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Purpose and Scope of Study’

The Central Intelligence Agency's performance.

in its role of support to the Warren Comnission
' ?"d”“" cenctin dwr:
has been a source of controversy-szncetﬁhe FHKS?f“

Fiffeen gears . .
EREeCHETIORN 32 n. Critics
have repeatedly charged that the CIA participated

in a conspiracy designed to suppress information

relevant to the assassination of President Kennedy, .

During 1976 the critic's
assertions were the subject of official inquiry

by the Senate Select Committee to Study.
Governnental Operatlons (berelnafter SSC) . Ihe
SSC,A*n its report regarding "The Inves*lcaulon

of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy:
Performance of the Intelligence Agencies" reached

Lindin
the following GoéeéQSQS o B o

The Committee emphaSLZes that it has
not uncovered any evidence sufficient
to justify a conclusion that there was
a conspiracy to assassinate President
Kennedy.

The Committee has, however, develocped
evidence which impeaches the process:
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Y which the intelligence agencxes

_arrived at their own conclusions
about the assassination, and by
which they provided information
to the Warren Commission. This
evidence indicates that the
investigation of the assassina-
tion was deficient and that facts
which might have substantially
affected the course of the inves-

tigation were not provided the
Warren Commission or those

individuals within the FBI and
the CIA, as well as other agencies:
of Government, who were charged

with 1nvest1gat1ng the assassina-
tion. ($sC, i:*acf PG:)

This Committee has sought to examine in
greater deﬁail'the general findings of the SSC.
The Committee has particularly focused its attention
‘on‘the‘specific issue of whethet the CIA or any

employee or former employee of the CIA misinformed,
or withheld information relevant to the assassina-

tion of President Kennedy from the Warren

Commission. In addition, the Committee has

. . . 4
attempted to determine whether, if the Warren =

Commission was misinformad or not made privy to

information relevant to its investigation,

the misinforming or withholding of

evidence from the Warren Commission was the

C!qsslflcaﬂcn W

Ciosnftﬂc&g ‘8'80{)0“ —_—




. Classification: _*=~"""
(This form is to be used for material exfroéted &
from ClA—ontrolled documents.)

result of a conscious intent to do so by the
"Agency or its employees.
The Committee has sought to examine the

in both an objective

—_—
and disciplined manner. In order to accomplish

issue detailed above

—~—

zver]l (hereinafter

Report by the CIA™s Inspeebor=S
TR L .
77 JZR). This Report was highly critical of.
DerTain i natfsdhe ﬁMMSHaPCK&’ffor\
the S$SC findings™and asSserted that the SSC

Final Report conveyed an impression of limited

effort by the CIA to assist the Warren Commission

this goal the Committee has utilized a 1977 TasK Tmcce é§
v

TR :
in its work. The 77 was in fundamental

disagreement with this characterization of the ' ‘§§

SSC findings and noted that "CIA did seek and

i collect information in support of the Warren | »éé
Commission. Additionally, it conducted studies ?
and submitted special analees and reports.*® :

TFR , \ -, &
(77 ¥6R, Introduction to Tab E.) TS * g

In order to demonstrate further the scope
3 . of support provided by the CIA to the Warren é
i e P | 5

Commission, the 77 .contained a comprehensive

listing of CIA generated material made available

cpe —E ST ¢
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to both the U.S. Intelligence Community and

R,

the Warren Cogmission regarding the assassina-

tion of President Kennedy. In this respect,

the Committee agrees with the 77 fggxaherein o
it is stated that "This compiliation (of

CIAR generated material) is appropriate to

v N v N -

consideration of the extent of the CIA effort,
to the extent that it reveals something-of

o TER
the results of that effort." (77 18R, Introduction

to Tab E)

In examining the Agency's comprehensive

listing of CIA generated material referenced above,

Hoh 3 the Committee has paralled its review to the

A

UGS R, TR

structure given to thesexmaterialsby the 77 IGR.

R
In this regard the 77 IGR details four inter-

B

0}

G

related compilations of Kennedy assassination

material. These four compilations are:

,
-«
to%

.

1) Agency dissemination of information #g
to the Intelligence Community (Formal

and Informal Disseminations)

G,

2) Dissemination of material to the

Warren Commission

I,

¢ ff\'x" 5
3

.
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3) Agency dissemination to the FBI et al
regarding rumors and allegations
regarding President Kennédy's
assassination | |

4) Memorandum submittgd by CIA to the
Warren Commission bﬁ Rumors and
Alleéations Relating to the President's
Assassination (77 zgglentrqduction

to Tab E.)

In reviewing these compilations,

‘the Committee focused upon thcese
CIA materials which the 77 documented as having
becn _
“ made available in written form to the Warren
Commission.
During the course of tnis study, additional
Agency files have been reviewed. These files have
been examined in an effort to resolve certain
issues created by the review of the Agency's m o,
compilations discussed in this report. Where
apparent gaps existed in the written record,

files have been requested and reviewed in an effort

to resolve these gaps. Where significant substantive
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issues have arisen related to the kind and

quality of information provided the Warreﬁ

Commission, files have also been requested_aﬁd

reviewed in an effort to resolve these issues. -
As a result, approximately thirty files,'comprising

an approximate total of ninety volumes: of

material have been examined and analyzed

in preparation @f this report.

The findings set forth herein are subject
to modification due tb the following éonsidera—
tions. During the course of the past fifteen
years, the CIA has generated massive amounts of
information related to the assassination of

PreSLdent Kennedy / In spite of the Agehcy's

e e - Py i,
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;:% /sophlstlcated docunent retrieval system, certain
. documents requested by this Committee for study FUS G
Uot &
‘.~ . and analysis have not been located. Whether thgse [, ., &
- T ) 0‘;."" [ ?
=L documents merely have been filed incorrectly or
destroyed, gaps in the written record still do ”é
exist 7, 8 89{3 0y ¥
7 Secondly, due to dissimilar standards OEanéStlgaulV%
iy ]
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reélevancy adopted by the CIA and this Committee,
- certain flles requested by the Committee for .

review . -.-_. T E Tmaeen T TT o ot T .

! %

<. | have been made available to

the Committee in a sanitized fashion. Therefore,
to the degree reflected by the Agency’s denial

of access and/or santization of certain materials,
this study's'cqpclusions are based upon the

best evidence available to the Committee th_ough

this may not be all relevant evidence to which

the Agency has access.

One must, moreover, give due consideration

to the role that oral discussions, oral briefings,

and meetings of Warren Commission and CIA

' representatives may have played in the supply of
assassinatioe;related information by the CIA to
the Warren Commission. The subject and substance

of these discussions, briefings, and meetings &g

may not always be reflected By the written

record made the . subject of this.study.

Therefore, the Committee has conducted interviews, '

&

depositions and executive session hearings with 00669

-/ I =
& cIA Files ?er”*:unmj 1o Pm‘rfﬁv{r -, !@r"mﬂm&f@ﬁ«,_

-

andid {h S % o ;w&tsk*vﬁodwvs‘jfznuik
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key Warren Commission staff and members and

former or present CIA representatives in an
effort to resolve questions that are not
addressed by the written record. The results

of the Committee's efforts to chronicle this

W G

aspect'of the working relationship between the

Warren Commission and the CIA will be a subject

ERR

for discussion herein.

In addition, this report will examine the
following subjects generated by the Committee's
study as outlined above, in the following general
order of discussion:

1) the - organization of the CIA's invesﬁigation

of President Kennedy's assassination;

2) the working relationship of fhe Warren

Commission staff and those CIA representatives

concerned with the Warren Commission inquf@y; o ' »

3) the standards of investigative cooperation

which the Warren Commission staff believed 7
to govern the quality and quantity of

information supplied by the CIA to the

Warren Commission:

000697
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4) the CIA's concern for protection of its
sensitive sources and methods and the
consequent effects of thisgconéern
upon the Warren Commission investigation;
and

S5) the substance and quality of information
concerning Luisa Calderoﬂ'passed to the
Warren Commission and the results of this
Committee's investigation of Calderon
and herAsignificance to the events of

November 22, 1963.

II. ‘Se,(-zc,i‘Camm“t‘Ra %‘pq_,;‘;{g - .
. ‘ B i o . —i

Information Made Available by CIA to Warren

Commission
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" L. Organization of CIA Investigation

of President Kennedy's Assassination

In his Executive Session testimony before the Select

Committee, Richard Helms, the CIA's Deputy Director for

SRR

Plans during 1963, described the CIA's role in the

investigation of President Kennedy's assassination as

‘follows:

2 e 38
i~

This crime was committed on United

States soil. Therefore, as far as the

v Ry
e,

Federal government was concerned, the pri-
mary investigating agency would have been

the Federal Bureau of Investigation without

. *:é'. T a\

any guestion. The role of the CIA would

Ly s..\"

have been entirely supportive in the sense ) e

of what material we are (sic) able to

e

acquire outside the limits of the United

wlg e

States with reference to the investigation.

... For investigative purposes, the Agency

R

> TN

| e ~. —Séiiiif | 9000499
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RN

- had no investigative role inside the United
States at all. So when I used here the

word "supportive," I meant that in the

puivi N

literal sense of the term. We are (sic)
trying to support the FBI and support the
Warren Commission and be responsive to

their requests, but we were not initiating

. R

any investigations of our own or, to my

recollection, were we ever asked to.

~ETR

(Executive Session Testimony of Richard
Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 17-18.)

On November 23, 1963 Helms called a méeting of senior-

SR,

level CIA officials to outline the Agency's investiga-

tive responsibility vis a vis the assassination. (SSC,

AN LY N
NN

5

Book V, p. 25.) ‘At that time, Helms placed John Scelso,ﬁ@éﬁ75¢H%

AV éxice o
Branch Chief fo

. N » .
mmf@amaa in charge of the Agency's initial

investigative efforts. (HSCA Class. Deposition of John

oo o

)

~
®

, -
%“ mgwr&a

Scelso, 5/16/78, pp. 111-112, Exec. Session Testimonyef"

Ly TN

-
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2040555 2 | Sasfied by dobvation: ———  _




%8§§i?1ssnsn:‘ - .

w g pe used c?em
erial ra eo
;r g cumen
o ——{OH rolled documents

of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 10.)
Scelso testified before the Select Committee,
that he was given charge of the Agency's investigation

on the basis of two considerations: 1)Yhis prior ’f?

rs
H

experience in conducting major CIA security investi- *
gations and 2) the observance of Oswald by CIA

surveillance in Mexico, (Scelso's operational concern)
- - A .

less than two months prior to the assassination. (SSC

Book V, p. 25, HSCA Class. Deposition of John.Scelso,

5/16/70, pp. 111-112.°; Scelso also noted that

during the course of his investigative efforts, Helms i}

theories nor reach conclusions within a set period of-

HSC A Class Pep ot TohnScelfo Séle 7 P//.?,
time; Exeeu@éve~Sassaan~$esé¢menyn@f

8/9/18, pp. 9-10}* \

ﬁ e
* Raymond Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for ¢
CIA's Counterintelligence Staff characterized Scelso's
responsibility not as a mandate to investigate but
rather to "coordinate traffic (code facilitation,
telegram or telegraphic consideration) for working
with the DDP with respect to what was being done over
the whole world..." (HSCA Classified Deposition of
R. Rocca, 7.17/78, p. 9.) _
Rocca referred to this phase of CIA activity as
the GPFLOOR phase. (Ibid.)

s
i

U

did not pressure him to adopt specific investigative “‘ ot
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AV,

Scelso described in detail to the Committee the
manner in which he conducted the Agency's investiga-
tion:

...practically my whole Branch participated
in the thing. We dropped almost everything
else and I put a lot of my officers to work
in tracing names, analyzing files.

We were flooded with cable traffic, with
reports, suggestions, allegations from all
over the world, and these things had to be
checked out. We were checking out just dozens
and dozens of people all. the time. (HSCA Classified
Deposition of John Scelso, 5/16/70, p. 131)*

“GITET™ GRS SCITRI, hiie Y

* - Durimg the course of the Agency's invetigation, Liaison

with the FBI was handled for the CIA by Birch O Neal.

e
/

(Ibld p. 80.) At the time of the assassination Mr O Veal,

i AT T

" g,

a former FBI agent, was Chief of the Special’ Investlgatlons ;
Group of the CIAﬂ§“CQpnterintelligence Staff. (HSCA Classified

Deposition of Birch O'Neal,” 6/20/78, p. 7, 52.) Mr. 0'Neal
-\\_\_“’w__'___,——-"" v’”,-,

characterized nis functions with respect to the Age%;y
e

as follows:

(This footnote =-- Footnote *. —-- continues
on bottom of page 5) :

T . T
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Scelso stated during his testimony that CIA
field stations worldwide were aleéted to the Agency's
investigation "and the key stations were»receiving
tips on the case, most of which were phony. We did not
send out instructions saying everybody participate in . .

the investigation.® (Ibid. p. 133.) It was his. -

e - ~
S ~ . (AR

/‘0 i
‘/recollectlon, however, that throughout his tenure as (1%

coordlnator of the Agency's investigation, the Mex100

~edre L
City Station was the only CIA field station directly
¥ STt g
Footnote *# -- continued from bottom of page 4.

I knew that we (at CIA) did not have the
basic responsibility for investigating the
assassination of the President. If there was
a crime commited in the course of this activity,
+4siTr) it belonged to the FBI. I recognized that
it was our responsibility to give the fullest
cooperation to the FBI to protect the Agency
with regard to any aspects of our operations,
you understand, and at the same time giving them
cooperation, and I was in close contact with Mr.
Sam Papich (of the FBI), and always fully co® o
operated, and he always fully cooperated with me.
(Ibid. p. 52.)
I : &
\.__O'Neal noted that his office (CI/SIG) at the direction of g

the Chief of Counterintelligence, James Angleton, was

800613
| Clasifisd %1; el ——  _
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involved in investigatory activities related to President
134 e A
a? ) R O ¢

- TR ‘\4 o

During the latter*hatf‘of”Decembef/ Scelso

Kennedy's assassination. (Ibi

issued a summary report which described Oswald s
activities in Mexico City from September 26, 1963 -
October 3, 1963. Scelso characterized the summary report

as incomplete by comparison to assassination-related

T WRR ER . s

information then available to the FBI but ndt provided
to CIA until laté Dec. 1963. (Ibid. pR.114-115.) (CIA

: 3
Document Report by John Scelso to C/CI,-é% Dec. 63.)*

V"g«@:-@

5 -
AN

Following issuance of this report, Helms shifted‘’-

. \r.;w-wgui_

responsibility for the CIA's investigation of PresidentA
Kennedy's assassination to the Counterintelligence :
Staff. (HSCA Classified Deposition of John Scelso,
5/16/78, p. 136,:Z§i HSCA Classified Deposition of

Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 15 wherein Rocca states that el
fa e ! *

responsibility shifted from Scelso to CI Staff on

January 12, 1964.) Helms testified that this shift in

* Approximately two days after President Kennedy's .
assassination, Scelso prepared a summary report, o
provided to Dre51dent Johnson by Helms. This report :
adopted the posxtisﬁ‘that Oswald probably was a lone
assassin who had no visible ties to Soviet or Cuban
intelligence though such ties could not be excluded

from consWatam%tP 9. %I:A7S<€/{eﬂ @ ﬂ ﬁ j. ‘4-
—‘—7—"—””@“—"

1¢/72%
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responsibility was a logical development because the
iﬂvestigation had begun to take on brpader tones.
(Executive Session Testimony of Richard Helms, 8/9/78,
p- 14, see also HSCA Classified Deposition of Johﬁ
Scelso, 5/16/78, p. 138.)

He%ms' reasoning was expanded upon by Raymond
Rocca who testified before the Committee that the
shift in responsibility described by Helms was caused
in part by the establishment of the Warren Commission.

2f17/2¢
(HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca, pp. 12-13.)

Rocca added:

M 4

It was entirely appropriate in the

GPFLOOR phase that he (Scelss) would

have that (responsibility for the Agency
1nvest1gatlon ) But the minute you had

a commission set up outsilde the line

obviously had to be the Director, and from

the Director to his Chief of Operations

overseas, because the spread involved

then all of the divisions. Here you had

Mr. (Scelso) belng asked to sign off on-. .
cab s tha;P ad‘w1f the Netherlands,;T‘ ¢

-

o .
472 Q-'a"!ﬁsa .
%n . ;

with U.K., 1 and it Wwould

have>seeme towme utterly administratively -
simply a hybrid monster. (HSCA Classified g‘
Deposition of R. Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 12.) K
James Angleton supported Rocca's belief that “"the
: 5
spread (of investigative responsibility) involved... :
H
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all of the (CIA) divisions." Angleton testifed
to this Committee that the Agency's efforts to
gather and coordinate information related to
the assassination underwent a metamorphic
transition. Initially, Angleton noted, the
Directbr, Deputy Directbr,vDivision Chiefs and
Case Officers approached Warren Commission.

- requirements in a piécemeal fashion. However,
Angleton testified the Agency was eventually
able to focus its resources ﬁo avoid duplication
of effort and provide a system for the central
referencing of assassination related information L
as such informaﬁion was developed. (HSCA
Classified Deposition of James Angleton,

10/5/78, pp. 76-77, see also HSCA Cléssified % .
Deposition of Raymond Rocca, 2;17/78,

p. 23.)
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The record reveals that during this second phase : é
of CIA information collection efforts in support of ' )
the Warren Commisssion investigation the corxcentration g

of Agency resources shifted J.n emphasn_s from explorat:.on

/-/ '''''
of Oswald's activities in Mex:.co Clty to h:Ls residency —

e A

in the Soviet Union during 1959-1962 and possible

e e (sespyadf)
association with the Soviet intelligence apparatus.* H{o¢ % g
(Ibid., pp.32-33,44,Executive Session of Testimony of '

Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 23.) g.-o..\m..u Rocca commented &
. that during this phase pi:i;nary interest in support of the %
Warren Commission v?as to follow-up on Soviet leads: |

on the assumption that a person who spends
four years**in the Soviet Unlon, under his
circumstances, had to be of specific interest

to Soviet State security and their collateral

authorities. (HSCA Classified Depositioﬁ of
-\ ﬁ . ¢
Raymond Rocca, pp. 32-33.) C‘Seﬂf 9 for )) o .

