
THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

July 11, 1975 

Secret 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DON RUMSFELD 

DICK CHENEY 

The Olson Matter/ CIA Suicide 

Attached is a proposed brief statement for the Pres ident to use at 
his P r e s s Conference. It would be best for him to use it in response 
to a question, although if he wished, he can use it as an opening 
statement. 

There is also attached a four page memo prepared by the Civil 
Division, the Department of Jus t ice , based upon information 
obtained from the CIA regarding the events surrounding 
Mr. Olson's death. 

Rod Hills has questions concerning the last paragraph of the 
Just ice Department memo which expresses the Jus t ice Depart­
ment opinion that court action against the U.S . would be ba r red . 
He will pursue the mat te r with the Attorney General. 

At this point, we do not have enough information to be cer ta in 
we know all of the details of this incident. F u r t h e r m o r e , there 
are serious legal questions that will have to be resolved con­
cerning the Government's responsibili ty, the possibil i ty of 
additional compensation, and the possibility that it might be 
necessary to disclose highly classified national secur i ty 
information in connection with any court suit, or legislat ive 
hearings on a private bill intended to provide additional 
compensation to the family. 

Determined to be an administrative marking 
Cancelled per E.O. 12356, Sec. 1.3 and 
Archivist's memo of March 16, 1983 

By DAD___NARS date 5/31/85 
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Therefore , Marsh, Hills and Cheney strongly recommend that the 
Pres ident limit his remarks to an expression of regre t over this 
t ragic event and a willingness to meet personally with M r s . Olson 
and her children to offer an apology on behalf of the Government. 
Any discussion that goes beyond those issues r a i se s questions 
which we are not yet in a position to answer. 

In response to any questions which go beyond the above, we 
would recommend that the Pres iden t indicate that the ent i re 
mat ter , both with regard to the adequacy of compensation 
and c i rcumstances surrounding Mr. Olson's death, a re under 
review by the Justice Department . 

Attachments 

cc: Jerry Jones 



As An Answer To A Question or An Opening Statement 

The recent disclosure of the facts concerning the death of 

Dr . Frank Olson are of great concern to me, I am equally 

d i s t ressed by the fact that the full details of Dr. Olson's 

death were not made known to Mrs. Olson and other members 

of his family. 

M r s . Olson and her family deserve our deepest sympathy. 

I hope to meet with the family at the earliest opportunity to 

personal ly extend an apology on behalf of the United States 

Government. 



Justice Department Report 

The Rockefeller Report states on p. 226: 

"In the late 1940' s, the CIA began to study 
the properties of certain behavior-influencing 
drugs (such as LSD) and how such drugs might 
be put to intelligence use. This interest was 

prompted by reports that the Soviet Union was experimenting with such drugs and by speculation 

that the confessions introduced during t r ia ls 
in the Soviet Union and other Soviet Bloc \ 
countries during the late 1940's might have 
been elicited by the use of drugs or hypnosis. 
Great concern over Soviet and North Korean 
techniques in 'brainwashing" continued to be 
manifested into the early 1950's. " 

• 

Dr. Frank A. Olson, a bio-chemist, was a civilian 

employee of the Army working at Fort Detrick in a 

cooperative effort with the CIA. On November 19, 195 3, 

at one of the periodic meetings of Ft. Detrick and CIA o 

O g. 
personnel, a dosage of LSD was placed by CIA personnel a; g 

3° 
O I 
EL SB 

in drinks consumed by Dr. Olson and others, all of whom 

' I 
were members of the group. Prior to receiving the LSD, 

Dr. Olson had participated in discussions where the 

testing of such substances on unsuspecting subjects was 

agreed to in principle. However, neither Dr. Olson, 

nor any of the others was made aware that they had been 

given LSD until about 20 minutes after the fact. 
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During the next severa l days Dr. Olson developed side  

effects, as a r e su l t of which he was taken to New York 

City on November 24, 1953, to be t reated by a doctor 

who was a consultant to the agency on drug-rela ted m a t t e r s , 

Dr. Harold A. Abramson. On November 24, 25 and 26, 

he met with Dr. Abramson. 

