some discussion where 1t was noted by -
. Admirel Inglis that he 61t that the IAB should have_
' a steff as did the JIC, ‘

' | THE INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD -
Agreed to appoint an ad hoo committee to

submit a new paper’on the subject of action

by_thehIntelligenoe:Advieorf_Board_on
,mettefs_sabmitted to the National Intelligence
| Authority,‘the committee-to consist of-Mr. (

Ewgar, Mr. Armstrong, Lt. Col, Treacy, ‘ f

Capt. Davis and Col. Mussett..

ol 3. AMENDMENT OF T E~DEFINITION OF STRATEGIC
AND NATIONAL POL INTALLTGENCE '

[®,

THE DIRECTOR stated that the phrase "strategio
and national policy intelligence" hed its origin in a
memorandum from General Donoven to the President dated
18 November 1944. Therein Géneral‘Donovan'distinguished
- between inteiligence.pertaining,primarily'to departmental
aetion‘endJinteliigenceﬂmaterial_required by the Fxecutive
k Branch in planning and carrying out the nationel policy

and strategy. General;DonovanAwentnon to say in this

;i memorandum thﬂt‘while'recognizing that production of the

{

rormer must remain decentralized he contended ror cen~-
tralization with' respeet to the latter._ He proposed as
one of the funotions of the eentrel irtelligenoe agenoy
the "rinal evaluation, synthesis, ond. dissemination within
the government of intelligence required to enable the

"', gevernment to determine polieies with respect to national

planning and seourity in pecce end war and the advanoement
of broad national poliey," The Direotor went on to- say
that in a oounter proposel prepered by the. JIS the above
passage Was revised and stated that
B . ' "Aocomplish the synthesis of depart-

’mental intelligence relsting to the = o

national aeourity and the appropriate

' strategic and n%olicy intelligonce.™

IAB 14th Meoting = - 12 -
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This counter propoéal wes:in turn oarried over into the
President's letfer of 22 #anuary 1946 with the substitution
of "correlation and evaludtion" for "synthesis" end the .
deletion of "departmentale" Thc Director seid that Admiral
Souers sttributed the first change to the mere prererenoe
of Latin.to Greek. The sepond was intended to deemphasize
the ides of dependence on erartmental agencies. A new
sentence was added to require their ful; (but not exclugive)
use. The Director said the JIS draft, which served even-
- tually as the basis of the President's letter, was based
on the folloﬁins conoepts:

2. That each department would continue to

produce the intelligence required to meet

its own operoting negeds (i.c. pertaining

primerily to departmental action).

b. That such intelligence was inadequate

as & basls for netional stretegy and pelicy

(1.¢. for decisions tronscending the re-

sponsibilities of eny partioulor department).

. That a central agenoy free of departmentel

bias wes rcquired to pro#ide, through

evaluntion and ebnthesis, the intelligence

required #s & basis for such decisione.

THE DIRECTOR said that from tho boginning
strategioc and national policy ‘'intelligence was conceived
to be one thing, not two. Strategic wcs used in view of
the emphasis upon reletion to nationol seourity and
_-because it was antioipatcd thnt the central orgenization,

would eupersede the JIQ in the realm of overall national
strategy. .National~po;;cy wagused te broaden the im-
blicatiene of stretegié to eiclude, on the one hnnd, such
"matters of operationel gtrategy as purely militupy.alaas

for the seizure of Okinawa, and to ‘include on the other
) )
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‘consideratiohs:of a policy nature. - The phrese,,as a whole,

was,intehded-to'desdribe'thatepoliticoemiliterylereaﬂor

oondern to the State, War and Navy'Departments trahsoending

. the exolusive competcnee of any of them.

" MR, EDDY stated thet he. prercrred the originnl de=-

' finition as - approved by ‘the N, I A.

GENERAL McDOhALD stated that he believed thaet the

“oounter proposel submitted by the Navy on the definition in
;question was on the right traok end that he had a. proposal

to go along with.it, -Generel MoDonald said'he thought the

‘last sentence of the Navy derinition might be modified to

‘read as follows'

"It is-pdlitida1-000n0m10~military“
in scope including such strategic defa,
as is necessary, of:comipn oonoern.at
least to one militery and one non-military
agency."