Therefore, Rocca concluded, the areas the CIA tended

to concentrate on concerned the Soviets:
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee

by the Agency related to its investigation of possible.
Cuban involvement in the assassination:

Mr. Goldsmith. Earlier, when I asked you which
areas of the case received emphasis, I believe that you
indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasis
was the Soviet connection.

Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would
say dominated -- looking at it from my point of view.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, had you known about the anti-
Castro assassination plots on the part of the CIA, would
you have given more priority, more emphasis, to the
possibility of a Castro conspiracy to kill the President?

Mr. Rocca. Again, I say that it would have
simply intensified it, that there was attention given
to it, not particularly by the staff. I had no capabilities
on the Cuban side.

The organization of their service and their
operation in Mexico was something entirely entirely (sic) _
within ~-- it was an-enigma at the time. They were just
getting started. This was WH's area. This was Win
Scott's area of proficiency. So the defectors had only

- ~begun. to come out and they came out later, the Cuban
defectors. |

So, I can't == I really can't say that (a) the
Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The
press was fllled with it at the time. .

s ‘ ¢

The Harker interview should have been undoubtedly
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of
the Rockefeller thing.

Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection
investigated? :

Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don't know this.
That side of the report strikes me as-being inadequate.
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee
Counsel sheds further light on the difficulties encountered
by the Agency related to its investigation of possible. -
Cuban involvement in the assassination:

R4
=
=5

Mr. Goldsmith. Earlier, when I asked you which
areas of the case received emphaSLS, I believe that you
indicated that on balance the primary area of emphaSLS
was the Soviet connectlon.

. Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would
say dominated -- looking at it from my point of view.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, had you known about the anti-
Castro assassination plots on the part of the CIA, would
you have given more priority, more emphasis, to the A
possibility of a Castro conspiracy to kill the President?

Mr. Rocca. Again, I say that it would have-
simply intensified it, that there was attention given
to it, not particularly by the staff. I had no capabilities
on the Cuban side.

The organization of their service and their
overation in Mexico was something entirely entirely (sic)
within ~-- it was an-enigma at the time. They were just
getting started. This was WH's area. This was Win
Scott's area of proficiency. So the defectors had only

~bequn to come out and they came out later, the Cuban
defectors.

{

So, I can't -- I really can't say that (a) the

Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The

press was filled with it at the time. .
. . ¢ #

The Harker interview should have been undoubtedly
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of
the Rockefeller thing. '

=
By
e
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Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection
investigated? :

S
Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don't know this. ¢
That side of the report strikes me as being inadequate. '?

i "‘?}.

Ssssifisgtisn: ’ 1000018

Classified by derivation:
Closufled by deﬂvcrhon

oot




‘T
3

.ég B i
Elassifisation: SECR "jﬁ :

This form is 19 be wed for matssial extesgted
f ElA=—conirolled dosumants)

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, when I said to what extent
was the Cuban connection investigated, I don't mean by
the Warren Commission. I mean to what extent did the
Agency provide -- '

Mr. Rocca. That I can't answer. I certainly
didn't do it.

Mr. Goldsmith. Pardon me?
Mr. Rocca. We certainly didn't, in R & A.
Mr. Goldsmith. So, CI/R & A did not --

Mr. Rocca. Go into the Cuban side of it at all.
This was something left to the people who were concerned
specifically with Cuban intelligence and security operation.

Mr. Goldsmith. But I believe earlier we
established that Mr. Helms gave orders that information
pertinent to the assassination was to go through your
office, correct?

Mr. Rocca.‘ Yes.

Mr. Goldsmith. And once information pertinent
to the assassination went through your office, I take (it)
you or Mr. Helms would decide what information would
be relevant for the Warren Commission to see.

Is that correct?

Mr. Rocca. Well -~

Mr. Goldsmith. Based upon what you knew?
Mr. Rocca. Well, everything would go, ves.

Mr. Goldsmith. Therefore, you were in the
position, it would seem, to know what information was
" being generated in the field that was going to the
Warren Commission.

Earlier I asked you which area received emphasis
and I believe you indicated that the Soviet area (did).
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Mr. Rocca. Primarily, primarily. But I didn't
mean by that that it excluded the Cuban, because there
was a lot of material that came through and went to the
Commission that concerned the Cubans.

2 b e s . it o,

"Mr. Goldsmith. ILet's go off the record.

\\ (Discussion off the record.) : V‘\-?m;-km.
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‘——Mr. Goldsmith. Let's continue. _ .

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that at the time
the great press manifestation was that Cuban exiles who
were in touch with CIA had been somehow involved in this.
This was the great concern.

Mr. Goldsmith. That's another possibility.
There are different --

Mr. Rocca. Questions went down to WH: do you
have anybody who could possibly have gotten involved in
this kind of thing.

There was extraordlnary diligence, I thought,
exercised to try to clarify that side.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the possibility
of an assassination plot by Castro against the President
was adequately 1nvest1gated°

{(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. With the advantages of 20-20 hind-
sight, I could say probably not. But at the time if seemns,
to me that they gave due attention to it =- within the ¢
information that I had at my disposal.

O < uch-‘v-;' </
**Tn fact, BHO spent 2 years, 8 months in the. Soviet Union
October 1959 - June 1962
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ﬁ:;gq‘\ because the people he was in touch with in
A Mexico had traces, prior traces, as KGB
people. They were under consular

cover and obviously could have been

doing and were undoubtedly doing a

consular job in those earlier contacts.

(Ibid., p. 33)

However, Rocca did indicate that Cuban aspects
of the CIA investigation were not.ignored "because
there was a lot of material that came through and
went to the Commission that concerned the Cubans.®
(Ibid., p. 44)

Mr. Helms éléo testified that the possibility
of Cuban involvement in President Kennedy's
assassination was a source of deep concern within the
Agency. (Exec. Session Testimony of R. Helms, 8/9/78, p. 21)

Nevertheless, Mr. Helms stated that development of informa-

¢ #

tion pertaining to Cuban knowledge of or participat?%n-

' in the assassination was very difficult to-obtain.
(Ibid., p. 138)

Angleton was in agreement with Rocca's analysis
that during the second phase of the Agency's support

role to the Warren Commission the.CIA.concentrated'its

resources OWWSible Soviet influence on 0006
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Oswald. .pfAngleton, p. 86) He stated for the record

ith regard to the Warren Commission's investigation

(with the CIA's support) of possible Cuban involvement

in the assassination:

I personally believe that the United
States intelligence services did.not
have the capabilities to ever come to
an adjudication (of the Cuban aspect).

I don't think the capabilities were there.
ion of James Angletoizj

HSCACIEssified Deposit

10/5/78+ p. 93)
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As noted ahové, the CI staff assumed responsibility

in late December 1963 -~ early January 1964 for the

coordination of CIA efforts to assist the Warren

Commission in its’ investigation. At that time, Raymond

Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for CI Staff,

was designated point of contact with the Warren

>N)
Commission. (HSéEEE&a5iiﬁéeéw@eg@sitiun*cf«&ames
Angleton, TO75778, p. 77.) Rocca's Research and

Analysis component was concerned with:

information generated by CIA components was directed

"analytical intelligence, analytical
brainpower, which meant all source, all
overt source comprehension; a study of
cases that had ceased to occupy opera-
tional significance, that is, closed cases,
to maintain the ongoing record of overall
quality and quantity of counterintelligence
being performed by the entire DDP operational
component; ... the Deputy Director for Plan
(HSCA Classified Deposition of R. Rocca,
?Vl?/?B@?See also HSCA Classified Deposition

of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 77.)

Mr. Rocca testified that assassination-related

to his staff (as designated point o f contact with the

Warren Commission)
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HscA C\/ﬁ{f;’e’fm G*(F) R“Ck& ’7//‘7/7?
work (#bid., pp. 16-17.) This information was then

G

rev1ewed~hy\§occa or his aSSlStantS who lncluded

. /_,__- :“;\:T\-.-\

gj

Thsmas Hall (Sov1et Exper;),//aul Hartman (general
-——/

e

research and search man for the U.S. Intelllgence
: Sy

e
—

Community and its resources), and Arthur Dooley. (who

e

had transferred to the CIA from the FBI & number of
years prior to the assassination) (Ibid. p. 17.) §

During;the course of the.Warren Commission investi-

L "\

\
gation, Hall Hartman and Dooley worked with those

CIA divisisns producing substantive information -
related to the assassination. (Ibid.)

Mr. Rocca testified that even though
CI/R&A was tﬁe Agency's point of reference with regard
to the Warren Commission, neither his staff nor the

CI staff in general displaced the direct relations of

Mr. Helms or any other concerned Agency official with

[4
the Warren Commission. {Ibid.; Rocca testified thagqheiﬁher
CI Staff nor his staff displaced the CIA's Soviet

Division (represented by David Murphy, Chief of the

*

000624




This form is 18 bs vsed for msiasial sukrsted : %
m Ela—cenirslled docymentsy :

T

SR division and his assistént, Téhnant Bagley) 4in
~—

its contact with the Commission; nor did CI/R&A

displace John Scelsd in his contact with the Warren

Commission.) Rocca testified that in some instances

J. Lee Rankin of the Warren Commission would gb directly

to Helms with requests, and in other instances David

Slawson, a Commission Staff counsel, conferred directly

with{fom Hall\bf Rocca's staff. (Ibid. p. 36.)%*
. e .‘w"'/. '

The record reveals that on certain issues of
particular sensitivity Rocca was not permitted to act
as the Agency's point of contact with the Warren Commission.

He testified that “"compartmentalization was observed

notwithstanding the fact that I was the working level

point of contact.® [HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond

* Although James Angleton functioned as Rocca's direct

superior during the course of the Warren Commission &
investigation, he did not participate on a regular :
basis in the Agency's efforts to supply substantivgg e . B2
information to the Warren Commission nor did he dea 7

on a direct basis with Warren Commission representa-
tives. (excepting Allen Dulles on an unofficial basis;
‘HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca,78/17/78,
p. 17-18; HSCA Classified Deposition of James Angleton,
10/5/78, p. 78.) However, Angleton testified to this
Committee that he did attempt to keep apprised of
developments as the investigation progressed through
consultation with Rocca. (HSCA Classified Deposition of
James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 81)
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Rocca,&g>l7/78, pP- 18) Rocca cited by way of example

the case of the Soviet defector Nosenko. Rocca

testified that he did not attend any of the Agency

discussions_pertaining to Nosenka's case (Ibid.)

S

Rather, (as it affected the Warren Commission investi-
gation) responsibility for the Nosenko case was

assigned to qdﬁid Murphy, Chief of SR Division, in o

addition to R‘i\chard“‘Hé'ﬁﬁé.@:b'ld) . [ .

Rocca described the CI staff mail intercept program,

~

‘HTLINGUAL,as a second example of an Agency matter
about which he had no knowledge nor input vis a vis

the Agency's support role to the Warren Commission.

(Ibid., pp. 19-20.) Rather, James Angleton and Birch

2,

W

O'Neal handled the disposition of this particular
material (HSCA Classified Deposition of J. Scelso,

S/16/78, p. 113, wherein Scelso states that CI Staff

z
o

N A & ¢ #
including O'Neal, was: repository of HTLINGUAL intercepts;
louck see H-Sca_g_ga_,:gg»j)e_?. o€ Birch O'lnaA ;‘;(2::(72;} "Q?""g‘f
wiharein Olaest stodls +hat Ae dik not Kaew hetiar
Warren GmmissTon bad know | o€ Fhe HTLIVEIAL
Proaram bRcrus®  vas not A (‘e:rf‘ang‘,};,!& o me.u
i’.\\ov@ul‘c’\(.ommisfloﬂ W itA makiriads SRA tro
Ve RTAINSJIARA PFOé(‘Lm\.

7

g
Y "-e .

oy

v

)
Uy

&igssificgtisn: 008625

! ified derivation:
'assss‘lf#ied %yy Jerivation:




©

'lQZﬂC wherein it is stated that Helms remained senior

Elgssifieation:

This fsrm s 19 be wed fv matsiial stoster |
oM ElA—ssnirslisd dosymantsy ‘

In summary, it was Rocca's testimony that an internally
decentralized information-reporting function best
characterized the organization of this second phase
of the Agency's investigative efforts to assist .

W @ Cingy Pepa o K. Zocen,2[17/7§
the Warren Commission. (¥bid., p. 10; HSCA Classified
Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 75, 80.

See also CIA Doc. Rocca Memo for Reqord, 1 April 1975,

Subject: Conversation with David W. Belin, April 1, ..

official in charge.of the overall investigation,
with CI staff acting as a coordinator and repository

of information collected.)
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A.Opinions of Warren Commission and CIA Representatives

Regarding Warren Commission-~CIA Relationship

The Committee has contacted both representatives of.
the Warren Commission staff and those representatives of
the CIA who played significant roles in providing CIA~
generated information to the Warren Commission. The
general consensus of these representatives is that the
Warren Commission and the CIA enjoyed a successful

working relationship during the course of the Commission's

investigation. (HSCA Class. Depo. of R. Rocca 7/17/78,
p. 18) (See also Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helms,
8/9/78, EF?24,) William Coleman, a senior staff counsel
for the Warren Commission who worked closely with Warren
Commission staff counsel W. David Slawson on matters
which utilized the CIA's resources, characterized
the CIA representatives with whom he dealt as
highly competent, cooperative, and intelligent.

{See HSCA staff interview of William Coleman,

T e . .
8/2/78.) Mr. Slawson expressed a similar opinion

regarding the Agency's cooperation and quality

0060623
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of work. (Executive Session Testimony of W.
David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. l17;see also JFK

Exhibit 23.)

J. Lee Rankin, General Counsel for the
\iv Warren Commission, testified that the Warren gg
Commission and its staff were assured Sy the CIA
e that the Agency would cooperate in the Commission's gg
;F“: workT#Y(HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin,
‘4? 8/7/78, p.4; HSCA Class. Depo. of John McCone, gé
8/17/78, p. 9)

John McCone, Director bf Central Intelligence g
at the time of President Kennedy's assassination ;
and during the Warren Commi.ssion investigation,
supported Mr. Rankin's testimony in this regard
by characterizing the CIA's work vis—-a-vis
the Warren Commission as both responsiYe and
comprehensive. (HSCA Class. Dépo. of john |

' McCone, 8/17/78, p. 5) Mr. McCone was responsible

for ensuring that all relevant matters were
.._——-—"'''"-'-_'-‘-‘--'._--——-..j ’
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conveyed by the CIA to the Warren Commission.
(Ibid., pp. 5-6) In this regard, Mr. McCone
testified that:

The policy of the CIA was to give the Warren
Commission everything that we had. I
personally asked Chief Justice Warren to

come to my office and took him down to the
vault of our building where our information is
microfilmed and stored and showed him the
procedures that we were following and the
extent to which we were giving him -- giving
his staff everything that we had, and I think
he was quite satisfied. (Ibid., p. 9)

However; as woill subscquentty be discyssed, +nelia policy cOxnmof fo
d ix F+he wd?fighuém?-ﬁs;nq ev%ﬁ":ngifhgﬁoﬁéusx&;‘ PReevi R L W enCommisss,
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S Materials Be Made Promptly Available By

 &~- CIA To Warren Commission

Mr. Raymond Rocca, - t2 AJOfmﬁﬂgisld'uwgngﬁqﬁfvr'df cih

.9 : .-
PRlrey aren roupest . .
P4 the Warren Commission investigation,

-characterized the Agency's role as one of

2 e -

full support to the Warren Commission. Mr.

Rocca, who served as the Chief of the Research and

099030
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Analysis Divison for the Counter-Intelligence
Staff of the CIA, stated under oath that
Richard Helms had given the following

directive:

bh a.n 'YL/‘I
(zhl material bearing 1ﬁ-aﬁy—way at
could be of assistance to the
Warren Commission should be seen by CI@?
staff and R @nf A and marked for us. He
i issued very, very strictly worded

__— indications -~ they were verbal in so
; far. as I know -~-= that we were to leave no
stone unturned.
(HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymcnd Rocca,
7/17/78, p. 24)
2 e ’
B B2
3 @ '3
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132 ‘ l C. Berk

€Elassified by orVaHRs



il

. Classification:

Mr. Rocﬁﬁis 2ddrds 8% &2 Bimmdinawladdaed Mr. Helms'

. —controlled documents, .
orders were fo&io é to the letter gy all CIA employees.

(Ibid. p. 24.) Mr. Rocca concluded that on this bagis:
"Eﬁg CIA was to turn over and to develop.any information
bearing on the assasSinatién that could be of assiétance
to the Warren Commission." (Ibid., p. 26.) |
A different view of the CIA's role régarding the
supply of CIA's information to the Warren Commission was
propounded by Riqhard,Helms. Mr. Helms, who served as
the CIA's Deputy Director for Plans durihg the Warren

Commission investigation

, was dl*ectly responSLble for the

CIA's investigation of President Kennedy's assaSSLnatlontindffhe
25 FablishmeaX o€ ClA pelicy vida els Vha Warcen Commission,
(Ibid., p. 23.) He testified to the Committee that the

CIA made every effort to be as responsive as possible to

Warren' Commission requests. (Exec. Sess. Text. of Richard
Héimé, 8/9/78, p-. lb.) Mr. Helms a2dded further testimoﬁy

regarding the manner in which the CIA provided its infor-

mation to the Warren Commission. He stated:

An inquiry would come over (from the Warren Com-
mission). We would attempt to respond to it. .
But these inquiries came in individual bits angg
pieces or as individual items...Each individual

item that came along we took care of as best ve
could. (Ibid., pp. 10-11.)