After seeing him on the 27th, Dr. Abramson believed 

that hospitalization would be in Dr. Olson's best in te res t . 

Arrangements were made for a hospital room near Dr. 

Olson's home (in the Washington a rea ) , but his room 

could not be prepared until the following day. Conse­

quently, Dr. Lashbrook, of CIA, and Dr. Olson stayed 

at the Hotel Statler in New York on the night of November 27 

Dr. Lashbrook repor ted that during cocktails and dinner 

Dr. Olson appeared cheerful and spoke freely of his 

forthcoming hospitalization. Lashbrook and Olson 

re t i red at about 11:00 PM. They occupied separate twin 

beds in the same room on the tenth floor. At approximately 

2:30 Saturday morning, Lashbrook was awakened by a 

loud noise; he repor ted that Olson had crashed through 
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the closed window blind and closed window and had 

fallen to his death. 

The CIA General Counsel rendered an opinion that 

the death resulted from "ci rcumstances arising out of 

an experiment undertaken in the course of his official 

duties for the U. S. Government. 

The Bureau of Employee's Compensation adopted this 

view, thus awarding survivor benefits to the widow and 

children. To date $143, 582. 22 have been paid to the 

widow and three children. These tax-free benefits 

continue to be paid in the current total amount of 

$792. 00 per month. The payments to the children 

terminate when they reach majority (as two already 

have), but the widow's benefits continue until death or 

r e - m a r r i a g e , and are periodically adjusted for cost 

of living increases. 

The CIA has never made any contact with the family. 

Prior to the publication of the Rockefeller Report, no 

government representative has ever disclosed the full 

details concerning Dr. Olson's death. 
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Upon a pre l iminary review of the facts, it is the 

opinion of Just ice Department lawyers that any tort 

action against the United States arising out of the above-

stated facts would be barred by the Federa l Employees  

Compensation Act, and specifically 5 USC 8116(c). This 

Act would not bar suit against any individuals. 



DRAFT 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

XXXXX THROUGH: RICHARD CHENEY 

FROM: RODERICK HILLS 

SUBJECT: 

and attorneys for the Olson family The Justice Department 

have met to discuss the claim filed on behalf of the Olson family for 

i 
the wrongful death of Dr. Frank A. Olson. They have reached an 

impasse and the attorneys have announced their intention to sue. 

a preliminary negotiation as to 

the dispute, further negotiations 

procedural entanglement by the 

Although there has been 

the sum of money that could settle 

have been frustrated by a somewhat 

Justice Department and the Olson attorneys. Essentially, the Civil 

Division believes we have a very good technical defense to the Olsons' 

claim and the Civil Division is insisi ting that we win the case on the 

merits before negotiating a settlement, 

The Defense to the Olson Claim. ' The Civil Division of 
. 

the Department of Justice is of the opinion that any tort action against 

the United States by the Olsons is barred by the Federal Employees, 

Compensation Act on the ground that he was injured "in the course of; 

his official duties" and, therefore, the family is entitled to survivors' 
! 

benefits and nothing more. 

There is no doubt but the legal position is substantial 

even though the Department of Labor determined 22 years ago that 

• 

I 

8 

memo, Hills to Cheney, 9/75, folder "Olson, Frank 
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Dr. Olson died "in the course of official dut ies" based upon "false 

evidence. " Moreover, two c i r cums tances affect our analysis of the 

Jus t ice Department position. 

(i) The b i z a r r e c i r c u m s t a n c e s of his death could 

well cause a court of law. to determine as a mat te r 

of public policy that he did not die in the course of 

his official dut ies . 

•• (ii) Dr. Olson's job is so sensi t ive that it is 

highly unlikely that we would submit re levant 

evidence to the cour t on he i s sue of his dut ies . 

