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CIA Director John Brennan emails

Today, 21 October 2015 and over the coming days WikiLeaks is releasing
documents from one of CIA chief John Brennan's non-government email
accounts. Brennan used the account occasionally for several intelligence
related projects.

John Brennan became the Director of the Central Intelligence Agency in
March 2013, replacing General David Petraeus who was forced to step
down after becoming embroiled in a classified information mishandling
scandal. Brennan was made Assistant to the President for Homeland
Security and Counterterrorism on the commencement of the Obama
presidency in 2009--a position he held until taking up his role as CIA chief.

According to the CIA Brennan previously worked for the agency for a 25
year stretch, from 1980 to 2005.

Brennan went private in 2005-2008, founding an intelligence and analysis
firm The Analysis Corp (TAC). In 2008 Brennan became a donor to
Obama. The same year TAC, led by Brennan, became a security advisor to
the Obama campaign and later that year to the Obama-Biden Transition
Project. It is during this period many of the Obama administration's key
strategic policies to China, Iran and "Af-Pak" were formulated. When
Obama and Biden entered into power, Brennan was lifted up on high,
resulting in his subsequent high-level national security appointments.

If you have similar official documents that have not been published yet,
send them to WikiLeaks.

John Brennan Draft SF86
"National Security Position" form for John Brennan. This form, filled out by
Brennan himself before he assumed his current position, reveals a quite
comprehensive social graph of the current Director of the CIA with a lot of
additional non-govermental and professional/military career details. (17
November 2008, Author: John Brennan)

Download PDF (/cia-emails/John-Brennan-Draft-SF86/John-Brennan-
Draft-SF86.pdf) or view HTML (/cia-emails/John-Brennan-Draft-
SF86/page-1.html) version.

The Analysis Corporation
FAX from the General Counsel of the CIA to the Goverment Accountability
Office about a legal quarrel between the CIA and "The Analysis
Corporation". TAC seems to have lost a tender for a US watchlist-related
software project to a competitor. Issues seem to revolve around "growth of



historical data" and "real-time responsiveness" of the system. (15 February
2008, Sender: CIA, Office of General Counsel, Larry Passar)

Download PDF (/cia-emails/Analysis-Corporation/Analysis-
Corporation.pdf) or view HTML (/cia-emails/Analysis-Corporation/page-
1.html) version.

Draft: Intel Position Paper
Challenges for the US Intelligence Community in a post cold-war and
post-9/11 world; a calling for inter-agency cooperation, a ten-year term for
the Director of the CIA and the Director of National Intelligence. It also
demands the autonomy of the Intelligence Community, that it "... must
never be subject to political manipulation and interference." An unfinished
paragraph is titled "Damaging Leaks of Classified Information". (15 July
2007, Author: John Brennan)

Download PDF (/cia-emails/Draft-Intel-Position-Paper/Draft-Intel-Position-
Paper.pdf) or view HTML (/cia-emails/Draft-Intel-Position-Paper/page-
1.html) version.

The Conundrum of Iran
Recommendations to the next President (assuming office in Jan. 2009) on
how to play the figures on the U.S.-Iranian Chessboard (18 November
2007, Author: John Brennan)

Download PDF (/cia-emails/The-Conundrum-of-Iran/The-Conundrum-
of-Iran.pdf) or view HTML (/cia-emails/The-Conundrum-of-Iran/page-
1.html) version.

Torture
Letter from Vice Chairman Bond, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence,
to his fellow board members with a proposal on how to make future
interrogation methods "compliant" and "legal". Instead of listing all allowed
methods, every kind of interrogation should be considered compliant, as
long as it is not explicitly forbidden by the "Army Field Manual" (AFM).
(May 2008)

Download PDF (/cia-emails/Torture/Torture.pdf) or view HTML (/cia-emails
/Torture/page-1.html) version.