However, i1t was Mr. Helms' recollection that the CIA

provided information to the Warren Commission primarily
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from ClA——controlled documents.)
oath he supported this proposition:

Mr. Goldsmith: In summary, -is it your position that
the Agency gave the Warren Commission
information only in response to speci-
fic requests by the Warren Commission?

Mr. Helms: That is correct.

I want to modify that by saying that
memory is fallable. There may have been
times or circumstances under which some-

© thing different might have occured, but
my recollection 1is that we were attempting
to be-responsive and supportive to the
~ FBI and the Warren Commission. When
e they asked for something we gave it to
‘ -them. - T

s : _ , As far as our volunteering information
. ot is concerned, I have no recollection of

‘ ' whether we volunteered it or not.
- SO (Ibid., p. 34.)

Mr. Helms' characterization of fulfilling Warren

AN

.. 3 by Cagh, .
Commission raguests on a casgﬁba51s rather than uniformly

‘volunteering relevant information to the Warren Commission

stands in direct opposition to J. Lee Rankin's perception

.of the CIA's investigative responsibility. Mr. Rankin was

asked by Committee Counsel whether he worked under the .
4 2 TP

impression that the Agency's responsibility was simply to
réspond to questions that were addressed ﬁo CIA by the
Warren Commission. In response, Mr. Rankin testified as
follows:

Not at all and if anybody had told me that I

would have insisted that the Commission com-
municate with the President and get-a different

: 2 ‘ ad h i
grrange@&%sz?fﬁaﬁsnxge might not ask the right
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questions and then we would not have the '

information and that would be absurd.

(HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin,

8/17/78, p. 4)

Mr. Slawson added support to Rankin's position
testifying that Warren Commission requests to the CIA
were rarely spécific. "The request was made initially
that they give us all information pertinent to the

assassination investigation." (Exec. Sess. Test. of

W. David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 29)

T, - - . T ; _ , ‘ . ..
B ) CIA's Fadard 1o Tiscles LS Anris
N : T St s : . :
LT 7o SHL3ad3 ) NoATIN ™ oy 0 ey NACITH .

[’ . . R
ALl YN YN S L BTN o S

R R R S, EER Wil

9n unfortunate consequence: of L3 ien lomnisuion ~eliame on
AR CIA +o prodide tm Carmmisifon w0 CTh Ol reic (ant
~ ‘ L] -

CIA v'n _\%‘L'rf.-\;\ I > re PO L TS PRL Y

the subsequent exposure of the CIA's anti-Castro
assassination plots /(SSC Book V) see also(Alleged

Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders, Interim

v Report, SSC, 11/20/75171 Paragernreatiy—evenr—tf~the ’

.

N The reco rk reveond § thest e,
\;ﬁ»f protsy s CIA's point of contact with the Warren

4\'«\ . Commission. weukd—pet—havewpeen—abrte—to—provide=tie.

\Q I
) @ - . iy ‘-_f
2o Abessfodfom:__—secrec— | 00 0 J ¢
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COMmMIESToN With LNLO0rmation 80 requestaa—As
'wavﬁoacA.

MIT—ROEET & tesEimony Yevexls, 4% had no

knowledge at the time of the Warren Commission

investigation of Agency efforts to assassinate
Fidel Castro. (HSCA Class. Depo. ¢of Raymond
Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 50{%’ 524/)f3"




Classification:
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p

tg Wdrren Commi;s&dﬁfgggg,reqﬁggzsd by the
c°A/ﬁ;jigﬂfzz:fggg;rcH’Egg’report o) 7';:2§£éﬁti _
2?1 CI ti-CastTo assass%gatlon erationms, Rocca's
\5> il % Rur lding| 2o sd{/ :
' efforts would havVe produ . no stantive informa-

0 /
én. (rBid., p. 497% .
The record %@g&(%éﬁ;ajﬁ that the CIA desk

also

officer who was initially given the responsibility

by Mr. Helms to investigate L Lee Harvey

Oswald, and the assassination of Piesident Kennedy

had no knowledge of such plots during his in&esti—
c‘.")114),crat.'a,on. HS Class. Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78,

& st ) da=igF ¥ rhr 2aacd to e FMLASH cperect /o
g pp- 73, 312} A Mr. Scelso testified that had he

known of such assassination plots the following

action would have been taken:

“we would have gone at that hot and heavy.

4 We would have queried the agent (AMLASH)
- ¢~ . about it in great detail. _I would have
. had him polygraphed by the best operative
security had to see if he had (sic) heen
a double-agent, informing Castro about 2 TIPS
our poison pen things, and so on. I
"would have had all our Cuban sources. )
queried about it." (Ibid., p. 166) Ql}ﬁ{)

P

Y

' (W]
~gHh,

As the record reflects,  these plots were known

by few within the CIA. Mr. Helms' testimony regarding

Boc « « =cot ,_ﬂre,& hewas netin .._?ofn"r M'i‘olu\f.n-{l‘c‘ucj‘hang ,.((ui—e_.\—hg(&k

Aukisa pials qacARHCaxtry WM!“‘"‘ rate be ans HOEA Ay TS Wio H”ﬁw“"‘ chain &
QQMMAF-L«NM LA)’M*L a\N:i "\4.4 LA f:u:t\ﬂf“v&u/\ @maz m}

Sees e e pou —
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these plots reveals that the Agency compromlsedm4¥VLP°htg ot
j+s Pirecter
,Lts:pxpmxse to supply all relevant information to
See Sttmentet Jonn M‘_go(\Gj f lOd,ner‘eln )
the Warren Commission. The following exchange

betweenlCQmmittee Counsel and Mr. Helms illustrates

T PN

the iextent . {of the Agency's compromlse-_

Mr. Goldsmith: Mx. Helms, I take it from your
testimony that your position is
that the anti-~Castro plots, in
fact, were relevant to the
Warren Commission's work; and,
in light of that, the Committee
would like ta be informed as to
why the Warren Commission was
not told by you of the anti-

.Castro assassination plots.

Mr. Helms: I have never been asked to testify
before the Warren Commission about
. our operations.

Mr. Goldsmith: If the Warren Commission did not
know of the operation, it certainly
was not in a position to ask you
about 1it.

Is that not true?

Mr. Helms: Yes, but how do you know they did U

- not know about it? How do you
know Mr. Dulles had not told th o
How was I to know that? And besites?
I was not the Director of the Agency
and in the CIA, you did not go
traipsing around to the Warren Com-
mission or to Congressional Committees
or to anyplace else without the
Director‘s permission.

¢ #

AT

QR

Mr. Goldsmith: Did you ever discuss with the Director
whether tnz Warven Commission
should be informed cf the anti-Castro
assassination olots?
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Mr. Helms: I did not, as far as I recall.
(HSCA Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard .
Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 30-31.%, emphasis
added o

)

Mr. McCone testifed that he first became aware

of the CIA's anti-Castro assassination plots
.involving CIA-Mafia ties during August 1963. He
stated that upon leafning of these plots he directed
that the. Agency cease all such activities. (HSCA

Class. Depc; of John McCone, 8/17/78, p. 13)

When asked whether the CIAAdesired to withold informa-

tion from the. Warren Commission about the Agency anti-

Castro assassination plots to avoid embarrassing the
Agency or causing an international crises he gave

the following response:

NGRS,

"I cannot answer that since they (CIA
employees knowledgeable of the
continuance of such plots) withheld
the information from.me. I cannot
answer that question. I have never .
been satisfied as to why they with-
held the information from me. {Ibid.,
p- 16)

N

¢ @

S

Regarding the relevancy of such plots to éﬁ% &

Warren Commission's work, Warren Commission counsels '

AN,

,‘Eaggkiﬁj Slawson and Spegtqr'were in agraement that

such information should have been reported to the

NG

.

h
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from CIA-——contr c$rents. )
Warren Commission. (Exec. Sess. Test. of W.

David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 27; Exec. Sess. Test.
of Arlen Spector 11/8/77,-pp< 45-46; CF, Exec.
Sess. Test..of_Wesley Liebeler, 11/15/77, o. 711
where he states tﬁat possible witholding of
information by CIA about Agency attempts to
assassinate Castro did not significantly affect
Warren Commissionfinvesﬁigation)

Frem—the—CIXls—perspeetive, Mr. Rocca
testified that had he known of the anti-Castro
assassination plots his efforts to explore the
-possibility of a retaliatory assassination against
‘-Ppesident Kennedy by Castfo wéﬁld have been intensi-
fied. He stated that: " a c¢mpletely different
'?pfééédural approach brobably'would and should have
been taken.“ (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca
7/17/78, p. 45) |

John Scelso, the above-cited CIA desk officer
who ran the CIA's initial inves ;igation of President
Kennedy's assassmnatlon’ﬁntll that respgn51blllty
was given to the CIA's counterintelligence staff,

offered a highly critical appraisal of Helms'

non~-disclosure to the Warren Commission:

| o Pa . g M ‘-.
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Mr. Goldsmith: Do you think Mr. Helms was
acting properly when he failed
to tell the Warren Commission
about the assassination plots?

“Mr. Scelso: No, I think that was a morally

highly reprehensible act, which <
he cannot DOSSlbly justify under /
his oath of office, or any . '
other. standard of professional
public service. (HSCA Class.
-Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78)

s Prspmnsii 11Ty
. T . Agency Geﬁeern for the. Sanctlty

of Sensitive Sources and Methods - Pactdrs Affecting

‘CIA’Reéponse to Warren Commission Réquests

The length of time required by the CIA to
respond to the Warren Commission's requests for-

information was depéndent upon 1) the availability

of information; % 2) the complexity of the issues

oresented by the request and 3} the extent to which
the relevant information touched upon sensitive CIA
sources and methods. On the first two points, MR

Helms testified that when CIZ had been able to

satisfy a Commission request, the CIA would then send

a reply back:

"and some of tHese inquiries obviously
took longer than others. '
For example, some might anOlV

oo
J‘-N"'\‘AJ

Classification:

0866490

Classified by derivation:

R

R, R WEA |

5

R, R

g, G

.
3%
(253
%

Y.

h.



Classification: —S BN ES

(This form is to be used for material extrocted
from ClA——controlled documents.)

checking a file which was in Washington.
Other inquiries might involve trying to
. see if we could locate somebody in some
overseas country.’
Obviously, one takes longer to per-
form than the other. (Exec. Sess. Test.
of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 25)
- -
es theszi!s coricern for pgptécting its

& o o
ces and.-methods. caused the Warren

s, T W, O

o . oF . 5 ° / :X/

n to expérience greater diffiedlty i

getting re;é@ant informdtion tham”when e protec-—
tion such soureés and methods w not at issue.

J. Lee Rankin expressed the opinion that the Agency's
effort to procect its sensitive sourcesnand%me\pods}Fler~U¢f(
Withn PE40rk o CiAsuriflance oo hMexice

17 . effectd{the quality of the information to Whlch

the Warren Commission and its staff were given

"‘4"&'_ o

3

access. (HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankln 8/_2 aF s sens it
é R

’2." . A’S or P/ OU_('c{‘; O b el & !
22) As a result of €h¢~€§A S concern, in some instances

i h ] +¢Mi’(j
i A u—\/\.\o

the Agency

R

llmlé%écc\ﬁ“a

peoved YA ~ &
. l{asca cllass. Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78, p. 1533 . L B
: , : &
eld.t-d
The Committee has identified two areas of
concern in which the Agency's desire to protect 1ts 5

or\'p(((f“(adllg'

sensitive sources and methods impesess the Warren

Commission's investigation. These are:

e

]
4
3]
)
]
M

Classification:
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1) wWitholding informatjon from the Warrcn

}—ﬂ&. FandPy

Commission ° . perteaifiing’/to +the—phote-
susvetllamce [a‘nd telephbnic‘»surveillanc e ]

operations of the CIA's Mexico City Station

2) As a related consideration, the Agency's

reticence to reveal the origin of the photograph

now referred to as that of the "Mexico

Cit stery Man" develeped Hedak Me’"wc““‘l f"“'{“ -
éur%ﬁﬁ'o\m.f léud‘ }oqs ‘c& »

Q1A ‘I"n‘t'gax Concern fer gcptul. ~e
SenKativl Seuer Y m’m¢+hod§

The CIA's concern for revealing the existence

of sensitive technical operations, as outlined above,
Mr. Scelso comented that "we were not authorized

(Ibld., P. 158) But Scelso did testify that: ’*ﬁm"‘

g
was evn.dent from the inception of the Warren Commission. §
"We were going to give them intelligénce

e “/) reports which derived from all our sources%
A Y p‘\( including technical gources, including the \ \( g
Q/{ Q 2\ <g'> Ete‘lephdri'e'1‘%3:htérc'ept A_End the information vl
N 0};" gotten from the interrogation of Silvia
) Duran, for example, which corresponded
s @ almost exactly with the information from

C the telephone intercepts J

é : at flrs*' to reveal all our technical operations.”

v,

Mr. Scelsco's characterization is supported by

examination of the background to the first major CIA

report furnished the Warren Commission regarding

Classification: :.5---‘--:1-'" . 000642 §

] ) » © 1 Classified by derivation:
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Lee Harvey Oswald's trip to Mexico City. (CIA

\ M

Lee Rankin from Richard Helms) Much of the
information provided to the Warren Commission
in this.report was based upon sensitive sources
and methods, identification of which had been
deleted completely from the report. |
The CIA policy limiting Warren Commission

knowlédge of CIA sources and methods was articu-
iated as early as December 20, 1963, at which
time a cable was - sent from CIA headguarters to
the Mexmco Clty Station which stated:

. Our present plan in vassing information

- T¥o-the~Wa¥ren CommiSsion—is to eliminate
mention of[telephone tapsa in order to

- protect - your contrnulng“ébs. Will rely
“instead on statements of Silvia Duran

and on contents of Soviet Consular file

7?}6\C i __ which §oviets gave[p : Mﬁ,~€IﬁT?QCT”EOTAT v
T~ _ #420-757, 12/20/63, Dit 90466)
The basic-policy érticulaﬁed in the December
20, 1963 cableAis also set forth: in a CIA memorar®im ¢
7 of December l;fKI;ES(;; it specifically concerned ' '
‘the CiA's.relations.wigﬁvthe,EB;1._ ~ (CIA Memorandum
for File, 12/20/63,{g;iii-8;§3iifwlncludad in w1th Soft
file materials) In that memo;a?gdﬁjfg;;gg O'Neal | ,
Qi)év; of the CIA Counterintelligenégaééécial Investigatig;;

Group S%gfb wrote that he had been advisad by Sam
Classx ication:
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Papich, FBfoailzAsannttdleddecuBEass.) that the FBI was

anticipating a request from the Warren Commission

for copies of the FBI's materials which supported

ox comp%ihented the FBI's fivé volume report of
December 9, 1963 that had been submitted to the
—

Warren Commission. Papich provided 6}Neal\§itﬁV

e

this report which indicated that‘somgluni;gd
States Agency was&tappingitelgppgnes in Mexico

-and asked himnwhefher the FBI could supply the

Warren Commigsion with the sourcE:of the%@élephbne

- ——
7 ~.

' { h s
taps}j O(Neals memorandum shows that he discussed
this matter with Scelso. After a discussion
with Helms, Scelso was directed by Helms to prepare

CIA material to be passed to the Warren Commission.

;’O’ﬁéél wrote:
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He (Scelso) was quite sure it was not
.the Agency's desire to make available
to the Commission at least in this
manner--via the FBI-sensitive informa-~
tion-which could relate to[telephone
taps,] (CIA Memo for File, 12/20/63, by
.Birch™\O'Neal,} included in_Soft File matérials)*

B e i I N e = N

i K : [ e o~ A et

ot A R s o 2 - .
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The opinion expressed by Scelso as of December
20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, 1964 in a
formalized fashion,” (s’hen Helms expressed his
concern regarding exposure by the FBI of Agency
sources to the Warren Commission. Helms wrote
that the CIA had become aware that the FBI had
already: - ,

called to the attention of the
Commission, through its attorney,
that we have information {{as deter-
mined from Agency sources)] coinciding ;
with th€ date’when Oswald was in Mexico
City and which may have some bearing

on his activities while in that area.

. (CIAa dissemination to FBI, 1/14/64,
_ CIA 2 CSCI-=3/779/510. fota q14-9\

© 7 Mr. Helms further indicated that the CIA might

be called upon to provide additional information
acquired from checks of CIA records and agency

sources. He suggested that certain policies be
employed to enable CIA to work cooperatively

with the Commission in a manner which would Y ¢
protect CIA information, sources and methods.
Among the policies articulated were two which
Helms claimed would enable the Agency to control
the flow of Agency originated information. In
this way the CIA could check the possibility of
revealing its sources and methods inadvertantly.
The policies articulated were:

o —
&
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The CIA policy of eliminating reference to Agency

sensitive sources and methods is further revealed
by examination of an Agency cable, dated January 29,

1964, sent from CIA Headquarters to the CIA Mexico

City Station. (CIA Doc. FOIA £398-204, 1/29/64;"

"DIR'§7829)V This cable indicated that knowledge of

AgedCJ sourccs and tochnlques was still belng with-
held from the Warren Commission, and stated that on

Saturday, February 1, 1964, the CIA was to present

‘@ report on Oswald's Mexico City activities to the

ol

LQ

(

LTI

Warren Commission which would be in a form
protective of the CIA's Mexico City Station's

sources and techniques (Ibid.)