The la t ter c i r cumstance 

we would have no defense against the; 

you should know that the CIA and the 

recommend that the evidence concer, 

r e l eased in a civil t r i a l . 

may mean a s a p rac t i ca l m a t t e r 

Olson law suit. In this connection 
• . 

Counsel 's office both strongly 

ning his employment not be 

In short , t he re i s a significant possibi l i ty that a court would 

ei ther (a) grant full d iscovery to the Olsons ' a t torneys to l e a r n of Dr . 

Olson's job responsibi l i t ies ; or (b) ru le that as a m a t t e r of public 

policy, a man who commits suicide as a r e su l t of a drug cr imina l ly 
i 

given him cannot as a m a t t e r of law be de termined to have died 

'in the course of his official dut ies . " 

http://law.be
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If xxxxx the re is a t r i a l , it i s apparent that the Olsons ' 

lawyer will seek to explore all of the c i rcumstances of Dr . Olson's 

employment as well as those concerning his death. It i s not at all 

c lear that we can keep such evidence from becoming re levant even if 

the government waives the defense of the Federa l Employees Compensation 

Act. Thus, in the t r i a l it may become apparent that we a r e concealing 

evidence for national secur i ty reasons and any set t lement or judgement 

reached thereaf ter could be xxx perceived as money paid to cover-up 

the act ivi t ies of the CIA. 

Recommendation. 

For all of the above rea sons we recommend that the A t to rney 

General be authorized how to seek to negotiate a se t t lement with 

Olsons ' lawyer . 

(a) The Civil Division has advised us that the case 

has a set t lement value between $500, 000 and $1 mill ion, 

assuming t h e r e a r e no defenses. 

(b) The Civi l Div is ion a l s o has s ta ted t h a t any s e t t l e ­
m e n t m a y r e q u i r e a p r i v a t e bi l l to a p p r o v e t h e s e t t l e ­
m e n t , but they a r e r e - c o n s i d e r i n g th is dec i s i on in.. 
v iew of poin t No. 3 above . A p r iva t e b i l l i n t he House 
would be i n t roduced in C o n g r e s s m a n W a l t e r F l o w e r s ' 
s u b c o m m i t t e e which p robab ly would not e n c o u r a g e \ 
any in depth h e a r i n g s about D r . O l s o n ' s j o b . I n t h e X 
S<=~"e the J u d i c i a r y Commi t t ee a s s i g n s p r i v a t e b i l l s to the staff for r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s back to the full 
committee. Aga in , we would expect t h a t t h e r e would 
be only a small chance of ex tens ive h e a r i n g s on the 
under ly ing f a c t s . 

, 
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(c) Depending upon the exact amount of the s e t t l e ­
m e n t and a final dec is ion f rom the D e p a r t m e n t of 
J u s t i c e , i t may be pos s ib l e for the Attorney General 
to approve a se t t l ement and pay i t without a private 
bill . 

DECISION 

Specifically, the i s sue is whether a c l a im should be negotiated 

•with the Olson family somewhat above 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 30, 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

RICHARD CHENEY 

RODERICK HILLS 

Olson Family Compensation Claim. 

The pending law suit by the Olson family against the United 
States Government by reason of the death of Dr. Olson 
threatens to be a reality this week if no new effort to 
the case is made. The, Attorney General has made a final 
offer of $500, 000 which has been rejected by the Olson 
family. 

The Olson family has countered with a request for $3 
million but has indicated a willingness to settle for less. 

Essentially, the Attorney General concludes that the claim 
of the Olson family is worth :$1 million, but must be dis­
counted by $500, 000 by reason of the possibility that the 
government will ultimately succeed in the case on the 
grounds that exclusive remedy for the Olson family comes 
from the benefits provided by the Federal Employees 
Compensation Act. In short the Justice Department 
argues that there is a substantial possibility that a court 
will find that Dr. Olson died in the course of his employment. 