ADMIRAL INGLIS steted- thet he thought operational

~intclligence had to be reserved to the mllltarv if it was

mi¢itary, and if diplomatic to the State Department.

MR. EDGAR stcted thet he’thought the definition
of staff_intelligonce clearly indicated that anything thot
would be called.pperationel wodld come under etaff intelli~
gence‘rether than under national intelligenco.

CAPTAIN DAVIS scid he questioned Mr. Fdgar's
remerk. ‘He'said 1t hed been‘mentioned a8 number of times

in discussions ot othor IAB meetings thet CIG had no juris-

N diotion over operational intclligence. He went on to say

b',thet CIG no doubt did some- operational intclligence but it

was nceessary for the military to keep control over their

own operntionol intelligence.e-He seid thef"nowhere did he
find in writing or in the 1aws drafted in relation to CIG.
; thqt exoeption, and 1t seemed to him thet such should be

ut in writing.

IAB1OTH Medting < - 14 -
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| ADMIRAL INGLIS stated 1r 11; oould be worked in

'somewhere "that intelligence which is necessary for their
’operations" and if there oould be an understanding thet

1strategic;and nationel polioylintelligenoe "must'transcend

the exclusive competense of both War and Navy Departments

| or any other Department’theréafter that may arise-from

“unification," then: he was egreeable to the derinition of.

strategio and national polioy intelligence as written.
Admirel Inglis went on to say that ‘he thought this metter
ocould be settledvby‘writing/into_the minutes or having a

memorendum prepared that'the nmeaning of the definition was

justified by implication since it inocluded the words
"political-economic;military,"4end further that it must

transcend the exclnsive competence of any one department

or of the Army and Navy Departments together,
o MR. EDDY asked whether the IAB could be sure that

_the‘iCS were not going to call on CIG for basic intelligence

related_to'militefy and nsval problems., He noted that the
lIG already‘goes out'of the chain of command for required
intelligence information.

ADMIRAL INGLIS replied that it would be hard to
glve e "yes" or "ot answer.

MR, FDDY stated that although the IAB did not know

\

‘the final form of the JIC, he had no objections to the
' above proposal of Admiral Inglis._'

MR. EDGAR suggested that the TAB accept Admiral

Inglis' proposal until suoh time as the JIC!'s ruture was

: determined and then, ir neoessary, again raise the question

’of the derinition of strategio and national polioy intelli-

'

Arter some discussion, THE INTFLLIGENCF ADVISORY

Agreed to Mr. Edger‘s proposal.
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4,  ATOMIC ENERGY INTFLLIGENCE ,
e National ITntelligence
Authority from U.S. Atomio Energy Commission,
subjeot Atomic Energy Intelligence, dated -
July 7, 1947, ./This memorendum was circulated
to the individual members of the Intelligence
‘Advisory Board unnhnherqgr

Atter & full discuasion, THE mmucmcm ADVISORY
BOARD ' :

' Agreed that the Direotor of the proposed intelli-

gence organlzation within the Atomic Energy

Commission beoome a penmanent member of the

Intelligenoe Advisory Board, provided that such
Direotor in becoming a permanent member would
be subject to the provisions of the National
Intelligepce Authority.

- 5. TRANSFER OF NAVY JISPB g%*.rgsonm TO THE
TENTRAYL, INTELLICENCE GROUP

After a brief discussion the Director'agreed to

the transfer to the Central Intelligence Group of the

Navy Department's JISPB personnel as of 1 July 1947 pro-

vided the JIC and the Joint Chiefs of Staff approved the

transfer of the JANIS program to-tho Central Intelligence

Group as previously recommended.
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6. CIG RBPRESFNTATION ON U, S. GOVERNMFNT MISSIONS
AEﬁOAﬁ (1ZB 4)

THE INTFLLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD

Agresd to defer actlon on this paper until its
\ _ '

next meeting.

Voo