(Footnote cont'd from pg. 23.)

1) Your Bureau not disseminate information re-
ceived from this Agency . WltHOUL prior concuyg
rence

&

2) In instances in which this Agency has provided
information to your Bureau and you consider
that information is pertinent to the Commission's

interest, and/or compl%hen ts (s#cT or otherwise e

is pertinent to information developed or
received by your Bureau througa other sources
and is being provided by you to the Commission,
you refer the Commission to this Aoonc). In

such cases it will be appreciated if you will
advise us of such roFarral in order that we mav ‘

anticjpate.the , qss*blc future interest of thea il
&g»}fﬁfva ; . e
IR A iate gareetm prenaratory s;eps to

Commis

meeting its needs. (Ibidg. )a~n\“
. - 10551fx°d by derivation:
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. L
Telephone Taps

Mr. Helms offered testimony regardlng the CIA's
reticence to inform the Warren Commission, at least

during. the lnltlal stage of the Commission' s work,

\\.

of the CIA® S[Eelephonlc anélpho;o surveillance

operations in Mexico Cl;y.
The reason for the sensitivity of these
[teleohone tag‘s‘j and purveillance was not
only oec%@se it wa& sensitive from - -the
Agency's standpoint, but the[telephone
‘taps weref OZ
_:]and therefore,

if this had become public } nowledge,

it would have caused very bad feelings

betweentMexicéﬁand the United States,

and that was the reason. (Exec. Sess.

Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 51-52)

Thg/éiA’s/ﬂgﬁillingness to inform the Warren

. e
. f . : e - . - . .
Commy, §§;n/x the é;ly stages of its~investigation

i

Ve

the .dbovesdéscribed surveillénce operdticns is

a . urce/or copcern t?/phls Commi-ttee. Ituls '
/ Y

." /3 L
1nd~cat1ve Bf an Agency po11cy deSLgned to skew
Pl / s
iﬁ/iﬁ§/f§vor JLhe form,and sub%;;néé of 1nformat4‘p
/

the j;i/ﬁéf:’uni9mfortable(provad1ng the Warren
/// -

Commiésion. (HSCA Class..bépo;{if/gp n Scelso,
5/6/78, p. 158) Thi proceii/, ght well/hégg
o

e

Mfission's ability to -proceed in

hampered the Cor

0809
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As thed previously, on January 31, 1964,

the CIA provided the Warren Commission with a

YR

memorandum that chronicled Lee Harvey Oswald's

) ) o . altscnh (Tl A
Mexico City visit during September 26, 1963 - S st ¢ coih

(CIA Doc.”FOIA £509-803 1/31/64 Pooyial LUl c;’j,(g
October 3, 1953,M-Thatwmemorand : not mention,,s: sendl pans

§T

.

) R 7'}: Py
that Oswald's various conversations. with the. Cuban' /"-’31'\"3-§
and Soviet Embassy/Consulates had been{tapped -and 7?

by‘dKan;ncy s Mexico City Sta o

subsequently]transcrlbed. Furthermore, that memo-

randum did not mention that the CIA had[fapped

SRR

and]transcribed conversations between Cuban Embassy o
employee'Sylvia Duran and Soviet officials at the

[ 4
-
Soviet Embassy/Consulate(Q;r w€§’ eﬁgion,méae of (

ﬁ///:ii/grésideng,ﬁé%ticos‘

&
)
A 7C T S T N o N

the conversations betwee

&n - Ambassadgr-to Mexico Armas-which the CIA~

dlsortapmed ano.] tr scrlbea/ :

7 l—v“:s‘w
On Februa 11964, Helms appeared before the
ﬁ\m}\ﬂ.ﬂ"{ -
Commission and kke?y discussed the memorandum of - &
January 31, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA £498-204, 1729/, o ' * %‘5
DIR 97829) On February 10, 1964, J. Lee Rankin wrote
: ¢
Helms in regard to the CIA memorandum of January 31. %
. 4
(JFK Doc. No. 3872 ) A review of Rankin's letter
&
£
?
e s e
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‘ ~ .
- indicates that as of his writing, the Warren ‘j 4

COmmlSSlOn had no substantlve knowledge of[%hely}rﬁ \<wt1ﬂ‘
ltelephonlc survelllancéhppéfaﬁion or the production 4-

i. eii)the tapes and transcrlpts(:%rom that operatLOEZJ
Rankin inquired in the February 10, 1964 letter

whether Oswald's direct communication w1th employees ﬁ(“

> [
P!

of the Soviet Embassy (as stated in Paragraph 1 v :ﬁ

ey

of January 31 memorandum) had been fac1lltated by v -;1§?kﬁ“f

- Y‘\
wutelephone or “interview. Manifestly, had‘the Warren

Commission been. informed of the[te}ephonlc
sufvéillancé]qperation and its success ipE%appingJ
Oswald this inquiry by Rankin would not have been
made.

- Raymond Rocca's testimony tends to support
ihis.cénelusiﬁﬁ: It was Rocéa‘s-reéollection that
-between tﬁe tiﬁe»period of January 1964 -~ April 1964,
Warren Commission's representatives had visited the
CIA's headquarters in Langley, Virginia and had &g , ¢

been shown various transcripts resulting fro{:the

i,
o

"EgIA's'telephdnic surveillance]'operations in Mexico

City. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78,

p. 89) However, Mr. Rocca did not personally make
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(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA~—controlled documents.)

this material available to Commission representa-—
tives and was not ableoto state under oath

precisely the point in time at which the Warren
Commission first learned of these operations. (Ibid.)

On February 19, 1964 the CIA responded to

(<D 384, For AW, § TI-Fo8 4

Rankin's lnqulry of February 10. The Agency
response did indicate that Oswald had phoned the
Soviet Consulate and was also interviewed at the
Consulate. However, the Agency ' neither revealed
the source of this information in its response to
the Commission nor indicated that this source

Would be revealed by other means (e.g; by oral
briefing). ;(Ibidr)

Warren Commission Xnowledge ct[CTA melenbonlc Survelllanrgl

During the period of March - April 1964,
David Slawson drafted a series of memoranda which
among other issues «concerned Warren Commission krfw-— o, ¢
ledge of and access to the praduction ma;erlal
derlved from the(CIA telephonlc survelllancé\Bpegatlons
in Mexico City. A review of these memoranda tends

to support the Committee's belief that the Warren

Commission, through Mssrs. Slawson, Coleman, and

\
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;“ ' to the referenced_material. Nevertheless, by March

Clc:ssiﬁcaﬁon-

- 1
o lsow T
b3
<

“and Wllle*ﬁg“'ﬁi‘a%ﬁtwob%é’s?? é?fc%‘g@'“‘of’éi"ﬁ* telephonie

from CiA—controlled documents.)
sarvelllance]materlals until April 9, 1964. On

oY T

QR

that date, Coleman, Sl&&son and W};lens:met:zifh

“é;§i§EEEEZ>the CIA's Chief of Station in Mexico

City, who provided them wiéﬁ‘various.transcripts”

and translatlons[derlved froﬁICIA;ieiephone t3 p;T }
of the Cuban and Soviet Embassy/ (Slawson
Memorandum—-of April 22, 1964, Subject: Trip to

s\\I\iexicé ‘City Al)

N
~...

Prior t& April 9,it appears doubtful that

the Commission had been given even partial access

12, 1964, the fecord indicates that the Warren

Commission had at. least become~aware thatfthe CIA

N GRS R

dld ma1nta11 telephonlc surveﬂlance:]oF the Cuban

Embassy/Consulate;~ (Slawson memorandum, March 12, ;g
" 1964, éubj:lmeeting with CIA representatives). 5
Slawson's memorandum of.March_lZ reveals.that‘the Warren 4
\Comﬁission had learned that the CIA possessed trad#fp o, ¢ . §

scripts of conversations between the Cuban Ambassador
@) ﬂ(g, to Mexicgfiérgég, and the Cuban President Dortico The %
Dorticos—-Armas conversations, requested by the Warren 4
he
“ lhech EMO{ \ ?"‘”‘Z::;:?"ib:ﬁi - _ //2//@ »/) ;—:

Eip s Tane FAL A LTI st 5

o;ﬂ
'Me Lo, cip V2 ‘f;
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
- from ClA—controlled docun@gﬁ’"mﬂ{h—
CommlSSlOn representatives at rn;u4u:7; with
CIA officials, including Richard Helms,.concerned
Silvia Duran's arrest and interrogation by the
Mexican ?ederal Police. (Slawson Memorandum of
April 22, 1964, pp. 3, 19, 45-46) Helms responded
to the Commission's request for access, stating
that he would attempt to arrange for the Warren
Commission's representatives to review this material.
(Slawson Memorandum of March 12, 1964, p. 6)

Another Slawson memorandum, dated Marcﬁ 25,
1964 céncefned Oswald's trip to Mexico. In that memo
Slawson wrote that the tentative cbnclﬁsions
he had reached concerning Oswald's Mexico trip,
were derived from CIA memoranda of January 31, 1964

ané February 19, 1964, (Slawson Memo andum of March

25; 1964, p. 20) and, in addition, a Mexican federal

police summary of interrogations cona%p  Shortly

5,(,‘4_1/»(4.1& ﬁvl H’ (‘_c(o
after the assassinationfwith. - S s

-

-4 %s_J Slawson wrote:
A large part of it (the summary report)
is simply a summation of what the Mexican

police learned when they interrogated Mrs.
Silvia.Duran, an employee of the Cuban
Consulate in Mexico City, and is there-

- fore only as accurate as Mrs. Duran's
testimony to the police. (Ibid.)
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These comments indicate that Slawson placed

qualified reliance upon the Mexican police summary.

Trole

Moreover, there is no indication that Slawson had

been provided the Dur§h£%elephonic-iﬁtercep%]tran—-
scripﬁs. In fact, byncifﬁﬁé"of Slawson's comments
concerning the Mexican.police report, it would

appear that the Warren Commission, as of March 25,
had been provided-little substantive information
pertaining to Silvia Duran. As Slawson reveals,

the Commission had been forced to rely upon the two
memoranda that did not make reference to the surveil-
lance operations, and a summary report issued by

the Mexicdn Federal Police. Thus, the Agency had

:\l L= e (@‘“&M .
-;i“'“?- * for over thrae months 'X>= . - exposing

T A NignaLgilS
the survelllance opeoatlons tc theAreview of the

i

concerned Warren Commission staff members. As was

: 3
stated”iﬂ“tHéNCIQ cable of December 20, 1964 to its

Mexico City Station: o s TIPS

Our present plan in passing information
to the Warren Commission is to eliminate
mention Of&telephonevtaps,}in order to
protect yo

rely instead on statements of Silvia s
Duran and on contents of t consular
file which Soviets gage ODAgiggpere.

(CIA Doc. FOIA #420-75 scT 20, 1964,3
LA °‘AAT~DIR 50466)
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Classification:

{This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

The Committee's belief that Slawson had +
Tdelephonic rnitrieph ]
not been glven access to the Duranftranscrlpts is
further supported by reference to his memorandum
1964 (@592 wherein he sitates his
cbncluSLOn that Oswald had visited the Cuban

ok lentt t i€ ot raubly o ~
Embassy or three occasions. ' (Ibid, p. 2)

This
again .

conclusion, he 'wrote,was based upon an analysis of

Silvia Duran's testimony before the Mexican police.

This memorandum bears no indication that he had

reviewed any of the Duran transcrlpts;////;thermore,
_.%/’“ ’ i ccess to thef transcrlpﬁs,

iiﬁsjﬁis anaXysis and accgrdingly noted for this-

e =

Py ) L &
flpu:posey/fézs_analysf- would haverfeflected fhe fact

his review gither by its, orroboration or
: -~ e et

Dt s o - . £ . -
criticism of the above cited Mexican -police summary report.

p é;;ggs to the{C

oduct;on would have clarified some M o

Logical ‘s telephg

¢ .

(/

Por example, o)

(Slaw§9n Memorandum of Apr{i 21, 1964 Subj: [}nééggepts l

‘-vctl

?u.f

ambiguiﬁias SeptembenyZ? at 4: OS p..

rom Soviet and Cuban Embassies in Mexico, p. 2}
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Classification: AL

Silvia Durgp, YeheRhened Kbe SowlakiFwRessy and

from Clff—controll documents)
eric was pre

AR,

stated that an

ntly at th

Cuban Embasg{¢ requeéting an if-transit visit to

Cuba. This Amerjcan was lgter determijfed by C%%fanalysts

'/,

' to be QSwald. at ll:%ﬁga.m.,

Again on :éétember 2

Duran’ teleploned the

J £
an American, subse

Joviet Consulate statjhg tﬁgxﬁ
v
ently 1deif}ried by @IA andlysts

as Oswald was at éﬁe Cuban EmPassy. - (Ibid. . 4)
7 ‘gf( CO('f'OCb/'d« "?ﬁ Q‘;\A(-w‘ viSetss o ¥ha C ~Can Mo«gs‘)

Had this! informatiom*been mdde avall§ble tofSlawson,

“@%.

his calculations of Oswald's activifﬁies in Mexico %

o2,

City would have been moré firmly established than 7

e d-*!a#«i ¢~ RS D € s adheane .

they were as”of March 27, 1964. %

: i

The record supports the Committee's finding 4

that as of April 2, 1964 the Warren Commission had <

- &

still not been given access to the anove~re renged =

ol ng,gu(u,mdﬁf.w\ ;.tnu‘l—jﬁ AT u\&*"-f‘-t.vf’z
serles[of{%elephonlc intercepts ; - memorandun of

, s

that date by.Coleman and Slawson, - posed one ;‘%

question to the CIA and made two-requestsfor information

from the Agency. (Slawson - Coleman Memorandum Ofﬁg o . gg
April 2, 1964, Subj: Questions Raised by the Ambassador 7
Mann File) Coleman and Slawson wrote: %
1) What is the 1nformatlon source referred 2}

to in the November 28 telegram that ~

;_

I o ) -

Classification; ___ - 0090635 ;%f
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. : ' Classification: SECRET

VIR

(Uiwddrd inteefdededdorsaatetiel qivasctetn
from ClA——controlled documents.)
Odessa;

2) We would like to see copies of the

transcripts[of thevintercepts] translated

if'ﬁogéible, in all cases where the ’
\

ntercepts ‘refer to the assa551natlon

or related subjects:

OERh @R VR, edeh

3) We would especially like to see the
(intercept] in which the allegation that

money was passed at the Cuban Embassy

o S

is discussed (Ibid.)

The question initially posed by (Item I) in

the above-referenced memorandum of April 2 concerns

the[CIA telephonic interCeogﬂofuéepéeﬁber'27 1963 =
...... - p
Xy
at 10:37 a.m. (Slawson Memorandum of April 21 4
1964 p- l) Obv1ously, if oldweon found it necessary d
ff'i: E
to request the source of the information, he had (3,(5} o5

not as yet been provided access to the orlglnallc\“ ) i
fg  H1YC <
material by the CIA. e . 2
- LN ;

1~ Item Number T of the above~Tisting eepds to show

L 4 . C .. = . 7
éjj that the Comnisdion had»runabeeh giving access to the[}ntercega
concerning/gges:ssassigation. _ 4
e
| e e ST : 3 e
Classification: TR 039036 ;5;
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(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

Item number three of the above listing

reveals that[théEgﬁfércepﬁIBf]the Dorticos-Armas

<1 N A Y

conversation of November 22, 1964, in which the
passing of monies was discussed had not as of April

2 been provided to the Commission. The Commission
had specifically reéuested the Dorticos-Armas
transcripts at & March 12, 1964 meeting between
Commission representati&es and Adency representatives.
(Slawson memorandum, March 12, 1964, Subj: Conference
with CIA on March 12, 1964)

On April 3, 1964, Coleman and Slawson exprassed

N N 5 S {16t R

their concern for receiving complete access to all

materials relevant to Oswald's Mexico City trip:

|G,

The most probable final result of the
antire investigation of Oswald's activities

in Mexico is a conclusion that he went

R

there for the purpose of trying to reach

2
Cuba and that no bribes,. conspiracies, 2 ] & ! v ‘f;
etc. took place. |
...In order to make such a judgment (that- ig
all reasonable lines of investigation that 4
might have uncovered other motivations or f
ﬁ:




Clcssif_icéﬁon: - “.

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

possible conspiracies have been followed

AT

through with negative results), we must

become familiar with the details of what

both the American and Mexican investi-

gatory agencies there have done. This

means reading their reports, after trans-

lation, if necessary, and in some cases

talking with the investigators themselves.

{Sslawson and Coleman Memorandum, April

R LA GORR, BT

(7D of 3. 1964, Subj: Additional lines of

Investigation in Mexico Which May Prove
Lrmphrsis
Worthwhile, p. 1l.)