I frankly disagree with this analysis and believe that there 
is a real probability that an appellate court would decide 
that as a matter of law when one dies under the circum-
stances such as those causing Dr. Olson's death, he 
cannot be said to have died "in the course of his employ­
ment. " In any event, the Department of Justice will not 
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offer a l a rge r sum in set t lement . However, the Jus t ice 
Department would support a pr ivate bill which would waive 
the FECA defense for a total of S1 mill ion and would not 
object if a pr ivate bill provided "compensation for the 
ex t raord inary deceit" employed in the case of Dr. Olson. 
Fo r this element of damages they would provide $250, 000. 

Adding all the elements of the Jus t ice Depar tment together , 
they would then support a pr iva te bill for $1, 250, 000 and 
they would a lso forego an offset of the approximately 
$15 0, 0 00 that the Olson family has received to date in 
compensatory benefi ts . 

The Jus t ice Depar tment analysis i s attached at Tab A. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

I recommend that you authorize Special Counsel to the CIA 
Mitchell Rogovin to attempt a se t t lement with the Olson 
family at a sum not to exceed $1, 250, 000 plus a waiver of 
an offset of the monies received to date by the Olson family. 

In the event a set t lement can be reached within these guide­
l ines , the CIA and the Olson family can jointly petition the 
Department of Labor to r e - cons ide r i t s 22 year old decis ion 
that Dr. Olson did die in the course of his employment. 
Should the Labor Department so ru l e , the Jus t ice Depar t ­
ment is on r eco rd as supporting a se t t lement of $1 mill ion 
without an offset. 

The CIA could agree in a set t lement with the Olson family 
that any excess amount would be made the subject of a 
pr iva te bill and supported by the Adminis t ra t ion . 
Alternat ively, if the Labor Department does waive the 
FECA decision, we could ask the Jus t i ce Department to 
r e - cons ide r its se t t lement l imitat ion. In the event that 
the Labor Department should reaff i rm the 22 year old 
decis ion that Dr . Olson didj die in the course of h i s 
employment, we would agree that the pr ivate bill would 
be in the amount of $750, 000. 
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Mitchell Rogovin should be authorized to attempt 

Disagree 

See Me 



The President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. '20500 

29 Oc tober 1975 

Dear Mr. President: 

Pursuant to your instructions, efforts were made to 
negotiate a settlement of the claim of the family of 
Mr. Frank R. Olson against the Government based on the 
circumstances of his untimely death. Although the 
family has agreed to settle its far larger initial claim 
for $1,250,000,' the Attorney General is not prepared 
to certify under existing law 
is appropriate. 

The Olson family is prep 
litigation would doubtless be 
of the Department of Justice, 

that such a settlement 

red to file suit. Such 
prolonged and in the view 
it would fail. Under the 

circumstances this would not appear to be in the best 
interests of the nation or the Olson family. I believe in 
good conscience that the circumstances of this case 
require an equitable response from the Government. 

The only vehicle by which to obtain such 
recompense would be by passage of private legislation. 
Consequently, I recommend that you forward a request 
to the Congress for passage of a private bill in the 
sum of $1,250,000. 

Respectfully, 

W. E. Colby 
Director 

j|. 
' i! 



MEMORANDUM TO MR. SCHMULTS 

Subject: Private relief bill for the family of 
Dr. Frank R. Olson 

December 10, 1975 

The subject draft bill was sent informally to Labor, 
Defense, and Justice on the basis that the decision has 
already been made to support such a bill although it 
would not be formally proposed by the Executive Branch. 

i Defense, nevertheless, is extremely concerned about 
supporting the bill, particularly because of its pre­
cedential implications." They indicate that they already 
have claims from people in the same or similar circumstances 
as the Olson case. They also questioned the large amount 
provided in the bill and wondered what it was based on. 

Specifically, Defense would like certain changes in the 
text of the bill as marked on the attached copy. The 
thrust of their suggestions is that, to mitigate pre­
cedential problems, the bill itself need not explicitly 
accept "responsibility of the United States." They feel 
that the facts and circumstances of this particular case 
can better be brought out in the legislative history. 

