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C
IA

's C
am

pus R
ecruitm

ent: Secrets F
rom

 W
hom

? 

M
orton H

. H
alperin 

Li 

W
h
en

 th
e S

en
ate In

tellig
en

ce C
o
m

-
m

ittee h
ead

ed
 b

y
 F

ran
k
 C

h
u
rch

 (D
-

Idaho) com
pleted its 1976 review

 of cur-
ren

t C
IA

 activ
ities o

n
 u

n
iv

ersity
 cam

-
p
u
ses, it w

an
ted

 to
 rep

o
rt th

e sim
p
le 

fact th
at th

e C
IA

 h
ad

 co
v
ert relatio

n
s 

w
ith

 u
n
iv

ersity
 p

ro
fesso

rs an
d
 ad

m
in

-
istrato

rs to
 assist th

e ag
en

cy
 in

 th
e re-

cru
itm

en
t o

f fo
reig

n
 stu

d
en

ts stu
d
y
in

g
 

at their universities. 
T

he C
IA

 refused to perm
it that Infor-

m
atio

n
 to

 b
e m

ad
e p

u
b
lic, claim

in
g
 

that to do so w
ould jeopardize national 

secu
rity

. T
h
e co

m
m

ittee, an
x
io

u
s to

 
c
o
m

p
le

te
 its w

o
rk

, g
a
v
e
 in

 to
 th

e
 

ag
en

cy
. T

h
e co

m
m

ittee's fin
al rep

o
rt 

stated that som
e university officials as-

sisted the C
IA

 by, am
ong other things, 

m
ak

in
g
 "in

tro
d
u
ctio

n
s fo

r in
tellig

en
ce 

purposes." T
he com

m
ittee put the sen-

ten
ce in

 italics, n
o
tin

g
 th

at it g
av

e less 
th

an
 a co

m
p
lete d

escrip
tio

n
 o

f w
h
at 

the com
m

ittee w
as concerned about. 

T
here the com

m
ittee stood until H

ar-
v
ard

 U
n
iv

ersity
 issu

ed
 g

u
id

elin
es th

at 
prohibited university officials from

 en-
g
ag

in
g
 in

 secret recru
itm

en
t an

d
 stu

-
d
en

ts at th
e U

n
iv

ersity
 o

f C
alifo

rn
ia 

sought the files of the C
IA

's relation to 
th

e u
n
iv

ersity
 u

n
d
er th

e F
reed

o
m

 o
f 

Inform
ation A

ct. In both cases the C
IA

 
sought to stonew

alL
 

W
h
en

 H
arv

ard
 sen

t a co
p
y
 o

f its 
g
u
id

elin
es to

 th
e C

IA
, D

irecto
r S

tan
-

field T
urner w

rote back expressing op-
position to another section of the guide-
lin

es d
ealin

g
 w

ith
 co

n
su

ltin
g
 arran

g
e-

m
en

ts fo
r research

 p
u
rp

o
ses. O

n
 th

e 
question of recruitm

ent, he w
rote only 

that the C
IA

 conducts all of its staff re-
cruitm

ent openly. 
It took H

arvard a year of negotiation 
to

 g
et T

u
rn

er to
 ad

m
it th

at th
ere w

as 

T
he w

riter is d
irecto

r of the C
enter 

for N
ational Security Studies and of the 

A
C

L
U

 P
roject on N

ational S
ecurity. 