{#pr-a,o/& A Y GPEN .(/\au)
&

R,

}{OuﬂAﬂ?’ Maaefesfiy, Coleman s and Slawson s dQSlre %
for a thorOLgh investigation had-Peelmmm {iﬁﬁdxﬂ : 7
by, /? ,ex 5“‘”\6(/0(2‘:— ‘S'(AOJC.&T' = Yha /l/)'\/w/*f‘J -
. - <= ot
,mquMfthe'CIA's concern g: sources and methods, &
1 B
however relevant to the Commission's investigation, gr
bewenposed. Considering the-gravity and signi- .
ficance of the Warren Commission's investigation . . %
\ ) . &
) - the )
nrhﬁ./( o /M/{ faule ¢ P
Agency' oAWlthOldlng of materlal from the %

n\av}\.m tprded g a../D /,;f—bﬂfa/\%
Commission staff was etessly—iRpreper.

a. coer oty rewsoned Concluginns =t TKN N(&&&(ﬁ OYchLMr
ActHidt ¢y while (a Mex  co Q(‘rb . L éu/// ;;
§ >
e
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Clqssﬁlcahon-

(This form is to be used for material extracted

from ClA-—-cc?{mérgﬂed documents.)
On April 8, David Slawson, Howard Willens,

andAWilliam Coleman £lew td Mexico City, Mexico

to meet with the representatives of thé State
Department, FBI, CIA, and the Government of Mexico.
(Slawson Memorandum, April 22, 1964, Subj: Trip-
to Mexico City, p. 1) Prior to their departure,
they met with Thomas Mann, the U.S. Ambassador to,.
Mexico during Oswéld'é visit to Mexico City and at

the time of President Kennedy's assassination. (Ibid.)

Ambassador Mann told the Warren Commission representa-

tives that the CIA's Mex;co Clty Station was actively

engaged in photosurvelllance operatlons agalnst the

.Sov1et and Cuban Enbassy/@easu*at&s‘TIola., p. 3)

Upon the group's arrlva‘ in Mexico City, they

were met by U.S. Ambassador‘Freeman, Claire Boonstra
of the State Department Clarke Anderson of the FBI,

and Wlnston Scott of the CIA (Ibld pp. 9-10)
~ —

That same day during a meeting between the %@

e

Commission representatives an& Win Scott, Scott made

available to the group actual transcrlpts[of the CIA's

T

telephonic survelllanca,operatlons ]accompanled ith

o~ (Fh 4

?ngllSﬂ«t“anslatlons of Lhe _transcripts. In addition,
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Classification: ..-:_—:"“;___-

he prov;déth'gc form b, 13 be }ﬁd fer Tgfeé'fl ﬁﬁé%ééjraphs

from }&?Aw—-—confroli ocumenfs

for the tlme period covered by 0sWwaldlis visit

that had resulted frog photosurvelllance of the
., [3 B ’(

Cuban and Soviet Embassy entrancegpgav1d Slawson

e

wrote: ' "“‘\\

"...Mr. Scott stated at the beginning
of his Harrative that he intended to make
a complete disclosure of all facts,
including the sources of his information,
and that he understood that all three of
us had been cleared for TOP SECRET and
that we would not disclose beyond the
confines of the Commission and its
immediate staff the information we obtain-
ed through him without first clearing it
with his superiors in Washington. We
agreed to this." . {(Ibid.)

Mr. Scott described to the Commission repre-

. ey . &\ ‘e c:&‘(t.{
sentatlves the CIA's course of action 1. — —-:I:

follow1ng the assaSSLnatlon, indicating that his
staff lmmedlately began to conplle dossiers on

Oswald, Duran, and everyone else throughout Mexico

whom the CIA knew had had some contact with Oswald

{Ibid.)} Scott revealed that all known Cuban and Rﬁssiana"

L)

intelligence agents Had :R%;QKJY ~ been put under
surveillance following the assassination. Slawson
concluded : o e

. "Scott's narrat:;:\plus the material we

. were shown disclosed immediately how
incorrect our prewvious information had
been.dn OSZ ;é‘s contacts with the Soviet

and Mexica assies. Apoaront’[ the

Classification: __ eSS s,

Therelertne ghonth bate Coiban -
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
distey Ciongomndedddcsadans to which our
information had been subjected had
entered some place in Washington,
because the CIA—information that we
were shown by (Scott) was unambiguous on
almost all the>erucial points. We had
previously planned to show Scott, Slawson s
reconstruction of Oswald's ‘probable - T
activities at the embassies to get Scott' s
bpinion, but once we saw how badly distofted "
our information was we realized that this
would be useless. Therefore, instead, we ©
~decided to take as close notes as possible
from the original source materials at some

TN

G,

SE=N

S Ei ﬁ'ﬂ .'.

later time during our visit." (Ibld, p. 24)
m;f\A&

® A geparate Slawson memorandum of April 21, 1964 records<£
the results of the notetaking from ox:lglnal source %
“materials that he did follOWlnq Scott s dlsclosures. ‘f
— &
:{T
" These notes dealt exclu31vely with the[telephon;c ;%

intercepts]pertaining to the Duran and Oswald conver-

: ‘ &
sations for the period Sept. 27 - ~ Oct. 1, 1963. ?;
(Slawson demorandum, Aprll 21, 1964 Subj quyeroepts -
from the Soviet and Cuban Embassies in’ Mex1co Clty;i"y fg

£

It is ev'dent from SlgWson's rec d that they 4
r-e+/< €nit —“o /awk*““* J‘> ’4/\@0’7*’7‘4.»(5' A ST

origin source o/;érlals, in is ooé

eillance igfercepts] =t ! * 5;

the Commissibon's ability’ to draw.acoﬁiately _

‘ &

ed conclusi s'regardin Oswald's sojourn in §

co City. It/ meant thét,as of Apri%j 0, 1964,
7

gk

Ay

000062
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nearing the halfwzf p01nt of the';ﬂ}ren Commission

QO fa i pe<sSaraf

investigation, Commission was-—foreed: to retrace -

the factual path by which it had structured gswald's

activities in Mexico City. /'.further revealed that
the Agency had provided ambfbuous information to
~ i
the Commlss on when, in faét Yon almost aill the
f

51gnlr1c ntly more pr801se materials.

crucial p

/
could haye been made av llable for analiysis by the
Commission. (Ibid.) ‘}gp the-Agency s early policy

o @sr\ai<.>er‘f~c

l‘l

of not,prov1d1ng the Commission with v&%a%&y*retEVant
Cf lé“’L(
in derive Lron SRSHPEAER ~Se sitivewsources
“*h Rhampered . f . s
and--methods® agzl£ e?m&aé&wéemmed the investigation

an%;possibly foreclosed lines of }nvestigation e.g.,

Cuban 1nvolvemeﬁt, that MLQhC ha,e been more seriously

"l

'cons;dered nad thls waterlal oeen expedltlously

5
H
"

- provided. "*“;\x

A,
ey £
Lo,

e,

' N
Mexrica C 41, S‘i‘l‘kmr\ ?V\QTDS;A('J\:\H%OCC a\ru&‘f‘NL
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On November 23, 1963, FBI Special Agent Odum

showed Marguerite Oswald a photograph of a man

bearing no physical resemblance to her son (Warren

Nt 3 e el a e T 627, 1 n
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;/”’:gwa series resulting from the CIA's photosurvelllance S

b 4 4 ’ £ w b e 24
Classification: M

Commission(THedes it to3be used,hfgcs tesiol e doa
tssic frcm%iA-—-—-«:sgnt_ﬂ'é'c} documem:?ﬁ' gt ad ‘been

upplie to-the~fBI on Novenbor 22 by the CIA's

&
j;f??" Mexico City Statmoﬁ)after Agency representatives

had -searched .- their files in an effort to locate
Ibid.

1nformatlon on Oswald? {CIA Doc. DDP4-1555, 3/}5764,

Warren Commission Doc. 67) 'Thls photography -which was-.Qne

N
|

“\\. ........ g

operations against the Sov1et and Cuban Embassyﬁ@eﬁsﬁ%a%esﬁ

/‘ —

Prlor to “the” assass;patloqL/

actron,

had been linked by

e

the ‘Mexico City Station to Lee Harvey Oswald. (Ibid.)
Ridﬁard*Helﬁ§;uin a sworn affidavit before the Warren

Commission, stated that the photograph shown to

o LTk S ¢ At a*?*fﬁécloﬁjg'ﬁk\J

Marguerite Oswald ad been taken 9ﬂ~WLLUDer'4, 1963

€

d/f\/k O At S L3 (o et cave drgy PSN?Q-" i > Tw«(ét;

Mexfﬁ"‘t*f*"aﬁa“mfgta%en&ymiaﬂkeéwa%m{ha%~%¢me~%@
\Mpg 4o Nownr;za 1953
Oswald. . (Warren CommlsSLOn AffidaviT of Richard Helns
» —f (,)af((mc.}funds Jf\'f—a\f "ﬁg
/7/64, Vol. XI, pp. 469-470) .

On February 10, 1964, Marguerite Oswald testified
before the Warren Commission and recounted the cir-
cumstances under which she was shown the photogragh. ,

(Warren Commission Report Vol ;?lSBJMrs. Oswald testified

<ﬁhat she believed this photograph to have been of Jack

Ruby. (Ibid ) = -
4 e coc T*Qrc.;* picy

e 8308563
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@ o (c1a poc pIR 85177, 11/26/64) That cable concerned

Classification: .

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

Thereafter, on February 12, 1964, J. Lee
Rankin wrote to Thomas Karramesines, Assistant DDP
requesting both the identity of the individual
depicted in thé photograph agd an eﬁ?ianation of
the c1rcumstances by which this photograpﬁ\was
obtained by the Central Intelligence Agency.
{Letter of J. Lee Rankin, Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc.
$3872) FolA s'%g DE3A

| On that same day, in a sepérate letéer,
Rankin wrote to DCI McCone regarding materials
that the CIA had disseminated since November 22,
1963 to the Secret Service but not to the Warren
Commission. Rénkin requestad copies of these
materials which inciuded three CIA cables. The
cables concerned the photograph subsequently shown
by the FBI to Oswald's mother of the iﬁdividual
originally identified by the ngico City Station

as Lee Harvey Oswald. (Letter of J. Lee Rankin

Fued
Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. $3872) 57 (-232H

SGHRA,

Among the materials dlssenlnated by the CIA

by e Hoet 22 Col ’3({) :*D

to ASTCTEt Service was a November 26 dissemination.

Fo/A JoG-25 1

Classification; __ ==~ %

089654

Classified by derivation:

-

RN

ik,

et

R

i

s,



- 43 -

Classification:

(This form is to be used for r_material-extracted

the DorticRsmlelas JfrtReusakeaRs and disclosed-the

exzstence OL[CI% telephonlc surve;llancg]pperatlons]
ln.MEXlCO Clty at the time of the assassination
ané\Oswald éiearller visi As a result the CIA was
‘reluctant to make the material disseminated to

the Secret Service available to the Warren Commission

for in so doing the Agency would have necessarily exposed[its

Fﬁélephonic<surveillance operationﬁko the Commission.

NP

.

- - John Scelso testified regarding the circumstances

surroundlng the eventual explanatlon given to the

Commission .recounting the orlglég of the photograph in

question. Scelso sta;éd:

"We did not initially disclose to the
Warren Commission all of our technical.
operations. --In other words, we did not
initially dlsclose to them that we had
_photosurvelllance because the November
photo we had ~ (of MMM) was not of Oswald.
Therefore it did not mean anythlng, you

see?"y H §CA Cluss Depe of John Seefsa, 5‘//(9/f%f>!5‘8

Mr. Goldsmith: ...S50 the Agency was making a unilateral
decision that this was not relevant to the Warren

Commission.=t L&A

Scelso: Right, we were not authorized, at first,
to reveal all our technical operations.
ESEd—etassrDepos I ~Joiir-3cerso=571t6v 78,
peds0y TTbid '
In summary the records shows that
By February 12, 1964 the Warren Commission had

inadvertantly requested access to[telephonié]surveillance
production, a cause for concern within the {}ﬁgpvii}/

.Cv-m\—“
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G; ajg_ On March 5, 1967}>Raymond Rocca wrote in an
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assification:
(This form is to be used for material extracted -
i doamtodfoled wegudentgpteriol extracted. 57
from ClA——controlled documents.) : 4
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oM

due to the sensitivity of Agency sources and methods.“ma

Similarly, the possible disclosure of the photosurvellla nce’

/ j-/
/o
W'ﬂw;:

operations to the Warren Commission had also begun to cause

concern within the Agency.
%

i

internal memorandum to Richard Helms that "we have

a problem here for your determination.™ Rocca

outlined Angleton's desire not to respond directly
to Rankin's request of February 12 regarding the CIA \

material forwarded to~the‘Secret Service since
?\3‘: l{_
November: 23, 1964, Rocca then stated:

prefer to wait out the Commission on the
matter covered by paragraph 2 (of the
above-referenced February 12 letter to McCone
requesting access to CIA reports provided i
7672mthe Secret Service after November 22, 1963, i
4JFK Doc> 39829 . If they come back on this ;
point he feels that you, or someone from ;
here, should be prepared to go over to show o
the Commission the material rather than oasgﬁ ;
‘them to them in copy. Incidentally, none i
of these items are of new substantive ]
]

"Unless you feel otherwise, Jim would %
1
]

interest. We have either passed the material
in substance to the Commission in response to
earlier levies or the items refer to aborted
leads, for example, the famous six photographs 7/
which are not of Oswald..." IA Doc. FOIAJE%_#,//
$579-250, 3/5/64; see also HSCA Classified

Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, pp.gngf

-
L

)
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Vit

wherein he states that the only reason {
for not providing the Warren Commission with
access to CIA surveillance materials

was due to the Agency's concern for

protection of its sources and methods)

V‘J‘A E’il
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)
On March 12, 1964, representatives of the
Warren Commission and the CIA confered regarding
the February 12 request for the materials forwarded
to the Secret Service by the Agency. (Letter of
FoIlhA God -5t
J. Lee Rankin March 16, 1964, JFK Doc. # 3872, Slawson _.
Memorandum, March 12, 1964)
The record indicates that the Commission at
the March 12 meetlng pressed for acgcess to the 2273
g)MA Toe 0 S 5 a,?‘-—t.l-h'\ P-Teo? M0N0 PV
Secret Servxce materials. Rankin wrote to Helms
on March 16 that it was his understanding that the
CIA would supply the Commission with a paraphrase of
each report or communication pertaining to the Secret

Service materials "with all indications of your

confidential communications techniques and confidential

’v' e e

sources deleted.\/You will also at forE*EEEBers~otﬁm‘\\\\\
our staff working in this area an opportunity to X

review the actual file so that-they may give assurance /

/.::‘*\q ; ‘_, that the paraphrases are complete. (Let‘t‘é‘f"’é’f’" ,éee
[

yjr‘* D~ 25w ..—}—'f_’__
Rankin, March 16, 1964, paragraph 2., JFK Doc. No.3872)

Rankin further indicated that the same
procedure was to be followed regarding any material

in the possession of the. . CIA prior to November 22,

- . - . -
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(This form is to be used for material extracted
4 from ClA~—controlled documents.)
1963 which had not as yet -been furnished because

it concerned sensitive sources and methods. (Ibid., .
par. 3) .

-Helms responded to Rankin's March 16 letter

1< on March 24 (FOIKfT—KZZ*7SB) by two separate

CFolA Gam - -5 &
communlcatlons.(CIA Doc. DDP4 -1554, herelnafter CD+ 631,
/’)I/-J ..'92, .2.5’?

'3/24/64, CIA Doc., DDP4i-1555, 3/24/64, CD 674 hereinafter)

CD 631 provided the Commission with a copy of the
October 10, 1963 CIA dissemination to FBI, State Dept.,
INS and Navy Dept. (and to the Secret Service on
22 Nov.) regardlng Lee Harvey -Oswald and his

. (cD&3/ >
at the Soviet Consulate in Mexico City. The response
-1

presence .

further revealed that on October 23, 1964, CIA had
the‘%wy
requested two copies of the most recent photograph

of Oswald in order to check the identity of the person
believed to be Oswald in Mexico City.” Furthermore,

the CIA stated, though it did not indicate when, that

it had determlned that the photograph shown to Maﬁﬁuenaté

Oswald on November ZZ, 1963 did not refer to Lee
‘7(’< P‘(‘«/ -js (/ol /IF/JL’ -

B T 7 N W

G

R QS

NG

':"‘.m,-

T,

Harvey Oswald**The Agency explained that it had checked the 2

against the press photographs of Oswald generally

available on November 23, 1963,7 #

CD 674 reveals that on Nov. 22, 1963 immediately rol1ov

Classificafion: —_ . 0{}@ 053
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(This form is to be used for material extracted

the asaassgaﬁtﬁ@g%oﬁqﬁefgm%%ggp?er 23, 1963, three

cabled reports w¢£e recervea at CIA headguarters

from the CIA Mex1co Cltj Statlon ragarding photographs

6

i

Iz

of an unldentxfled ~man who had visited the Cuban and

Soviet meassl

Paraghrasas ol

sources and me

Agency wrote

in these cable
stated that:

i In res

your me

Fo wERE re

of thes

Service
based, .

HETT -
es during October and November 1963.

these cables, not revealing sensitive

“ini X

thods, were attached to CDh §74. The
that the subject of the photo referenced

s was not Oswald. It was further

ponse to our neetlﬂg of 12 March and
mo of 16 March"¢5tern aﬁg’WLllens
V%gw at Langley the original copies
e Z disseminations to the Secret

and the cables_ on which they were
as well as the PhotdsSTOF the unidenti-

fied man._\(CIA——Qecr—DmDﬁat} 24
March—1964) >«A,§:c&r~c\n our-£ilee v

.On Marc

_.1/)01

h 26, William Coleman wrote in a memorandum

for the record:

“The CIa directed & memorandum to J. Lee Rankin
P on=Mareh—24—1564 (CommissiOn Document No. 631}

IR Zan in whig

the inf
that th
to our
and I h
us the

h- it -set forth-the d1ssem1naglon of
ormation on Lee Harvey Oswald. r®1ige
is memorandum is only a partial answer
inquiry to the CIA dated March 16, 1964
ope that the complete answers will glve
additional information we requested.”

