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16th TAB Meeting o COPY NO.,_2@

INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD

Minutes of Meeting held in\Room 7117
— North Interior Bulldlng

on Thurgdgy, 1l September 1947 at 2:00 P, M.

Rear Admirel R, H. Hillenkoetter, Dirsctor
of Central Intelligence, in the Chelr

MEMBERS PRESENT

Mr, William A, Eddy, Special Assistant to the
Secretary of State for Research and Intelll-
genoe

Rear Admiral Thomes B. Inglis, Chief of Naval
Intelligence

Meajor General George C. McDonald Assistant
Chief of 4Lir Staff-2

Rear 'Admirel John E. Gingrich, Dircotor of
Intelligence and Security, Atomic Energy
Commission -

Brig, Gencral Walter E., Todd, Deputy Direotor
of Intellligence, WDGS _

ALSO PRESENT

Mr, Donald Edgar, Central Intelligenoe Group
Colonel Merritt B, Booth, Department of State
Oap‘bain R.. K. DEVis, U&\I :

Colonsl E. P. Mussett, AAELZ

Colonel G. C. Nye, AAF—Z

Lt. Colonel Edgar J. Treaoy, WDGS

Capt Patrick Henry, USN
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1. ACTION BY THE INTELLIGENCE ADVIoORY BOARD o
MATTERS SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL IN
GENCE AUTHORITY
W

ADMIRAL HILLENKOETTER stated that”the ad hoc committee

- appointed to prepare recommendations on the subject paper to the

Intelligence Advisory Board was in agreement with the recommenda-

.ftions contained 1n the enclosure to CIG 24/2 with the exception
: that the member rrom the Intelligenoe Division, WDGS, and the
‘member from the Office of the Assistant Chief or Air Staff-2 4did
Nnot conour in the inclusion of paragraph 4 in. the enclosure to

- cI6 24/2.

ADMIRAL INGLIS stated that he wished, to rccommcnd that

H*ip:the fourth sentence of paragraph 1 be amended to read as follows:

"If the IAB proposes to refer any such recommen—
dation to a speocial study group or otherwise to
delay the. presentation of the recommendation to

. the NIA {NSC), but the Director of Central
Intelligenoce oconsiders such delay inadviseble,
the IAB members shall have seven working days,

- after receipt of the views of the Director of
Central Intelligence regarding such deley, for
‘the submission of any desired statement of non-
concurrence, the basis of which will accompany
the recommendation to the NIA (NsC)."

MR. EDDY stated he wished to recommend the insertion of
the following sentence between the second and third sentences of
paragraph 1:

"Sybstance of the statement of the non-concurrence
shall accompany the statement to the NIA (NSC)."

GENERAL McDONALD noted thet it seemed advisable to him

to delete paragraph 4, since the contents of that peragraph pre-

' sented a speclal problem in itself, -

After some discussion the INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD
approved the enclosurc to CIG 24/2 with the following exceptions:

o

. That peragraph 4 thereof be deleted..
b, That the chenges recommended by Mr.. Eddy and
Admirel Inglis, as indicated above, be adopted

25- COOEDINATION OF INTELLIGENCE PRODUCTION
: _ZTAE I, TAR. 171 and IAB 1/2)

‘THE DIREGTOR requested comments on the reoommendations

i"contained in IAB 1/2..
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ADMIRAL"'INGLIS 'stated that the Chief of Nevel Operations
felt that in view of the National Seourity Act of 1947, whioch es-
tablished naval aviation as an~integral part of the Navy, the
position of the Navy should be made clear in all papers which
. dealt with thedjurisdiction,‘cognizance, or responsibility on the
subjeot of naval aviation,- The Navv had, in_cooperetion with the
Intelligenoe Division, Army AMr Fbrces,»an agency called the Air
_Intelligenoe Division whioch has been serving both the Army and
Navy and Army Air Forces under: instructions from the Joint Chiefs
"or Staff. The Navvaanted_nothins to ocour Which.would interfere
:in any way'with the present effective operetion of the Air In-

”itelligence Division, and further that unless paragraph 4 of the

‘ ';fproposed NIA Directive on ‘the - coordination of intelligence pro-

duotion wasg changed as recommended in. IAB 1/2, ‘some day after the
_fpresent incumbents were gone, controversy might arise as to the
vfiinterests of the Navy in air intelligence and, therefore, a ohange
in the wording of this paragraph as. reoommended by the Navy was
not only advisable and desirable, but necessery to recognize the
"interest of the Navy in air intelligence. :
GENERAL McDONALD stated that on the subjeot of the