an
 issu

e o
f secret recru

itm
en

t. T
u
rn

er 
w

o
u
ld

 n
o
t co

n
firm

 d
irectly

 th
at th

e 
C

IA
 w

as conducting secret recruitm
ent 

o
n
 th

e H
arv

ard
 cam

p
u
s o

r th
at it h

ad
 

ev
er d

o
n
e so

. H
e d

id
, h

o
w

ev
er, state 

that the C
IA

 w
ould'not give assurances 

th
at it w

as ab
id

in
g
 b

y
 th

e H
arv

ard
 

ru
les, w

h
ich

 req
u
ire recru

iters to
 p

u
b
-

licly identify them
selves and to secure 

the perm
ission of the individual before 

giving his nam
e to the C

IA
. T

he C
IA

, he 
w

ro
te, w

o
u
ld

 co
n
tin

u
e to

 feel tree to
 

approach H
arvard faculty m

em
bers to 

ask
 th

em
 to

 b
eco

m
e secret recru

iters 
an

d
 to

 en
g
ag

e in
 co

v
ert o

p
eratio

n
s 

abroad, another activity prohibited by 
the H

arvard guidelines. 
In the case of the U

niversity of C
ali-

fornia, the agency began by refusing to 
co

n
firm

 o
r d

en
y
 th

e ex
isten

ce o
f an

y
 

docum
ents relating to covert relations 

b
etw

een
 m

em
b
ers o

f th
e facu

lty
 an

d
 

th
e C

IA
. T

h
e ag

en
cy

 m
ain

tain
ed

 th
at 

position through the F
reedom

 of Infor-
m

atio
n
 A

ct ap
p
eals p

ro
cess an

d
 in

 its 
response to a law

suit filed by the A
C

L
U

 
P

roject on N
ational S

ecurity on behalf 
of the students (G

ardeis v. C
IA

). 
P

roject counsel Jack N
ovik dem

and-
ed that the agency file an affidavit ex-
plaining w

hy it cannot confirm
 or deny 

the existence of files revealing covert 
connections betw

een the U
niversity of 

C
alifornia and the C

IA
. In response, the 

C
IA

 filed an affidavit in w
hich it finally 

ad
m

itted
 th

at it h
as co

v
ert relatio

n
s 

w
ith

 facu
lty

 m
em

b
ers, w

h
o
 assist th

e 
agency in foreign intelligence activity. 

T
u
rn

er, in
 a sp

eech
 b

efo
re th

e an
-

nual m
eeting of the A

m
erican A

ssocia-
tion of U

niversity P
rofessors (A

A
U

P
), 

m
ade it clear that the ongoing program

 
related

 to
 th

e recru
itm

en
t o

f fo
reig

n
 

stu
d
en

ts w
ith

 th
e co

v
ert assistan

ce o
f 

university personnel. 
T

hus, the inform
ation the C

IA
 refused 

to perm
it the C

hurch com
m

ittee to m
ake  

public w
as not officially adm

itted by th
e 

agency. "A
ssist in m

aking introductions 
fo

r in
tellig

en
ce p

u
rp

o
ses" m

ean
s th

e 
covert recruitm

ent of foreign students 
studying on A

m
erican cam

puses. A
dm

it-
tedly, the C

IA
 w

as subject to som
e pres-

su
re fro

m
 H

arv
ard

 an
d
 th

e C
alifo

rn
ia 

law
suit, but it m

ade the inform
ation pub-

lic w
ithout being ordered to do so by any 

court or, as far as one can tell, by direc-
tion of the W

hite H
ouse. 

T
here is no sign that the dam

age that 
the ,C

IA
 w

arned of, and that it used to 
persuade a congressional com

m
ittee to 

c
e
n
so

r its re
p
o
rt, h

a
s o

c
c
u
rre

d
. It 

should surprise no one that the C
IA

 is 
now

 refusing further disclosure. W
hile 

telling H
arvard that it w

ill not obey its 
reg

u
latio

n
s, it h

as ask
ed

 th
e G

ard
els 

co
u
rt to

 su
stain

 its p
o
sitio

n
 th

at it n
o
t 

be required to state w
hether it has ever 

had any covert contact w
ith professors 

at the U
niversity of C

alifornia (and it is 
taking the sam

e position w
ith schools 

w
h
ere sim

ilar req
u
ests are In

 v
ario

u
s 

stag
es o

f th
e ad

m
in

istrativ
e p

ro
cess 

and litigation). 
T

h
e ag

en
cy

 h
as n

o
w

 sp
elled

 o
u
t its 

reaso
n
in

g
: If it b

eco
m

es k
n
o
w

n
 th

at 
there is secret recruitm

ent at a cam
pus 

th
ere w

ill b
e p

ressu
re to

 fin
d
 o

u
t w

h
o
 

the professor is, and m
any academ

ics 



will refuse to cooperate with the 
agency in covert recruitment if the fact 
of their involvement is made public. 
Thus, the agency admits that the secret 
is to be kept not from foreign intelli-
gence services, but from Americans for 
fear they will end the spying on their 
campuses if they learn about it. 

That is precisely the point. A univer-
sity has the right to prohibit its faculty 
from spying on its students, whether 
Americans or foreigners,-  for the pur-
pose of 'determining If they might in 
turn spy on their own governments for 
the CIA, and it has the right to prohibit 
the passing of information about a stu-
dent without his or her permission. The 
Harvard guidelines do precisely that. 
The AAUP has adopted a similar posi- • 
tion, and the University of California is 
moving In the same direction, 

The CIA's position is that it will not 
confirm that such activity is going on for 
fear that it will be stopped, and that it 
will not abide by university regulations 
that prohibit it It is now easier to under-
stand why the Church committee said 

.that ongoing CIA activities threaten aca-
demic freedom. and that the CIA does 
not feel constrained by anything other 
than the fear of embarrassment when it 
operates on the university eaninun. 
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