(Memorandum of William Coleman, March %f’ 1964)

Coleman went on to state:

*As you
explana
showed

Clas

know, we are still trying to get an
tion of the photograph which the FBI
Harguerite Oswald soon after the
SEETREL

sitication:
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted

from ClA—controlled documents.) ’ ’%
assassination. I hope that paragraph 4
of the memorandum of March 24, 1964

D) oW [cp 631 sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA

is not the answer which the CIA intends
to give us as to this inquiry." (Ibid.)
, > :
The following day: as agreed by Warren Commission

and Agency representatives, Samuel Stern of the

Commission visited CIA headquarters in Langley,

-~

L N7 -y -3 X
e 3 N e /‘ d L.
. - . - = R e S
-, LT 4 Al ta Al v e e Fa Al b e R A L

Virginia. {"<4™ 7
Sterns’ nemorandun of his visit reveals that

he reviewed Oswald's file with Raymond Rocéa. Stern

indicated that Oswald's file contained those materials

furnished previously to the Warren Commission by

13
#PThe file also contained: _
(5«\.{5"*&:.7{ S"le:" cnldesico
"Cable reports®of NovembezMZZHand~Neveaber

/‘1.7-3
23, ftow~%he—€£A~5~ﬂe%iee—eﬁtyﬂﬁta*ton

a - gon wies Nl

relaglng to,;he-photographfof £he—unidenti-

fro&~tndrvr&u&%~mLs%aken%vwbe&*aved“to~be

- } N L A
O L '
T

Lee—na%uey~95waid/and the reports on tndse

c /A
cables furnished on November 23, lg§3w%b b
T L f‘;,.‘..}f.?,&/'q:;/al%/,ﬁj‘a_
the Secret Serv1ce,b¥~éh§;§E§;" (Memoramdum s
(£ § 0 Yk f A :
— P SN oDl s PRCTES e
Samusl-Sterm—March 277 ’

Stern noted that these @eésages were accurately

raphrasad in the attachments to CD 674 provided the

* ?_k(‘&jm_zor\ § o€ ob 631 s kA ok 1A Soncludicl ¥

o—ro§rc,f!'\ *M &{_:\:!"H:‘QA i~ /|~‘-wi A ho‘i' itp;d‘"
c(nirauu ;} 7

dt \A,J‘-,(,\v\,_u\_,p S e NS Ty }-vu 1IN O o mar Aol 4-4,—,"&.,,

.W
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Classification:

~ (This form is to be used for material extracted

Warren Comi2eGlomwhtrpledakeumentsigsa” ” He also
. G

L reviewed the Octobe%/;ﬁ, 1963 cable from CIA's

Mexico City Station to =~  CIA headguarters

reporting Oswald's contact with the Soviet Embassy
b4

in Mexico City.—1In addition, Stern examined the

October 10, 1963 cable from CIA headquarters to

the Mexico City Station reporting background infor-

mation on Oswald." (Ibid.) Stern recorded

that . these nessages were

oy
L eoar A )
1]

Q ole d ly ab—set—ferth i \'s 3
Qg o paraphrased accurately a =h in the CIA's January

LY

31 memo to the Warren Commission reporting Oswald's
. . . —bid
Mexico City trlp.gji,
" Lastly, Stern noted that Rocca provided him
for his review a computer printout of the references

to Oswald-related documents located in the Agency's

= 2L

_electronic data storage systemf”ﬁé stated "there is

3 w{ .
ﬁ} 5 W no item listed en-the—printout wh;chi?he Warren Com—.

et

(5 "g_missiaglhas~not been given either in full text or

B,
paraphrased." (Ibid.)

Thus, by the 27th of March, a Warren Commission
representative had been apprised of the circumstances

surrounding the mysterious photograpit.

-_‘".,m'"-s: 7--1‘

Classification: .-ttt

Classified by derivation:

003807

h CrA

Wm Wmh

i N

R,

G2 U,

A

i

A,

PP
et



x'?. 2 IL

E OF & & M W
- 53 -~ P
Classification: :‘b'—-“-“;‘ i

(This form is to be used for material extracted
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Luisa Calderon

Approximately five hours after President
Kennedy's assassination a Cuban government employee

in Mexico City named "Lulsa" received a telephone
ha ey W TTE

call from an unldentlfled man speaking Spanish.
AN AL

T
(CIA poc. FO - . S, 11/27/63, l73-615,a%tachmen£>

[Thls call had been lnterceoted and recorded by the

CIA' s Mex1co City-Station as the result of its
LIEVVOY (tel. tap) operatlon] (Ibid.) The Mexico
City Statioq/as subsequently reported to CIA
headquarters, identified the Luisa of the cénversa—

tion as Luisa Calderon, who was then employed in

" the Commercial Attachefs office at the Cuban Consu~

late. (Ibid.)
"During the course of the coaversation, the

unldentlrled caller asked Luisa if she had heard

I

(of the assaSSLnatlon) -
the latest news. Luisa replied in a joking tone:

2 TS

"Yes, of course, I kxnew almost before Rennedy.”

(Ibid.) o T
CIA's '
Paraphrasing the [telephone 1nterceot} transcrlpt

it states that the caller tdtd~ﬁnrsa T the person

'y /7( M)l o s 3""‘ “[‘f ,,Lf"la\_)“o f/J ,Nwﬂ/\gﬁ/*':of

s}
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- Classification:

(This_form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

apprehended for Kennedy's slaving was the

"President of cone of the Committees of the Falr

L
,7 l 14
Play for Cuba." Luisa replied that she also knew
n%; LA
this™ Lulsa 1nqu1red whether the person being

: iy .

held for the killing was a "gringo." The unidenti-
. ey

fied caller replied, “yes.i Luisa told her caller

that she had learned nothing else about the assassina-

tion and that she-had learned about the assassination

ot &
only a little while agof’ The unidentified caller

commented:

We think that if it had been or had
seemed...public or had been one of
the segregationists or against

- intergration who had killed Xennedy,
then there was, let's say, the
possibility that a sort of civil
war would arise in the United States;
that contradictions would be sharvened...
who knows = T A

Luisa responded:

Imagine, one, two, three and now, that
makes three. {(She laughs.) (Ibid, p. 2) Y

Raymond Rocca, in response to a 1975 Rocke-
feller Commission request for information on a
" possible Cuban conspiracy to assassinate President

Kennedy wrote regarding Calderon's comments:
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Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex post facto & Jh

suggestion. of foreknowledge. This 1s the g Ef/
only item in the[intercept coveragel of

the Cubans and Soviets aftér the aSsassina- ‘\ }

tion that contains the suggestion of fore- Wﬂ «ﬁQ\
‘knowlege of expectation. (CIA Doc., ~
Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for DC/OPS, (-

5/23/75, p. 15)*(sae p.SSa S ®) ’

'Standlng by itself, Luisa Calderon's cryptic
comments do not merit serious attention. Her wordsr
may indeed indicate foreknowledge of the assassina-
tion but may equally be interpreted without such a
sinister implication. Nevertheless, the Committee
has determined that Luisa Calderon's case should
have merited serious attention in the months following
the -assassination.

In connection with the assaSSLnatlon, Luisa
Calderon's name first surfaced on November 27, 196¢/

in a cable sent by then Ambassador Mann to the State
<5 7os s PR T

. Department (CIA Doc. DIR 85573, 11/27/63)

\ ) % & !
In that cable Mann stated:

®...Washington should urgently consider .
feasibility of requesting Mexican authorities
to arrest for interrogation: Eusebio Azcue,
Luisa Calderon and Alfredo Mirabal. The two
men are Cuban national and Cuban consular
officers. Luisa Calderon is a secretary
in Cuban Consulate here."” (@bid.)
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*Regarding the issue of whether Calderon's comments
could reasonably be interpreted to indicate possible
foreknowledge, the CIA position is as follows:

El

u("

7

During the Rockefeller Commission inquiry,

Calderon'’s conversation was identified

as a possible item of information from

thel Agency 's] Cuban and Soviet [telephone l
edge

[intercepts]that might suggest foreknowl

of a plot to assassinate the American Presi-
dent. This involves a faulty translation of an
answer Calderon gave to her caller. In answer
to the latter's question as to whether she

had heard the latest news, Calderon said:

“Si, claro, me entere casiantes que Kennedy."
The verb entere 1s mistranslated. Me entere
(the first person of the verb enterarsede,

past tense) should be translated as ".?!.1 found

out (or I learned) /about it -- the assa551natlon7

almost before Kenneqy /did/." 1In other words,
Calderon was saying she heard about the shooting
of Kennedy almost at the time the event took
place..." . (CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding

Luisa Calderon conversation, p.l).

The Committee fundamentally disputes the

narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments
assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee's
position that translation of Me Entere as

either "I found out" or "I learned about"

does not foreclose interpretation of Calderon's
comments as a suggestion on her part of possible

foreknowledge of President Kennedy's assassination.
The )anrQ‘l‘di"b'\; 1 N Ahy &/@\i', showld howe soun|ertio
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This cable does not state the basis for
arresting Calderon.* However, the CIA's copy of this
cable bears a handwritten ﬁotation on its routing
page. That notation states: "Info from Amb Mann

for Sec Rusk re: ...persons involved with Oswald

in Cuban Embassy." Mann went on to state in urgent

FYLV
;got terms: “They may, quickly be returned to Havana in

order to eliminate any possibility that Mexican

- IRESS72
_‘olgovernment could use them as witnesses." (Eéié.)
~ ‘y N

According to CIA files, Calderon made

reservations to return to Havana on Cubana Airlines on 4.
December 11, 1963, less th;n four weeks after the
assassination. (CIA Doc. CSCI-316/01783-65, 4/26/633
;ﬁx:ri_ Calderon, Agcue and Mirabal were not arrested
nor detained for questioning by the Mexicaﬁ federal
police;ﬁngéwever, Silvia Duran, a friend and associate

of Calderon's and the one person believed to have s :

T PTRS a i P AR CoplEA oA vt Ladd N5 ot vahion paban A:ferxeuhﬂ*33“4*‘**“f”tg
t is the Committee's belief that Mann was prompted
to request the arrest of Calderon on the basis of
Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte's allegation that Calderon
. was present at the Cuban Embassy when Oswald
was allegedly given a sum of money presumably to
carry out the assassination of President Kennedy.
(E\ “ (CIA Doc. DDP4- 2231, l/June 1964, Attachment C)
'’ ~ A T~ 2T

A -l .
g - & — ;- . - PN

o Ii\)::,’hjxﬂ/é o, T R I | 0090;7?\
@ﬁ.%gﬁaﬁ%m '
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had repeated contact with Oswald while he was in
Mexico City, was arrested and questioned by the

Mexican police on two separate occasions. (CIA

..—) f_.";}..’,

.

@ -< Doc. DIR 84950, 11/23/63, CIA Doc. DIR 85471,7=+° /3« -~ o

11/27/63)
During_her second interrogation, Duran was
questioned regarding her association with Calderon.

There is no indication in the reinterrogation report

-

accounting for the questlonlng of Duran about Calderon.

2 ST ey
';,,‘ - _,._-A"j

§§ﬁ£“(CIA Doc. DDP4~O940, 2/21/64) - The information regarding
Duran's interrogation was passed to the Warren Commission
on February 21, 1964; more than two months after
Calderon had returned to Cuba. (Ibid.)
Information was reported to the CIA during
May 1964, from a Cuban defector, tying Luisa

Calderon to the Cuban Intelllgence apparatus. The . YP

- - A
I

defectcr,&é&MUG 1, was himself a Cuban Intelligence

- Officer who supplied valuable and highly reliable
informaéion to the CIA regarding Cuban Intelligence
operations. (CIA Doc., Memorandum of Joseph Langosch

to Chief, Office of Security, 6/23/64) Calderon's
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ties‘to Cuban intelligence were reported to the Warren
Commission on June 18, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA #739-~319,
6/19/64) However, the Committee has determined from
its review that the CIA did not provide Calderon's
conversation of November 22 to the Warren Commission.

Consequently, even though the Warren Commission was aware that
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Calderon had connections to intelligence work,
as did other Cuban Embassy officers, the vital
link between her background and her comments
was never established for the Warren Commission
by the CIA. The Agency's oversidht-in thisx
regard may have fortlased the Commission from -

actively pursuing a lead of great significance.
f"

Calderon's-201 file reveals that she i»

arrived in Mexico City from Havana on January 16,5
1963, carrying Cuban Passport E/63/7. ‘Her date
of birth was belleved to be 1940 (CIA Doc. Dispatch

. Aém,‘47’
HMMA21612, no_d&%e~gtven) Calderon's presence in
Mexico City was first reported by the CIA on July
15, 1963 in a dispaﬁch from the CIA's Miami field
office to the CIA's Mexico City station ani to the
Chief of the CIA's Special Affairs Stafi (for Cuban
operations). (CIA Doc. Dispatch{gF%A 10095, 7/15/63)
That dispatch had attached to it a report contain¥dg &
biographic data on personnel then assigned to the
Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. At vage th;ee of the

ttached report Luisa Calderon was listed as Secretary

of the Cuban Embassy's commercial office. The

s 008089
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notation indicated that a report was pending on

No mxﬂ1regmﬁ-lsgmesent

Calderon. (Ibid., p. 3 of attachment) ‘The in Calderon's
Agency has attempted, without success, to locate )

. the report.

Luisa Calderon's association with the Cuban

DGI was flrsttyecorded by the CIﬁlon May S5, 1964.
(CIa Doc’éﬂff

ind Memorandum ort;?roldg§wenso FOIA

L o S S

&) QJL.68 =290 5/5/64) At that time, Josenh Langosch,

Chief of Counterintelligence for the Special Affairs
Staff, reported the E§§g&ts of his debriefing of
the‘Cqban defector, AﬁMUG-l. The .memorandum stated
that'XMMUG—l had no direct knowledge of Lee Harvey
Oswald or his activities but was able to provide |
items of interest based upon the comments of certain

Cuban Intelligence Service officers. (Ibid.)  Specifically,

-AMMUG-1 was asked if Oswald was known to the<{uban

intelligence services before November 23, 1963.
AMMUG-1 told Langosch "Prior to October 1963, Osi?ld ?
visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City;on two or
three occasions. Before, during and after these

visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion

P TR
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QA

General De Intelligencia (DGI), specifically

L

with Luisa Calderon, Manuel Vega Perez, and
Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez." (Ibid.)

Langosch thereafter wrote that Calderon's

R W

precise'relationship'to‘the DGI was not clear.

As a comment to this~statement he set forth the

CIA cable and dispatch traffic which recorded ﬁer
arrival in Mexico .during Januvary 1963 and départure

for Cuba within one month after the assassination.

o e,

(Ibid.)

On May 7, 1964, Lahgosch recorded additional

“ER.

information he had elicited from AMMUG-1 regarding

Oswald's possible contact with the DGI. (CIA Doc

ARy,

{ o
@ - _rOIA 687-295, attach. .3, 5/7/64) Paragraph 3 of

this memorandum- stated in part:

’

"a. Luisa Calderon, since she returned -

‘ to Cuba, has been paid a regular
salary by the DGI even though she
has not periormed any services. B,
Her home is in the Vedado section
where the rents are high.

b. Source {AMMUG) has known Calderon

for several years. Before going £

-
to Mexico, she worked in the - %
Ministry of Exterior Commerce : 4
in the department which was known
o as the "Empresg, Transimport.®

AT Her title was Secretary General
of the Communist Youth in the
department named in the previous
sentence. (Ibid.) L or~0oo

SR

Clqssiﬁcat?onz' ' : 9 BGG ¥

R,
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SR,

On May 8 Langosch further disclosed AMMUG's

' 4
A .v knowledge of the Oswald case. (Ibid, attach. %)
Langosch paraphrased AMMUG'sAknowledge of Calderon

as follows:

R,

I thought that Luisa Calderon might have-
had contact with Oswald because I learned
about 17 March 1964, shortly before I made

a trip to Mexico, that she had been

involved with an American in Mexico. The
information to which I refer was told to
me by a DGI case officer... I had commented -
to (him) that it seemed strange that Luisa
Calderon was receiving a salary from the

DGI although she apparently did not do

any work for the Service. (The case officer)
told me that hers was a peculiar case and
that he himself believed that she had been
recruited in. Mexico by the Central Intelligence
Agency although Manuel Pineiro, the Head

of the DGI, did not agree. As I recall,
(the case officer) had investigated Luisa
Calderon. This was because, during the time
she was in Mexico, the DGI had intercepted

a letter to her by an American who signed
his name OWER (phonetic) or something
similar. As you know, the pronunciation

of Anglo-Saxon names is difficult in

Spanisn so I am | _not. sure of how the name
" mentioned by Hernandez should be spelled.

It could have\been’“Howard” or something

different. As I understand the matter, ag L4

the letter from the American was a love
letter but indicated that there was a
clandestine professional relationship
between the writer and Lulisa Calderon.

I also understand from (the case officer)
that after the interception of the letter
she had been followed and seen in the
company of an American. I do not know if
this could nave been Cswald... (Ibid.)

o R T mey e
.E 5 7 A l:
B IR
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On May 11, Raymond Rocca wrote a memorandum

‘/I
ad elicited from AMMUG (CIA Doc. FOIA 687-295;

Y:a Dlrector Richard Helms regarding the lnLormatlon

5/11/64, Rocca Memorandum) Rocca proposed that "the
DDP in person or via a designee, perferably the’
former, discuss the AMMUG-1 situation on a very
restricted basis Qith Mr. Rankin at his earliest
convenience either at the Agency or at the Commission
headquarters. Until this takes piace, it is not
desirable to put anything in writing:\ (Ibid. p; 2)
»On May 15, 1964; Helms wrote Raﬁkin regardihg
AMMUG'S information about the ﬁGI, indicating its
sensitivity'and operational significance. (CIA Doc.
FOIA 697-294, 5/15/64, Helms Memorandum) Attached
to Héims' communication.was a paraphrased accounting
of Langoéch's May S5 memorandum. (Ibid.) In that
attachment the intelligence associations of Manuel
Vega Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez were set_fﬁ%thf'
However, tﬁat.attachmentAmade~no reference whatsoever
to Luisa Calderon.