Strategic Vulnerebility Brench which is in exlsténce - this
Branch was suthorized by the Joint Chiefs of Staff to function
_within the fremework of A-2, However, the National Security Act
- of 1947 does define to some generel extent ereas of resnonsi—
bility for the ground, sea and air forces. He had coordinated
with the Air Staff the proposed change recommended by the Navy
on the subject'paper,'and as a result the Air Forces recommended
that paragraph 4 remein as written,

| GENERAL TODD stated that GENERAL CHLMBERLIN thought that
the subjectvpaper'was not the paper in which to try to define
fields of dominant interest, sinoe,gif it was attempted to define
one field, an attempt should be‘mede to define,. for example,
militery intelligenoe, GENERAL CHAMBERLIN felt that there should
follow in e'subsequent paper, defined in greater detail, fields
 of dominent interest,; However, he felt that the fields of dominent
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interests es. outlined in the subjeot paper were generally satis-
faotory. GENFRAL CHAMBERLIN felt that he did not believe dominnnt
interest'oould be shared, since each of the member IAB agencies
certainly hed a great deal of interest in the other fields.

" ADMIRAL INGLIS stated thet he agreed with GENFRAL
CHAMBERLIN's thoughts and was willing to make'some alteration in
the wording of his recommended chengs to the proposed directive
in question, ¥For exemple, the Navy and Army Alr Forces to'share
air intelligence cach to their respective needs,

| COLONTL MUSSETT stated that he thoughﬁ this wes taken
into account in the definition of steff 1lntelligence. He said
that A-2 reco’nized that eocch Department musf produce all intelli-
gence that was necessary to its own needs.

 4DMIR.L INGLIS steted that he did not quite agree with
the A-2 viewpoint, since the Navy's need for air intelligence went
beyond the question of staff intelligence. He seid thet naval
alr intelligence goes into the field of impact of fereign avia~
"tion on naval operations, not necessarily air operations; but the
neval surfece, submarines, amphibious, trensports, logistics,
and supply, and for that reason the Navy felt thet it did have an
interest in air intelligence which they believed had to be recog-
nized. |

After further discussion, the INTELLIGENCE »DVISORY

BOARD agreed to forward the proposed directive on the coordina-
tion of intelligence production to the NI., together with the
non-~concurrence of the Navy member and the_comments‘of the Alr
member. (Note; The non-conocurrence.of the Navy member and the
comments of the Air-member_are to be submitted to the Secretary,
" . NIA, within seven working deys after date of this meeting.)

3, REORGANIZATION OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCF. GROUP

" THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE stated he was

~withdrawing the_memofandum'to the individual members of the

INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD, deted 15 Augst 1947, subjeot -

'-5]. "Reorganization of -the Central Intelligenoe Group", &nd. would sub-

“mit new. recommendations on this ‘subject,
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4, TRANSFER OF THE JANIS PROGRAM TO CIG

ADMIRAL INGLIS asked the status of the proposed transfer
of the JANIS program to the Central Intelligenocs G;oup.

THE DIRECTOR replied that CIG had received s request
from thé Joint Chiefs of Staff to assuﬁe responsibllity for this
program and thet necesasary action was being token to effect the
transfer of functions end personnel of this activity to the Central
Intelligence Group,

,5. OVERALL POLICIES AND“OBJECTIVES FOR THEICOORDINATION

B e
TCi6 83)

ADMIRAL INGLIS asked the stetus of CIG 22.

MR, EDG/R replied that further consideration of this
peper was being held pending approval of the proposcd directive on
the coordination of intelligence production.

6., EXPLOIT;LTION OF ENEMY DOCUMENT REPOSITORII'S
IG 21 and CIG gl/1

ADMIRAL INGLIS asked what hed been decided by the DIRECTOR
OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE on the recommendations contained in the
enclosure to CIG 21/1.

THE DIRECTOR replied that there wes some question as to
his suthority to expcnd the sum of approximatcly $82,950 to carry
out the recommendations contained in the enclosure to CIG 21/1.

AHfter some discusslon, THE DIRECTOR agreed to request
~ formel approval from the NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE ,UTHORITY that
authority be granted to the Director of Central Intelligence to
cxpend approximately $82,950 of funds allotted to CIG to carry

out the recommendations contained in enclosurs to GIG 21/1.

L
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