Torture Ways
A bill from July 2008 called "Limitations on Interrogation Techniques Act of
2008" explicitly list the forbidden interrogation techniques mentioned in the
previous document and can be considered a direct implementation of the
recommendations of Christopher Bond. (31 July 2008)

Download PDF (/cia-emails/Torture-Ways/Torture-Ways.pdf) or view HTML
(/cia-emails/Torture-Ways/page-1.html) version.



































































































































































Intelligence to Meet the Challenges of the 21st Century

The national security challenges facing the United States in the 21st Century are 
unprecedented in their scope, complexity, and gravity.  To address these challenges 
successfully, the United States must have a national intelligence system that brings 
together the capabilities of our collection, analytic, and technical communities in a 
manner that optimally promotes U.S. and global security interests.  Indeed, the U.S. 
intelligence system must evolve significantly from its Cold War roots.  It needs to be the 
engine that helps U.S. policymakers uncover and thwart dangerous threats such as 
terrorism and proliferation; identify the drivers and potential solutions to political, 
economic, and social problems; understand the underpinnings of ideological and 
territorial disputes; and seize opportunities for peace and human development wherever 
and whenever they arise.      

To accomplish its important mission, the Intelligence Community must never be subject 
to political manipulation and interference.  It must always maintain its independence, 
objectivity, and integrity, providing the President and policymakers throughout the 
Government unvarnished intelligence and analytic assessments on national security 
issues.  The individuals who lead our Intelligence Community have a special 
responsibility to protect that mandate.  

 Accordingly, the positions of Director of National 
Intelligence and the Director of the CIA should be made 
ten-year term appointments, with confirmation by the 
Senate.  We need to take these positions out of the cycle 
of partisan political appointments and, at the same time, 
ensure needed continuity at the helm of U.S. Intelligence.

The Intelligence Community has grown significantly since the tragic terrorist attacks of 
9/11, as there is a strong national consensus for more and better intelligence about the 
threats facing our Nation, both at home and abroad.  The Intelligence Reform and 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (IRTPA) created the Office of the Director of National 
Intelligence and called for a transformation of the Intelligence Community, but the 
ineffective implementation of those reforms has resulted in confusion and competition 
among intelligence agencies.  

 We need a blueprint for the Intelligence Community of 
the future, so that intelligence missions, budgets, and 
initiatives comprise a system of complementary 
organizations working hand-in-hand in support of our 
collective national security.  We have no such blueprint 
today, and we owe one to the hard-working intelligence 
professionals whose expertise we rely on each day to 
keep us safe and secure.        



The intelligence mission of our country must involve more than the 
departments and agencies of the Federal Government.  The security of our
Nation will be best protected when we truly have a “national” security architecture that 
knits together the capabilities and requirements of all levels of government as well as 
those of the private sector.  Until these communities can interoperate with one another in 
a timely, efficient, and coordinated manner, our adversaries will be able to exploit 
dangerous gaps that exist among those with responsibility to protect our country.     

 To date, the Federal Government has been remiss in its duty to bring 
together the tremendously broad and deep capabilities that exist in our 
Nation.  We need to move beyond a Washington-beltway mentality and 
Washington-centric solutions.  We need a national initiative that explores 
how we can best utilize, coordinate, and leverage the knowledge and talent 
that exist throughout our great country.    

Unfortunately, there has been precious little progress since 9/11 related to defining and 
setting the legal and policy parameters of “domestic intelligence.”  Backroom discussions
that result in Presidential directives of dubious legality are not in keeping with our 
Constitutional foundations.  In light of the seriousness of the transnational terrorist threat,
we need to set the appropriate balance between conducting domestic intelligence 
operations and protecting the privacy rights and liberties of U.S. persons.  The FBI, 
Department of Homeland Security, National Security Agency, CIA, and Department of 
Defense are all engaged in intelligence activities on U.S. soil, and these activities must be
consistent with our laws and reflect the democratic principles and values of our Nation.  

 The President and the Congress must work together to 
determine what domestic intelligence activities are 
necessary to safeguard the Homeland.  Clear mandates, 
defined responsibilities, and firm criteria for domestic 
intelligence operations need to be established so that our
intelligence organizations are provided the direction they
need as well as the limits they must respect.  Stringent 
oversight of these activities—by the Executive, 
Legislative, and Judicial Branches of Government—must 
be an essential part of the system.   