Howard Willens of the Warren Commission

requested as a follow-up  to the May 15 memorandum,

e T= s

per i S
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access to the quesﬁions used in Langosch's

- * N ' .
interrogation of AMUG. (CIA Doc. FOIA 739~ 316 6/19/64,

Meﬁofandum) On June 18, 1964 Arthur Dooley of
RoccaisiEounterintelligence éésearch and Analysis
Group took the questions and AMMUG’s.responses to
the Warren Commission's office:s for Willen;s review.
Willens saw Langosch's May 5 memofandum. The only
mention of Calderon was as follows: “The precise.
relationsﬁip of Luisa Calderon to'the DGI is not
clear. - She spent about six months in Mexico from
which she returned to Cuba early in i964." (Ibid.)

However, Willens was not shown Langosch's

memoranda, of May 7 and May 8, 1964 which contained

much more detailed information on Luisa Calderon,
1nclud1ng her poss;ble association with Lee Harvey

Oswald and/or Amerlcan lntelllgenc iA(I bi -ﬂ*“x

~
e e

' The Warren Commission as of June 19, 1964,
had little if no reason to puréue the Luisa Caldeﬁ%n

lead. It had effectively been denied significant

* It should be noted that these memoranda of May 5,
7, 8, 11 and June 19 with attachments, are not
referenced in the Calderon 201 file. {See CIA
Computer printout of Calderon 201 file) Their
existence was determined by the Committee's

lnoeoendEhjssé%ggﬁugq other agency files.

B
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background information. This denial may have
impeded or prevented the Commission's pursuit

of Calderon's poténtial relationship to Oswald

and the assassination of President Kennedy. But
even if the Warren Coﬁmission had learned

of Calderon's background and possible contact with
Oswald it still had been denied éhe one significant
piece of information that might havetaised its.
interest in Calderon to a more serious level. The
Warren Commission was. never told about Caideron's

conversation of November 22, 1364.
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St oeE==¥ - he Calderon 201 fil&Da:

. . . . \
reference to the conversation nor does it indicate™

that it was ever made known to or provided the
Warren Commission for its analysis. (CIA Comput

 print-out of Calde:on'ZOl file)

e

In an effort to determine the manner in which the
treated the Calderon conversation this Committee
posed the following gquestions to the CIA:

1. Was the Warren Commission or any Warren
Commission staff member ever given access
to the transcript of a telephone conversa-
tion, dated November 22, 1963, between a
female employee of the Cuban Embassy/
Consulate in Mexico City, identified
as Luisa, and an unidentified male speaﬁg
ing from ocutside the Cuban Embassy/Con-~
sulate? If so, please indicate when
this transcript was provided to the Warren
Commission or its staff, which CIA official
provided it, and which Warren Commission
members or staff reviewed it.

%
]

2. Was the Warren Commission Or any member
of the Warren Commission or any Warren
Commission staff member ever informed

. s "'EEG.”’? =T
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orally or in writing of the substance of the’
above-referenced conversation of November 22,
1963? If so, please indicate wheén and

in what form this information was provided,
and which CIA official provided it. (HSCA
request letter of August‘28, 1578)

The CIA responded by memorandum:_

“Although the (Mex1co Clty)MStatlon considered
the conversation of sufficient possible
interest to send a copy to headquarters,
the latter apparently did nothing with
it, for there appears to be no record in the
Oswald file of such action as may have
been taken. A review of those Warren
Commission documents containing information
provided by the Agency and still bearing a
Secret or Top Secret classification does
_not reveal whether the conversation was r
given or shown to the Commission.“
(CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding Luisa
Calderon conversation, p. 1)

Wik SR WD R wn.

gy

\:

The available evidence thus supports the

etk

conclusion that the Warren Commission was never

given the information nor the opportunity by

”

;

which it could evaluate Luisa Calderon's
significance to the events surrounding President

Kennedy's assassination. Had the Commission been

expeditiously provided this evidence of her

<

intelligence background, association with Silvia gg
Duran, and her comments following the assassination, 7

it may well have given more serious investigative

Classifieation: _secree~ 000083

| Cnsiifivabe, dasneinBh—CBark
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Classification:
consideration to her potential knowledge of Oswald

(This form is to be used for material exiracted

ard the Cubﬁgmgﬁx nmﬁaﬁd%o?%%ﬁﬁ?le involvement in

a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy.

Two difficult issues remain which ares raised

by the Committee's finding. First, why didn't
- the Agency provide the Calderon conversation to the

! Warren Commission; secondly, why didn't the Agency

reveal to the Warren Commission its lull knowledge

. ~

of Caldepop s intelligence background, her pOSSlble

/&- - \
knowledge -0of Oswald and her p0551ble connectlon to
\./

o — L,

) )

the CIA or some other American 1ntelllgence apparatus..
The flrst questlon can be explalned in benign
terms. It is reasonably 90551ble that by sheer

oversight the conversation was filed away and not

" recovered or recollected until after the Warren

Commission had completed its investigation and

See P 05 ) Cirdek porton asoedtnte hecein
.publlshed its repor=.”' (See above CIA exolanatlou)

As for the Agency s w1thhold1ng of 1nformatlon
concerning Calderon's intelligence background, the
record reflects that the Commission was merely -] P
lnformed that Calderon may ogvi“beeif?]membe; of
the DGI. (CIA Doc. 5/5/64) ‘yeﬁ§6§5ﬁemorandum)

The memoranda which provided more extensive examina-

tion of her intelligence background were not made

Kl oI o N
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EE,

available for the Commission's review. Significantly,

the May 8 memorandum written by Joseph Langosch

/ RY

.,

following his debriefing of AMMUG-1 jindicated that

N e

AMMUG—} and a second Cuban Intelligence officer

_believed Calderon to be a CIA operative. (CIA Doc.

- : LX N .~
FOIA 687-295, attach 8, 5/8/64) It is possible A

that this information was not provided the Warren C -
. Cs

Commission either because there was no basis in YW

fact for the allegation or because the allegation

was of substantive concern to the Agency. If the

allegation were true, the consequences for the CIA

would have been serious. It would have demonstrated
?oS‘;i €.

that &“CIA operative, well placed in the Cuban Embassy,

GERN

may have possessed information prior to the assassina-

tion regarding Oswald and/o: hislrelatibnship to the

m‘ o

3
Cuban Intelligence Service ., and that Services

possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate

s ’@ e

———

A4
R

President Kennedy.

Regarding Calderon's possible association

.

with the CIA, Agency files reviewed reveal no

“wostensible..connectidn between Calderon and the CIA.

1]
1

B

2 W}

QI

000080
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However, there are indications that such contact
" between Calderon and the Agency was contemplated.
A September 1, 1863 CIA dispatch from the Chief

of the Special Affairs Staff to the CIA's Chief

of Station in Mexico City states in part:

...Luisa Calderon has a sister residing
in Reynosa, Texas, married to an American
of Mexican descent. If (CIA asset) can
further identify the sister, our domestic
exploitation section might be in a posi-
tion to follow up on this lead...Please
levy the requirement on (CIA asset) at

. the next opportunity. (CIA Doc. HMMW-
nyy e 11935, 9/1/63)

- An earlier CIA dispatch from the CIA Chief -
of Station in Mexico City to the Chief of the CIA's

Western Hemisphere Division records that:

[ﬁilfredo of]the Cuban Consulate,[Tampico,]
reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister
residing in Reynosa, Texas...Luisa may go
up to the border to visit her sister soon--
or her mother may make the trip--details
not clear (CIA Doc. HMMA 21849, July 31,

@3 s . 196§)
3 : At ;he very least, .the above dispatches o TP
evidenced an interest in}the activities of Calderon
and her family. Whether this interest took
the férm of a clandestine-agent :elationship is
not revealed by Calderon's 201 file.
Classification: TB BRI
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-

The Committee has querieg\?avid Ronis{ the
author of the above cited dispatch requesting
that Calderon's sister be contacted by the CIA's

“domestic exploitation section.! (HSCA Class...

heN Y

Staff Interview of David Ronis, 8/31/73)»_§Qnis

was a member of the CIA's SpeéiéiyAffai;g.SEaff

at the time he wrote the dispatch. He worked
principally at CIA headquarters and was responsible
for recruitment and ﬁandling Qﬁ\géents for collection
of intelligence data. iﬁr; Ronis,.Qhen interviewed
by this Committee, statéa'thét éért of his responsi-
bility was to scour the Western Hemisphere divisién
-for operational leads related to the work of the
Special Affairs staff. Ronis recalléd that he
-normally wpuld-segd fequésts to CIA field stations
for information or leads on various persons. Often

he would receive no response to these recquests,

which normally indicated that no follow-up had & o

either been attempted or successfully copducted.'
It é?; Ronis' rééollection that the above-cited
domestfamgﬁﬁigiéatioh section was a task forée
within the Special Affairs Staff. He also.stated

that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division
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might haxgﬁggen‘requested to locate Luisa Calderon's
sister;/ Roni§ told thé.Committee that he had no |
recollgctidﬁﬂgf recruiting any peréon associated

with the éuban Intelligence Service. BHe dié recall
that he had recruited women to perfdrm tasks for

the Agency. However, he did not recall ever recruiting
any employees of the Cuban Embassy/Consﬁlate in

Mexico City. Finally, Mr. Ronis sﬁated that he had

no recollection that Luisa Calderon was associated

* with the CIA. (Ibid.)

Various present and.former‘CIA representatives
were queried whether Luisa Calderon had ever been
associated with.the CIA. The uniform ans&er Qas
that ﬁo one recalled éuch aﬁ association. (Cites:

Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helims, 8/9/78, n. 136;

&

_HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 148;

'HECA Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch, 8/21/78,

A1 19778
y ’ B
~ __Thus, the Agency's file on Calderon and the

testimony of former CIA employees have revealed no

connection between Calderon and the CIA. Yet, as

indicated earlier, this file 1is incomplete:the
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o, . o~
on being the absence: from

most glaring omissi

Calderan’s
her 201 filejg;”jj cryptic remarks

following the assassination of President Kennedyj\
J— B e
B~A<Jf.ofw~k el ) '
B PRI W

o - 3 .
AMMUG=1 — L nDores N0 Crnydoa-ab
’ vl 500 oA Sl D s

This Committee's investigation of Luisa

Calderon has revealed that a defector fram the Cuban

Intelligence Services provided the CIA with signi-

ficant information about Lee Harvey Oswald's contacts

with the DGI in Mexico City.

assigned the CIA cryptonym AMMUG-1 (A-1 herei

JETEP

This defector was ., .= 7.

7 R
Sl P

S

%

nafter}.*

CIA files reveal that A-1 defected from the

Canada.]

DGI on April 21, l964[in

When he defected, aA-1 péssessed a number of DGI

documents which were gubseguedtly turned aver to

% & 1k

Following his defection, a CIA officer, Joseph H.

the CIA. (CIA Doc.[_,O'i‘TAJIhf. 68894, 4/24/64)

Langosch, went{to Canada]to meet A-1, debrief him,

and arrange for A-l's travel into the United States.

{Ibid.) On b

leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Calderc

was ma

Therefore,

-

flarren Commiss

p 70 19

o

May 1, 1964, 22 reels of Langosch's

LEANE heain)

*It is now kncwn that A-1 did provide sigws%

it 1s-

furqg?é gﬁgar nt that little of this information ‘
1351 g??&%@é—by_*ho CIA _to the Warren Ccrnmission.
the possibility exists that A-1 had

- . . T
provided other information ta tRRf&Po, derivation:
ion's work waic
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G,

debriefing of A,lgagre forwarded to[thetghlef of

‘..‘._...._

D ‘¢ station in Ottawa Canada.] (CIA Doc. Dispatch OCPA

7763, 5/1/64) Effectlve on May 1, A-l was under

-

TS R OE, W

contract with the CIA for operational purposes.

(CIA Doc. Contract Approving Officer Meno, g/6/64)

{fgy June 23, 1964, Langosch was conv1ndga-that A-1 N\

would be of great value to the Agency. He stated:

There is no question in my mind that

AMMUG-1 is a bona fide defector or

that he has furnished us with accurate

and valuable information concerning o
Cuban intelligence operations, staffers, ;
and agents. (CIA Doc. Langosch Memo to '
Director of Security, 6/23/64)

As an officer of the DGI, A-1 from August of;

1963 until his defection was assigned to the DGI's _gg
() 5 C Illegal Section B (CIA Doc.[gerE]in 68894 4/24/64) J
e whicn was responsible forAtréining agents for “igé
" assignment in Latin America. His specific responsi- ?
bility pettained to handling of agent operations | &
(CIA Doc. Personal Record Questf@w—,.,u“-g'gé
@ L naire 6/4/64; CIA Doc. [o;m]zn 68894 4/24/64)

A-1 ldcntlLled for the CIA the Cuban Intelll-

NGB

gence officers assigned to Mexico Clty.” Langosch .

described A-1's knowledge of DGI operations in

Mexico as follows:

D R

Classification:
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In Mexico City, he knows who the
intelligence people are. One is the
Cuban Consul Alfredo Mirabal. He is
called the Chief of the Centre. That
is his title but he is actually the
intelligence chief, or at least he
was until the 16th of April at which
time a replacement was sent to Mexico
to take over. This fellow's name is
Manuel Vega. The source says that
the Commercial attache whose name is

" Ricardo Tapia or Concepcion (he is
not sure which is an intelligence
officer) and another one is Rogelio.
( I might say that some of these names
are familiar to me.) (Langosch debriefing
of A-1, 4/30/64, p. 5 of reel 4, 4/23/64)

Thus, A~1 was able to provide the CIA soon
after his defection with accurate informatién
regaraing DGI operations and DGI employees in
Mexico City. ‘& L &&eT Aram P+

The Committee has reviewed the CIA's files
concerning A-l. This examinatidn was undertaken-
to defermine: 1) whether A-1 had provided any :
valuable investigative leads to the CIA pertaining-
to the assassination of President Kennedy; and 2)%8
whether, if such leads were provided, these'leads
and/or other significant informétion were made

available to the Warren Commission.
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The Committee's'initiallreview of the
. materials provided by the CIA to the Warren
Commission did not disclose the existence of the
AMMUG files. However, the Committee did during
the coursé of its review examine a file containing

material passed to the Rockefeller Commission. That

file made reference to A-l. Included_in this

file was a memorandum of May 5, 1964 written bf
Joseph Langosch which concerned ihformation A-1
provided about the Oswald case. ~(CIA Doc. FOIA 68-290
Langosch Memorandum, 5/5/64) Also contained within
this file were the A-1 debriefing memorando. of

May 7, and'May 8, 1964 previously cited with régard

to Luisa Calderon. (CIA Doc. FOIA $#687-295, attach's

Fr L “
7, ' 3 and 5) Following review of the memoranda, the

Ccmmittee requested access to all CIA files
- - oxr ' '
concerning referring to A-1l.

From review of these materials the Committed® &
has determined that the Warren Commission did learn
during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey Oswald probably

had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City.
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(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA———contro"ed documents.)
-}-—f\e_ Asaren Commiss ooy,

Prior to“learnlng of Oswald's probable contact

with DGI officers, James Angleton, Chief of the

CIA's Counter Intelligence Staff passed an internal

memorandum to Raymond Rocca, also of the Counter-
inteiligence Staff, thch stated that he had beén
informed by the DDP, Richard Helms, that J. Lee |
Rankin had contacted John McCone to request that
the Director consent to an iﬁtérview before the
Warren Commission on May 14, 1964. (J. Edgar
Hoover also appeared before the Commission on
that date Qrior‘tO'McConé's appearance. Warren

’ Vel =
Commission Report 4 P2 17429 ){CIA Doc. FOIA 689-298,

Memorandum of James Angleton, 5/12/64) Angleton.

also wrotes

il I discussed with Mr. Helms the nature of

the recent information which you are
proceSSLng which orlglnated w1th the

e sensitive Western H emlspherglsource. I

informed him that in your view this would
raise a number of new factors with the
Commission, that it should not go to the
Commission prior to the Director's appear-
ance unless we have--first had some pre-
liminary reaction or made sure that the
Director is fully aware of the implica-
tions since it could well serve as the
basis for detailed questioning. ‘The DDP
stated that he would review this care-
fully amd made (sic) a decision as to

the question of timing. (Ibid.)
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. from ClAs-—controlled documegts.
® _ . Unaouoteéiy €ﬁefﬁ£4§gé§agse source referred
L e e T,

« A T

r

to in Angleton's memowas.A;l. This conclusion is
based in part upon the date of this memo wﬁich
was quite close in time to A-1's defection. In
addition, Rocca's staff prepared prior

to DCI McCone's appearance before the Warren
aBrief "
Commission for Fresentation to the Warren Commission

outlining various positions adopted by the CIA vis a
vis its/investiga%ive efforts and assistance to the
Commission. (CIA Doc. FOIA 695-302~A, 5/14/64)

At Tab E of this brief it sﬁaﬁes:

Within the past week, significant infor-
mation has been developed by the CIA re-
garding the relationship with Oswald of
certain Cuban intelligence personnel in
Mexico City and the reaction in Havana
within the Cuban Intelligence Service

to the news of the assassination of
President Kennedy. The Commission Staff-
is in the course of being briefed on the
Cuban asspect. (Ibid., Tab E)

On May 15, 1964, the day of McCone's interview,
¢
the Warren Commission received its first formal 2T

communication regarding A-1. (CIA Doc FOIA 697-294,

5/15/64) However, the Agencv did not at that time

identify A-1 by his real name or cryptonym nor did

the Agency indicate that the source of this information

@,
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was a defector then residing undér_secure conditions
in the Washington, D.é. area. (Ibid.) The ﬁay 15
communication did -~ state that the Agency had
established contact “"with a weil—placed invidivual
who has been in close and prolonged contaét»with
ranking officers of the Cuban Direccion General de
Intelligencia." (Ibid.)