Labor, institutionally, would oppose such a bill as being 
discriminatory against others covered by FECA. They feel 
that, if the bill is to be supported, it should at least 
provide an offset for FECA payments already made to the 
members of the family. (Their rough guess is that this 
amounts to $100,000-$200,006, but they are going to work 
up precise figures for each family member.) The Department's 
proposed language is also marked on the attached copy 
of the bill. 

Justice, under the circumstances, raised no objections. 

Attachments 

James M. Frey 
Assistant Director for 
Legislative Reference 



July 16, 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

THROUGH: 

F R O M : 

JERRY JONES 
JAMES CONNOR 

RODERICK IH1LLS 

SUBJECT: Scheduling of Meeting r e Invi ta t ion to 
M r s . F r a n k Olson and he r t h r e e 
ch i ldren to ,meet with the P r e s i d e n t 

T h e c i r c u m s t a n c e s of the death Dr . F r a n k A. Olson a r e d e s c r i b e d 
in a p r ev ious ly submit ted m e m o r a n d u m , a copy of which i s a t t ached 
(Tab A) . His widow and he r t h r e e chi ldren have indica ted t h e i r shock 
and ou t rage a t t he c i r c u m s t a n c e s surrounding Dr . O l s o n ' s dea th and 
the fact that t h e details have been concealed f rom t h e m for 20 y e a r s 
{See news s t o r y at Tab 3 ) . The Olson family has h i r ed David Rudovsky 
to r e p r e s e n t them and he has indicated the intention of the fami ly to* 
sue fa r s e v e r a l m i l l i on d o l l a r s . This memorandum wil l dea l with 
the ques t ion of what cons ide ra t ions a r e r e l evan t in deciding w h e t h e r 
the P r e s i d e n t should m e e t with M r s . Olson and h e r t h r e e c h i l d r e n t o 
e x p r e s s his sympathy on behalf of the A m e r i c a n people and h i s apology 

on behalf of t he United S ta tes Gov eminen t . 

1. The fact that the P r e s i d e n t e x p r e s s e s his own ou t r age at the! 
c i r c u m s t a n c e s of Dr . Olson ' s death could be some e n c o u r a g e m e n t 
|to the f ami ly ' s de t e rmina t ion to sue and could also raise their expectat ion a s to the amount of money they could expect to receive in settlementof that law sui t . I t could also affect the judge who . t r ies 
the c a s e and will have the au thor i ty to set d a m a g e s . 

While th is i s a fac tor in determination 
Olsons , i t i s not, in o u r judgement , a conclusive f ac to r , g iven the 
c i r c u m s t a n c e s of this incident . 



2. The intensi ty of the family's reaction and background of the 
l awyer they have h i r ed do r a i s e some possibility that they may 
r e a c t d i scour t eous ly toward the President's invitation. This 
fac tor , however , we do not regard as material, since any such 
reac t ion would be m o r e harmful to them than embarrassing to 
the P r e s i d e n t . However , i t i s conceivable that their lawyer may 
i n s i s t tha t he be p r e s e n t at such a meeting. We recommend that 
i t be m a d e c l ea r tha t the lawyer not be invited. 

The Civil Divis ion of the Depar tment of Ju s t i c e 
i s of 

the opinion tha t any t o r t act ion aga ins t the United S ta tes by t he O l sons 
b a r r e d by the F e d e r a l Employees Compensa t ion A c t on 

the ground t ha t h e w a s in jured "in the course of h i s official d u t i e s " 
and, t h e r e f o r e , the family i s entitled to s u r v i v o r s ' benef i t s and 

nothing more. 

i) The b i z a r r e c i r c u m s t a n c e s of h i s dea th could. 
wel l c ause a cour t of law to d e t e r m i n e a s a m a t t e r 
of public pol icy that he did not die i n t h e c o u r s e of 
h i s official du t i e s . 

Dr. Olson ' s job i s so sens i t ive t h a t i t i s h i g h l y unlikely t ha t we would submi t r e l e v a n t ev idence t o 
i c u r t on the i s s u e of h i s d u t i e s . 

