
all of the Cono Sur [Southern Cone]—Uruguay, Argentina, Paraguay,

Brazil, and of course, in Chile with Pinochet.  And these were all

supported by the CIA, by the way.  It was during this period that a

processof new thinking began in the upper echelons of the makers of US

foreign policy, the new thinking being that these military dictatorships,

with all the repression and the disappearances and death squads and so

forth, might not be the best way to preserve US interests in Latin

America, or other areas for that matter.  

The new thinking was that the preservation of US interests could better be

achieved through the election of democratic governments formed by

political elites who identify with the political class in the United States. 

Here I mean not the popular forces, but the traditional political classes in

Latin America, to speak of one area, known as the ‘Oligarchies.’  And so

the new American program, which became known as “Project

Democracy,” was adopted and United States policy would seek to

promote free, fair, transparent democratic elections but in such a way

that it would assure that power went to the elites and not to the

people.  

[Agee's testimony helps explain US “democracy” efforts in Iraq and

Afghanistan. However, the US is also using Death Squads in Iraq, which

was part of the, so called, earlier CIA strategy. 
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 began to realize that what I and my colleagues had been doing in

Latin America in the CIA was no more than a continuation of nearly

five-hundred years of this, exploitation and genocide and so forth. 

And I began to think about what, until then would have been unthinkable,

which was to write a book on how it all works.  [The book, Inside the

Company: CIA Diary, was an instant best-seller and was eventually

published in over thirty languages.]  

I

What was the most prominent strategy of US intelligence when you were

at the CIA, for protecting US ‘strategic interests’ in Latin America? 

When I was in the agency from the late 1950s on through to the late

1960s, the agency had operations going internationally, regionally, and

nationally, attempting to penetrate and manipulate the institutions of

power in countries around the world, and these were things that I did in

the CIA—the penetration and manipulation of political parties, trade

unions, youth and student movements, intellectual, professional and

cultural societies, religious groups and women’s groups and especially of

the public information media.  

We, for example, paid journalists to publish our information as if it

were the journalists’ own information.  The propaganda operations

were continuous.  We also spent large amounts of money intervening in

elections to favor our candidates over others.  The CIA took a Manichean

view of the world, that is to say there were the people on our side, and

there were people who were against us.  And the agency’s job was to

penetrate, weaken, divide, and destroy those political forces that were

seen to be the enemy, which are those to the left of social democrats,

normally, and to support and strengthen the political forces that were seen

to be friendly to US interests in all these institutions I just mentioned a

few minutes ago.

Have there been significant changes in CIA strategy since you left the

agency in 1968?

Yes, absolutely.   In the 1970s there were brutal military dictatorships in 
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