Outside the Homeland, there is an enduring need for high-quality and reliable intelligence
about developments worldwide that affect the security of the United States and its allies.  
insight and warning  that will  serious threats to our security 
         

The CIA has been the subject of much criticism over the years, but it has played an 
integral role in safeguarding U.S. national security interests for the past 60 years.    



There are times when our country’s security demands that we take 
actions abroad to address real and emerging threats to our interests.  
Sometimes, such actions must be carried out under the cover of 
secrecy.  There has been much controversy surrounding CIA covert action programs 
over the years, but many of those programs have made major contributions to U.S. 
foreign policy objectives.  
The Importance of Intelligence Partnerships Worldwide 

Damaging Leaks of Classified Information 

The Role and Importance of Nonpartisan Congressional Oversight of Intelligence



   The Conundrum of Iran 

Iran will be a major player on the world stage in the decades ahead, and its actions and 
behavior will have a major and enduring impact on near- and long-term U.S. interests on 
a wide variety of regional and global issues.  With a population of over 70 million, xx 
percent of the world’s proven oil reserves, a geostrategic location of tremendous 
(enviable?) significance, and a demonstrated potential to develop a nuclear-weapons 
program, the United States has no choice but to find a way to coexist—and to come to 
terms—with whatever government holds power in Tehran.  At the same time, the Iranian 
Government also must come to terms with Washington, as Tehran’s ability to advance its 
political and economic interests rests on a non-hostile relationship with the United States 
and the West.

There are numerous hurdles that stand in the way of improved U.S.-Iranian relations, but 
none is more daunting than the theocratic regime’s nearly 30-year track record of 
engaging in transnational terrorism, both directly and indirectly, to advance its 
revolutionary agenda.  Tehran’s proclivity to promote its interests by playing the terrorist 
card undermines its standing as a responsible sovereign state and calls into question 
virtually all of its actions, even when pursuing legitimate political, economic, and 
strategic interests.  While the use of terrorism(*footnote on definition) is reprehensible 
and of serious concern irrespective of the source, the wielding of the terrorism club by a 
nation state such as Iran is particularly alarming and insidious because of the ability of a 
government to use its instruments of national power to support, conceal, facilitate, and 
employ terrorist violence.  Specifically, a sovereign government has the ready ability to 
provide all of the logistical requirements—e.g. the fabrication of official documentation, 
explosives, and weapons; the protected use of diplomatic facilities, staff, and pouches; 
and the provision of expertise, funding, and targeting intelligence—that can be used to 
great effect to plan and carry out successful terrorist attacks.  Too often, and for too long, 
Iran has excelled at such activities.    

The Historical Context and Record of Terrorism

The Iranian regime’s current worldview and actions are shaped significantly by Iran’s 
ancient history, its Persian and Shi’a Islamic essence, and developments of the past half 
century.  While only slightly more than half its population is ethnic Persian, the wide 
expanse of the Persian Empire under Cyrus the Great (6th Century B.C.), which stretched 
far into southwest and central Asia and across to Egypt and north Africa, laid the basis for
an Iranian mindset of far-reaching influence and engagement that remains to this day.   
The Persian identity was further molded more than a millennium later, when Shi’a Islam 
established deep roots in the region and made Persian leaders the protectors of the Shi’a 
faithful against Sunni Arab and other adversaries.        

The World Wars of the 20th Century and their aftermath made Iran a pawn of global 
politics, as illustrated by the CIA-engineered overthrow of Prime Minister Mossadegh in 
1953, which allowed the pro-U.S. Shah to return to power and rule with an iron hand for 
the next 25 years.  When he was he was ousted in 1979 and the Islamic Republic under 



Ayatollah Khomeini was established, it was all but inevitable that the United States 
would draw the , the world’s only remaining superpower, would be     

Since the advent of the theocratic regime, the Iranian Government has sought to reclaim 
what it believes is its’ rightful 

Iran’s record of direct and indirect involvement in terrorist attacks is long and bloody, 
with regime opponents and U.S. and Israeli interests bearing the brunt of attacks.  Since 
1979, the most notable examples include:

1983:  Hizballah attacks against the U.S. Embassy and Marine barracks that left xxx dead
and more than xxx wounded.