Attached to the May 15 communication was a
copy of Langosch's above reférenéed memorandunt of
May 5, 1964 regarding knowledge of Oswald's pro-
bablé}contact Qith‘the DGI in Mexico (ity. The
atiéchment made nolreference to the source's status
as a defector from the DGI. (Ibid., attachment)

As set forth in the sectioﬁ of this report.
concerning Luisa Calderon, on June 18, 1964, Howard
Willens of the Warren Commission reviewed Langosch's
May S5 memovand the questions upon which the informa-
tion set forth in the memo was elicited. Néitherﬁ&heoi
guestions nor the memo shown ﬁo Willens made
reference to the source's status as a defector col-
laborating with the CIA. (CIA Doc FOIA 739—319,

6/19/ 64).
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"Based upon review of the Langosc¢h memoranda,
the Committee has determined that significant
information regarding Luisa Calderon, specifically

of Nov. 22 _ details of her
her conversation ana-association with Cuban Intelligence

were Qithhelé'ﬁrom the Warren Commission. This
information ésdeéc;ibéaabove, was derived frdm
- However, :
debriefings of A~1l. Ffrom the Committee's review
of the A-1 file provided by the CIA, the Committee
has not found any credible evidence indicating that
other information provided by A-~1 to ‘the CIA was
relevant to the work of the Warren Commission. However,
in its review the Committee has determined that a |
specific documenf_aieferenced in the A-1 file is
not present in that file.
| The missing item is of considerable concern to
the Committee. It is a debriefing feport of A-1
'if entitled “The Oswald Case." (CIA Doc Dispatch{UFGW-]
5035, 3/23/65) On March 23, 1965, a CIA dispatch®® ¢ '
‘records the transmittal.of the repo;t, along w;th
eleven other A-1 debtiefing reports. (Ibid.) Next to
the listing of the "Oswald Case" debrieifing report

is the handwritten notation "SI." A CIA employee

who has worked extensively with the Agency files
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system told a Committee staff member that this

notation was the symbol for the CIA component

known as Special Intelligence. Other CIa

representatives believed the notation was a

Rty

reference to the Counterintelligence component

CI/SIG. 1IN a CIA memorandum dated September 27,

FoER

1978, the CIA has adopted the position that
debriefing Report No. 40 is a duplication of

the original Langosch memorandum of May 5, 1964

concerning AMMUG's knowledge of Lee Harve
’ | ke i)
Oswald's possible contact with the D-[.* F “7+hﬁ'qy>
( L--‘hmn"ft... hOS h.t €25 ~.4 43 (T3 %tmom}\a‘f-‘&f‘ Petjfl"{'{r)—‘; Wt

f " 3’5!?’\«\-._2. S ,‘,P‘I(-'uaf\c"e 1 qu\memh(‘&’\‘l’v
e Committeé has questloned Awh s cé% VI

R AUEEL

.

officers regarding additional information that A-1 may

-

have supplied about Oswald. Joseéh Langosch, when
interviewed by the Committee, stated that he did not

have contact with the Warren Commission and does g9 . ¢ ,

not know what information derived from A-l's de-

briefings was supplied to the Warren Commission. (HSCA

Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch 8/21/78; Cite also

fz\{ oy c‘_A. FA s R B

Interviews of’Hlldago & Plccolgy\\ﬂe also stated that i <
- S‘ o . ‘_i

he does not necall that A,laprOVlded any other information P2
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*The CIA memorandum states in part as follows:

When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-l's defection
and considered the possibility that he
might have some knowledge of the Oswald
case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions
to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing
AMMUG~-1...WH desk records reflect that
. AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding
this questionnaire.../B/ecause the debriefing
on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive
matter, it was dictated directly to a CI
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on
5 May 1964. /Note. A-1 was debriefed on
several subjects on 4 May 64. ‘The procedure
was to assign each subject discussed a
debriefing number and they were written
up in contact report form by the WH case
officer. The instructions from CI staff
were to handle the Oswald case debriefing
very closely and not to keep any copies in
WH Division/. The "Oswald Case" was
logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing
report number 40, but the report itself
, was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly
T to a CI staff stenographer. There would
- be no reason to include the number 40 on
- the report of this special debriefing for
CI staff, since it was their only debriefing
report. We are certain it is the debriefing
report (#40) because the date is the same; ,
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald A T ;
listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic)
the only AMMUG-1 debriefing report in
Oswald's 201 file.
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(CIA Doc., Memorandum for the Record, Regarding
AMMUG-1 Debriefing Report on the Oswald
Case, 27 September, 1978, p. 1)
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on Oswald's contact with the DGI except for that

set forth in the Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8
as discussed herein. (Ibid.) ///

In a rther effbért to j}arify ghé%substance
e

of information :;gt aA-1 p{pﬁided,ﬁé’the CIA/
4

regarding Oswald, the Com 1ttef/ﬁ;g,attempted

. y e,

ocate A—}, The CIA has ‘{;0 attgmpted to

by,

£

the Agency is amb uous/ but has been unabld
gency g Cser o2t o rorR)

< r

+0 det§rm1ne his present whepeaboutss* The CIA's
y / /
lnablllty té/&ocaté/A~l has been source of

v

' /
Yocate A—i//@hose pfésentfrelatffpshlp w1th

ey

=

concern tO’thlS ‘Committee, pactlcularly in

light of hlS lonag a;soclatLon/wrth the Adency.
’ reonaia s, ince mplate rR e enasd =
Thu;;//-.a wﬁﬂv';fci;}ﬁ(r“i ¥nform LeﬁlA 1
. IV(/'-g .
may havg supplied the CIA about’/Oswald. .aewewer &aith

the exception of the Calderon episode and on the B s

basis of the CIA's written reocrd, it appears that

the CIA provided the Warren Commission with all A-1 .
‘information of investigative significance.

A separate question,remains, however. The
Agency, as noted earlier, did not reveal to the

Warren Commission that A-1 was present in the

émﬁfeﬁaﬂ ——— 00915
R m %z, ;m :‘g._—_—mv. _
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*An April 1978 CIA communication to the FBI regarding
A-1 states in pertinent part:

Since 1971 (A-1) has not been involved
‘ in_any CIA-operation in Miami or elsewhere.
@ L (—GoseMomlé“%s the alias of a CIA
“.representativelwho periodically debriefs
(A-1) on personalities and methods of the
DGI.1. .There is no other CIA involvement with . .
@ /¢ Rodriguez.  (CIA Doc. 0864602,-CIA 202417, w27
- WVol.wd;~A-1 File 203=FA48651).~

However, a CIA handwritten index card concerning
the Agency status of A-1 states:

Informed "Calvia” on 15 April 13977 that

(A-1)] |not
receiving any salary, but could be paid if

and when used in an operation. No problems
here. {SPOB will keep his contract in an
active folder.] (CIA Doc., Handwritten Note,
15 April 1977, contained in Vol. 4 of A-1 file
201-749651)
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conditions, accessible to the Commission. Giving

due consideration to the CIA's serious concern
for protecting its sources, the fact that A-1l's
status was not disclosed prevented the Warren
Commission from exercising a possible option,
i.e. to take the sworn testimony of A-1 as it
‘concerned Oswald and thé Kennedy assassinaiion.

On- this issue, as the written record tends to

show, the Agency unilaterally rejected the possibility
of exercising this option.
'In light of the establishment of A-1l's

hona fides/. A n : , his

proven reliability and his depth of knowledge of
Cuban intelligence activities, this option might

well have been considered by the Warren Commission.
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The AMLASH Operation (4o b2 ircer

X Boak S, ) Vv

During 1967, the CIA'S Inspector General p

‘ &

‘issued a report which examined CIA supported g&
assassination plots. Included in this report

| | é

was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an &

it =
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Agency project referred to as the AMLASH

operation (CIA Inspector General Report 1967

pp. 1-74, 78-112). The AMLASH operation involved

a high level Cuban official (assigned the CIA

cryptonym AMLASH/1) who, during 1962 while meeting

assassinate Fidel Castro (Ibid.,

result of AMLASH's expressed objective and the

gé : with a CIA representative expressed the desire to

CIA's desire to find a viable political alternatlve

(Ibid. pp. 104-106) During 1965,

twenty-five years imprisonment.

?
¥

p. 84). As a

to the Castro regime, the Agency. subsequently
prov1ded AMLASH with both moral and materlal
support designed to depose Fidel Castro. (Ibigd.,
pp. 80-94). The AMLASH operation was terminated

by the CIA in 1965 as the result of security leaks.
conspirators were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting
against Castro. AMLASH was sentenced to death, but

at Castro's request the sentence was reduced to

. In its examination of the AMLASH operation

direct and indirect support for AMLASH's plotting (Ibid.

., s

gy, UET. OEA, O W,

AMLASH and his

.

12 TP =

R

(Ibid.. pp. 107-110)}.
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the 1967 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both
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The most striking example of the CIA's direct
offér of support £o AMILASH reported by the

1967 IGR states "it is likely that at the very
moment President Kennedy was sﬁot a CIA officer

was meéting.with a Cuban agent in Paris aﬁd'giving
him an assassination device for use against CASTRO."
(Ibid.)

The 1967 IGR offered no firm evidence confirming
or refuting Caséfo‘s knéwledge of the AMILASH operation
prior to the assassination of President Kenn;a§f*aThe
1867 IGR did note that in 1965 when AMLASH was ~—
tried iﬁTHavana;¥g;ss reports of Cuban knowledge
of AMLASH's associétidn with the CIA weredated from
November 1964, approximately one year after President
Kenﬂed&‘s assassination- (Ibia. p. 111).

The Church Committee in Book V of its Final
Report examined the AMLASH operation in great detail.
(SSC, Book.V, pp. 2-7, 67-69) The Church Commitfhe ¢
concluded:

The AMLASH plot was more rélevant to the

Warren Commision work than the early CIA

assassination plots with the underworld.

Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH

n
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operation was in progress at the time

“of the assassination; unlike the earlier

plots, the AMLASH operation could

clearly be traced to the CIA; and

unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had
endorsed AMLASH's proposal for a coup,
the first step ﬁo him being Céstro's
assassination, despite Castro's threat

to retaliate for such plotting. No one
directly involved in either investigation
(i.e. the CIA and the FBI"was told of
the AMLASH operation. No one investi-

gated a connection between the AMLASH

operation and President Kennedy's

' assassination. Although Oswald had been

in contact‘with pro-Castro and anti-

Castro groups for many months before the
assassi?ation, the CIA did not conduct % .
a thorough investigation of questions

of Cuban government or Cuban exile

involvement in the assassination. (Ibid. p. 5).°

006109

Classified by derivation:

4

i,

ER. .

N i N 2

PR

e

ld’l .
1l

i

A



FOCN

86 - . .
Classification: __SZERT{ —

(This form is to be used' for material extracted
from CIA—-confroUed documents.)

I IR

In 1877, the CIA 1ssued a seeendglnspeg~9r

_General's Report concerning the subject of CIA

‘(..
\
L

sponsored assassination plots. This Report, in

- ,.—--—-«f—,-<_ o

large part, was intended as a: rebuttal of the -

.w’ :,\"

Church Committee's findings. The 1977 IGR states:

The Report (of the Church Committee)
essigns it (the AMILASH operation)
characteristics that it did not have
during the period preceding.the assassina-
tion of JFK in order to support the SSC

view that it should have been reported

o

,/<

to the Warren Commission. (1977 IGR p. 2)

The 1977 IGRﬁeonq}uded that pridr to the

assassination of President Kennedy, the AMIASH

operation was not an assaSSLndtlon plot.

et ,,,

Nevertheless, the 1977 IGR.did,egate: —

A o7 ]

e sefgeg>to reinforce the . T
CommLsélon) e

gt-e brgader view B s

al av e of

CIA,/tbo, could

A )/ :gzﬁlc terms”
mos neral térms--
he p?zggblllt of Sodiet or Cuban
involyément Hn the‘assaSSLnatlon

because of,the tenSlOnS of” the time.
It is not ‘enough” “to be able to p01nt

It would
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Testimony of Richard Helms, 4/24/75 pp. 389-391,392)

Classification:
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to erroneous,criticisms.made today.
The Agency sghould havé t lden broéder
initiativeg thed as felly/ That/ £
CIA employees At the tige felti-as ‘ Lot
they obviously did4-thdt the/activities
about which ey;kneq/had ng relevance :
to th:{&ar‘en Commission inquiry does ' o
not take the place of a record of
conscious review. (Ibid. p. gﬁ)

L AN 5 SR

..... LR R =

S

Richard Helms, as the highest level CIA
employee in contact with the Warren Commission on
a regular basis, testified to the Rockefeller

Commission that he did dot beliéve the AMLASH

. AR EER. OEh. s

operation was relevant to the investigation of

President Kennedy's death. (Rockefeller Commission,

R

In addition, Mr. Helms testified before this

C T,

Committee that the AMLASH operation was not designgd

to be an assassination plot (Exec. Sess. Test. of

Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 26~27). §
A contrasting view to the testiﬁony of Mr. .
Helms was offered by Joseph Langosch who in 1963 B, . %
was the Chief of Counterintelligence for the CIA's Special’¥; .
Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component 2t2§§
responsible for CIA.operations directed against
the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence %
Services (HSCA Ciass. Affidavit of Joseph Langosch, ?

- = < o
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Sept. 14, 1978, p. 1) The Special Affairs Staff

was headed by Desmond FitzGerald and was responsible

for the AMLASH operétion (SsSC, Book V, pp.. 3, 8, 79)
Langosch, as the Chief of Counterintelligence

for the Special Affairs Staff, was responsible for

safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign

intelligence services, particularly the Cuban

Intelligence Services (HSCA Classified Affidavit

of 'Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78, p. 3). It was

Langosch's recollection that:

...the AMLASH operation prior to the
assassination of President Kennedy was
characterized by the Special Affairs
staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other
senior CIA officers as an assassination

: operation initiated and sponsored by the
. CIA. (Ibid., p. 4)
Langosch further reébllected that as of 1962
it was highly possible that the Cuban Intelligencesy e
Services were aware of AMLASH and his association
with the CIA and that the information upon which
he based his conclusion that the AMLASH
operation was insecure was available to senior level CIA
, Jeep ¥ aocE)
officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. (Ibid., p. 4).
However, the issue before this Committee is
Efgssification: ——seemee——— 600112
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*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, this

Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit

executed by Kent L. Pollock (CIA pseudonym) who “served

as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the
entire period in which he was Chief of the Special Affairs
Staff...and discussed with him the AMLASH operation as it
progressed.” (CIA Doc., Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock,
executed Oct. 5, 1978, p. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically
contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASH operation
was characterized by the Special Affairs Staff, Desmond
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an
assassination operation. In pertinent part, Pollock -
drew the following conclusions: '

EEE R

To the best of my knowledge, Mr. FitzGerald
considered the AMLASH operation to be a political
action activity with the objective of organizing
a group within Cuba to overthrow Castro and the
Castro regime by means of a coup d'etat. I heard
Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation
frequently, and never heard him characterize it as
an “assassiéﬁkion operation." Mr. FitzGerald
stated within my hearing on several occasions

his awareness that coup d'etat often involves
loss of life. (Ibid., par. 3, p. 2)

R, TR0

S

He also stated:

9 i

Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH
operation as an "assassgéation operation”; the )
case officer did not; I, as Executive Officer, never
discussed any aspect of the AMLASH operation with
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the otfer o
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not
have so characterized it since they did not know
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.

The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day
of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, o. 2/}, (Ibid.,
par. 6, p. 3) -
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assassination plot prior to President Kennedy's
death. The bifader and more significant issue,
as the 197;2}GR has ldentlfled it, is whether
the AMLASH operation was of sufficient relevancy
to have been reportedAto the Warren Comimission.

In the caée of the AMLASH operation this
determination is a most difficult matter to
resolve. Reasonable men may differ in their
characterization of the Agency's operational
objectives.

Based upoﬁ the presently available evidence
it is the Committee's position that such informa-
tion, if made available to the Warren Commission,
might have stimulated the Commission's investiga-
tivé_concern for‘possibie éuban.involvement or

complicity in the assassination. As J. Lee Rankin

commented before this Committee:

..when I read...the Church Committee's N '
report—-it was an ideal situation for
them to just pick out any way they
wanted to tell the story and fit it
in with the facts that had to be met
and then either blame the rest of it
on somebody else or not tell any more
or polish it off. I don't think that
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could have happened back in 1964.
I think there would have been a
much better chance of getting to
the heart of it. It might have
only revealed that we are involved
‘in it and who approved it and all
that. But I think that would _
" have at least come out. (HSCA Class..
Depo. of J. Lee Rankin, 8/17/78, p.9%1)
The Committee is in agreement with Mr. Rankin
that had the AMLASH operation been disclosed to
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have
been able to foreclose the speculation and conjecture
that has s urrounded the AMLASH operation during
the past decade. As history now records, the AMLASH

operation remains a footnote to the turbulent

relations between Castro's Cuba and the United States.
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