The l a t t e r circumstance m a y mean a s a p r a c t i c a l m a t t e r we would 
have no defense aga ins t the Olson law sui t . I n t h i s connect ion , y o u 
should know tha t the CIA and the Counse l ' s office both strongly 
r e c o m m e n d tha t the evidence concerning h i s employmen t not b e 

released in a civi l t r i a l . 

T h e r e i s a s t a t u t o r y provision, saying that the finding by the Bureau 
of Compensa t ion i s conc lus ive but we have some doubts both as to 
i t s appl icab i l i ty and const i tu t ional i ty in this case. 

If there is a trial, it is apparent that the Olsons' lawyer will seek to explore all of the circumstances of Dr. Olson's employment. 



a s w e l l a s those concerning his death. I t i s not a t a l l c l e a r that w e .; 
c a n k e e p such evidence f rom becoming re levant even if the govern-
m e n t wa ives the defense of the F e d e r a l Employees Compensation. 
A c t . T h u s , in the t r i a l i t may become appa ren t tha t we a r e c6nceal ing 
ev idence for na t iona l secur i ty r e a s o n s and any se t t l emen t or j udgemen t 
r e a c h e d t h e r e a f t e r could be perce ived a s money pa id to cover-up the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the CIA. 

F o r a l l of the above r e a s o n s we r e c o m m e n d tha t the A t to rney 
G e n e r a l he au tho r i zed now to seek to negot ia te a s e t t l e m e n t with t h e 
O l s o n s ' l a w y e r . 

a n d $1 m i l l i o n . 

(a) T h e Civi l Division h a s advised u s XXXXXXXX 
t h a t t he case has a se t t l ement value be tween $500,000 

XXXXXXXXX 

(b) The Civi l Division a l s o has s ta ted t h a t any s e t t l e ­
m e n t m a y r e q u i r e a p r i v a t e b i l l to app rove the s e t t l e ­
m e n t , but they a r e r e - c o n s i d e r i n g th is dec i s i on i n . 
v iew of poin t No. 3 above . A p r iva t e b i l l i n t he House 
would be introduced in C o n g r e s s m a n W a l t e r F l o w e r s 1 

subcommi t t ee which probably would not encourage 
any in depth hear ings about D r . O l son ' s j o b . In the 
Senate t he Jud ic ia ry Commi t t ee a s s i g n s p r i v a t e b i l l s 
to the staff for r ecommenda t ions back t o the full 

committee. Again, we would expect t h a t t h e r e would 
be only a sma l l chance of extensive h e a r i n g s on the 
underlying f ac t s . 

Depending upon the exac t amount of the se t t l e -
nent and a final decision from the Department of 

Justice, it may be posible for the Attorney General to approve a settlement and pay it without a private bill. 

DECISION: 

1. Should M r s . Olson and h e r ch i ld ren be i nv i t ed t o a m e e t i n g a t 
the White House to r e c e i v e f rom the P r e s i d e n t a n e x p r e s s i o n of 
sympathy on behalf of the A m e r i c a n people and a n apology on 
behalf of t he United States Government? ,' 

R e c o m m e n d a t i o n ; .see no significant objec t ion to such an i n v i t a t i 

D i s a g r e e 



MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HQUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

August 4 , 1975 

DICK CHENEY 

RODERICK HILLS 

Attorneys for the Olson Fami ly 

The a t to rneys for the Olson family a r e pushing v e r y hard for 
in format ion and a r e c la iming a lack of coopera t ion with the 
CIA and DOD. I cannot be ce r t a in , of cou r se , but i t appea r s 
to m e tha t they have been increas ing ly be l l i ge ren t . Rex L e e , 
A s s i s t a n t At torney Genera l , Civil Division, be l i eves that 
t h e r e i s no way to set t le the case and wishes to take a tough 
s t ance . I r ema in somewhat re luc tant at having the Attorney 
Gene ra l refuse the Olsons' c l a im on what wil l be proved to be 
a technical i ty and what may eventually s e e m to be an a t tempt 
to "cove r up . " Accordingly , I bel ieve that some t ime in the 
next week or two we should a t tempt to contact the a t torneys 
with the help of the Attorney General o r p e r h a p s through a n 
i n t e r m e d i a r y (Mitch Rogovin, Special Counsel to the CIA h a s 
a p a r t n e r at Arnold and P o r t e r who is quite close to the Olson 
chi ldren) to see if a se t t lement might not be a r r anged . 