Attacks against Israeli Embassy in Argentina. 

Assassination of Israeli ambassador in London.  

1996:  Saudi Hizballah attack against U.S. forces housed at Khobar Towers in Saudi 
Arabia, which killed xxx and injured xxx.  According to the U.S. Department of Justice, 
the perpetrators of those attacks “reported their surveillance activities to Iranian officials 
and were supported and directed in those activities by Iranian officials.” (footnote)

The U.S.Iranian Chessboard

An unfortunate hallmark of U.S.-Iranian relations since 2001 has been growing divide 
between Washington and Tehran, chronicled by bombastic rhetorical broadsides that have
been hurled publicly by each side against the other.  The tragedy of the al-Qa’ida 
launched terrorist attacks against the U.S. homeland in September 2001 prompted the 
U.S. Administration to engage in a far-reaching campaign to eradicate the sources of 
terrorism, and Iran, understandably—but regrettably—was swept up in the emotionally 
charged rhetoric that emanated from Washington under the seemingly all-encompassing 
rubric of “The Global War on Terrorism.”  The gratuitous labeling of Iran as part of a 
worldwide “axis of evil” by President Bush (date?) combined with strong U.S. criticisms 
of Iran’s nascent nuclear program and its meddling in Iraq led Tehran to the view that 
Washington had embarked on a course of confrontation in the region that would soon set 
a kinetic focus on Iran.  Even Iran’s positive engagement in helping repair the post-
Taliban political environment in Afghanistan was met with indifference by Washington.  
According to James Dobbins, the Bush Administration’s first U.S. envoy to Afghanistan, 
Iranian diplomats made important contributions to the success of U.N. sponsored 
negotiations that resulted in the inauguration of the Karzai Government in Kabul.  But 
unlike the foreign ministers of other nations involved in those negotiations, Iran’s foreign 
minister did not receive a personal note of thanks from his U.S. counterpart, despite, 
according to Dobbins, the fact that he “may have been the most helpful.”       



Recommendations

Whoever takes up residence at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue in January 2009 will need to 
“hit the ground running” on Iran, especially since Tehran will react immediately to the 
new Administration’s policy statements that    

1) Tone Down the Rhetoric:  Iranian leaders of the ilk of President Ahmadinejad 
undoubtedly will continue to   

2) Establish a Direct Dialogue with Tehran:   

Iran’s importance to U.S. strategic interests and to overall stability in the region 
necessitates the establishment of a direct and senior-level dialogue between Washington 
and Tehran; the use of third parties, such as the Swiss, to convey messages between the 
two capitals in the absence of diplomatic relations is wholly insufficient.  A direct U.S. 
dialogue with Tehran, moreover, should not have a narrow focus, as the array of issues of 
most concern about Iran—engagement in terrorism and support to subnational 
“extremist” groups as well as proliferation activities and regional ambitions—are 
inextricably intertwined.  A comprehensive framework for discussing these issues is 
required.  

Over the past several decades, experience has shown that seemingly intractable foreign 
policy challenges for the United States have been best handled by the appointment of a 
Presidential envoy who has the experience, gravitas, and the authority to deal effectively 
not only with non-U.S. interlocutors but also with U.S. officials who have the potential to
stand in the way of progress.  The appointment of a U.S. Presidential envoy to Iran is 
long overdue.  The argument that such an appointment would be premature as long as 
Iran is on the Department of State’s list of state sponsors of terrorism is without merit and
foundation; the United States has diplomatic relations with Syria, also on the list, and has 
appointed Presidential envoys to North Korea and Sudan.    

An ideal candidate for Presidential envoy to Iran is former Secretary of State Colin 
Powell, who retains wide notoriety and respect throughout the region.  Secretary Powell 
has an in-depth understanding of the politics and history of the region as well as of the 
equities of the 

Other potential candidates include former Vice President Al Gore, Secretary of State 
Madeline Albright, and former National Security Advisors Tony Lake and Brent 
Scowcroft.  

3) Seek Realistic, Measureable Steps:

4) Hold Out Meaningful Carrots, as Well as Sticks:  
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