Copies of thei r l e t t e r s a r e a t tached. 

cc: Donald Rumsfeld 



MEMORANDUM FOR: The D i r e c t o r 

SUBJECT: . Conve r sa t i on 

7 August 1975 

with Mr. David Kairys 

1. David Kairys, the attorney for the Olson- family, 
called this afternoon somewhat distressed. The family 
had reviewed the materials we I had made available and appears 
to believe that Frank Olson was killed by the CIA. Their 
theory is bottomed on the assumption that Frank Olson was 
a security-risk. Kairys says that the file seems to be 
more concerned about security than how Olson actually died. 
Some of his observations in the support of this are as 
follows: 

a. Olson told his wife (with CIA representatives 
present); that; the Agency felt! he needed help and that 
they were going to take him to a psychiatrist in New York. 

b. Abramson, in a conversation with Eric Olson, 
said that ne was not treating! Frank Olson (this may simply 
be a question of professional: terminology). 

c. Abramson is not a psychiatrist. 

d. The file indicates that Olson had suicidal 
tendencies and yet Lashbrook checked him into a room on 
the tenth floor of a New York City hotel. 

e. Abramson recommended institutionalization at an 
earlier date but no action had been taken. 

f. His good friend Col.Ruwet did not accompany him 
to New York. 

2. Kairys then has a series of questions regarding  
the quality of the investigation and raises such points 
as: 

7. a. There was not pinning down as to whether Olson was witting or unwitting when he took the drug. 



b. There is no indication of the results of the 
LSD experiment. 

c. There is an indication that Abramson was involved 
in the LSD program. 

d. There is no indication of an independent psychiatric 
report. 

e. There is no evidence to support Houston's charge 
that culpable negligence was involved. 

3. Kairys insists that the family wants to know what 
happened to Frank Olson. To facilitate this lack of 
information from the files, Kairys wants to take sworn 
depositions of CIA people as well as Lashbrook, Abramson 
and Gottlieb.) 

4. I explained to Kairys that we had no control 
over the individuals that he named and the best the 
CIA people could do would be merely explain how the files 
were found in 1974. No one currently employed by the 
Agency was involved in the 1952 experiments leading to the 
death of Frank R. Olson. 

5. In a letter to Kairys the day that the materials 
were turned over I asked him to acknowledge in writing 
our understanding that "the documents turned over to you ar 
for the' sole purpose of prosecuting any claim against the 
United States Government with respect to the death of Frank 
R. Olson." To my dismay, Kairys indicates that neither he 
nor the family have any recollection of making the 
agreement. He says further that they were prepared not to 
accept the documents if that 
Kairys said that he would be 

condition was placed on them. 
able to obtain the documents 

under the Freedom of Information Act and consequently 
would not have agreed to such a limitation on their use. 
I am afraid he is right about the Freedom of Information 
Act and I don't plan to make a fuss over this point if you 
agree. It is somewhat of an irritation, however, since 
I clearly obtained his agreement. 



CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505 

8 OCT 1975 

Mr. James M. Frey 
Assistant Director for Legislative Reference 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D . C . 20503 

Dear Mr. Frey: 

This is in r e sponse to your request for this Agency's 
views and recommendations on Enrolled Bill S. 3035, "For 
the relief of Alice W. Olson, Lisa Olson Hayward, Er ic Olson, 
and Nils Olson." 

The Central Intell igence Agency fully suppor ts this Enrolled 
Bill and recommends i ts approval by the Pres ident . 

Sincerely , 

George Bush 
Director 
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