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WARD & PAUL

410 First Street, S5.€.. Wasnungton, 0O.C. 20003

Friday, July 11, 1975

United States Senate,

Select Committee to Study Governmental
Operations with Respect to

Intelligence Activities,

Washington, D. C.

The Committée met, pursuant to notice, at 8:40 a.m.,
in Room §-407, The Capitol, Senator Frank Church (Chairman)
presiding.

Present: Senators Church ({presiding), Hart of Michigan,
Mondale, Morgan, Hart of Coleorado, Tower, Baker, Mathias and
Schweiker;

Also present: Frederick A. 0. Schwarz, Jr., Chief
Counsel: Curtis R. Smothers, Minority Counsel; Charles
Lombard, Patrick Shea, David Aaron, Robert Kelley,Frederick

Baron and Michael Madigan, Professional Staff Members.

TOP SECRET




202) 544-6000

waro & FavL 7/4& O 30?;/ - w”f..

410 First Street, S.€., Washington, D.C. 20003

The Chairman. The hearing will please come to order.

Mr. Bhndy, would you ﬁiease'stand and take the oath.

Do you swear that the testimony you will ‘give in this
hearing will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but
the truth, sg help you God?

Mr. Bundy. I do.

The Chairman. Mr. Schwarz.

TESTIMONY OF McGEORGE BUNDY

Mr. Schwarz. Would you state your full name and address
for the record, please?

Mr. Bundy. My name is McGeorge Bundy. I live in
York. My home address is 1040 Fifth Avenue.

Mr. S;hwarz. And you are currently the Chairman or the
President Sf the Ford Foundation?

Mr. Bundy. The President of the Ford Foundation.

Mr. Schwarz. In the Kennedy Administration what position
did you hold?

Mr. Bundy. I was Special Assistant for National
ity Affairs.

Mr. Schwarz. And you held that all the way through the

i Kennedy Administration and for how many years in the Johnson

Administration?
Mr, Bundy. I held that office from the beginning of the
Kennedy Administration to the end of February 1966.

Mr. Schwarz. Prior to commencing work with the Kennedy

TOP SECRET
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Administration, had yoﬁ had anyfhing‘ﬁo do.Qith the Central

Intelligence Agency? '

Phone {Area 202) 544-61

Mr. Bundy. I had a hrother who worked for many years in
the Central Intelliggncc hAgency. I occasionally talked with
members of the Agency during the forties and the fifties, both
about substantive guestions of what one thought about the )
conditions in the Soviet Unlon, and occasionally also about
efforts that they were then making to recruit talented

gradbates of colleges.

Mr. Schwarz. You mentioned your brother. To put some-

thing of a different kind in the record than we have gotten

recently, would you recount the position taken by Allan Dulles

in connection with the problem that your brother had in the

1850's3.

WARD & PAUL

Mr. Bﬁnéy. Well, my brother came under attack from
Senator Joseph McCarthy. and the ground was, as I recall
it, in general that he had been a friend and supporter of
Alger lliss and was therefore noE to be trusted in a place

as sensitive as the Central Intelligence Agency.

| Allan Dulles -- and my impression is that this was
% quite characteristic of him ~- took an extremely firm stand
1 .

% on this matter, and stood by his estimate that my brother was
j

| in fact in no sense a security risk, rather, to the con-

trary. And the defense was successful, and my brother

410 First Street, 5.€., Wasnington, D.C. 20003

continued in the Central Intelligence Agency until the Kennedy
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Administration came iﬂ}.aﬁ

wﬁiéh'ﬁimé he moved over to the

Defense Department.

Phone {Araes 202),

Mr. Schwarz. We have indicated to you that we are going
to discuss the countries of Cuba, the Dominicén Repub}ic and
Vietnam, although not much on Vietﬁam.‘ And the mﬁjority and
minority staff have shown you some documents of that period,
some 15 years ago. Before I gét to thosé threé countries,

I would like to ask you some questions about a subject
called Executive Action. Have you ever heard of the subject
called Executive Action?

Mr. Bundy..Yes, I have.

Mr. Schwarz. When did you first hear of it?

Mr. Bundy. Well, "as I have told your staff, that is a real

WARD & PAUL

difficulty for me, bgcausc I cannot pinpoint the time at
which f heard of it. My impression was‘ihat it was some time
in the early montﬁs of 1961.
| Mr. Schwarz. And ao you have a recolleqtion as to the

context in which you heard about it, the person from whom you
hea}d about it, and will ybu provide to the Committee vyour
fﬁll recol’ecction of the subject of Executive Action in the
early 19617

Mr. Bundy. Would it help if I try to describe in a
general way what I now understand of this matter, the
part which is recollection and the part which is clarified

by discussions with the staff and what I now think about it?

TOP SECRET
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Mr. Schw;rz. WOuid‘yoﬁ éistinguieh, though, the part
thét is recollection and the part that is based upon other
matters?

Mr. Bundy. That is exactly what I would like to do.

The part that is recollection is very vague. And I
would say that I have no recollection of more than one conver-
sation on this sugjeg;. And the impression that stickg in
my mind is that I was told about it in a general way. 'And
it was described to me as an effort to study through the
possibilities by which one mighg act against an individual
in a context other than that of espionage and counter-espionage,
a conﬁext more poiitical.

Mr. Schwarz. When you say "act against an individual”,
act in what fashion?

Mr. Bundy. Acﬁ in a variety of fashions, as I recollect
it, but up to and including killing the individual,

The two things that I think are clear in my recollection
about that -~ three -- one, that it was a concept presented
or éescribed to me ~- I was in effect being briefed on it.

Two, that it was entirely an untargetted ~- that it
was in no sense a ﬁlan to do anything to anyone.

and third, and I think quite important, that it was
noi anoperation which héd any specific target.

Mr. Schwarz. You said you were in cffect briefed on it.

By whom?

TOP SECRET
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Mr ., Bundy. : That is what I aon‘t know. I cannot
recollect who it was. And I think it inappropraﬁe to guess
when 1 have no recollection.

Mr. Schwarz. What time? I don't mean what time of day,
but what time?

Mr. Bundy. As I say, sometime I think in the early
montHs of 1961. And searching memory is an uncertain busi-

ness, but it sticks in my mind that I heard about it in the

rooms of the Executive Office Building. And that
would place it in time, because I moved from.the Executive

Office Building to the West Basement of the White Housc sometime

after the Bay of Pigs, perhaps in May. |
1

Mr. Schwarz. So baéed on that fact you place it in
time sometime prior to the Bay of Pigs and sometime after--

Mr. Buﬂdy. After my arrival in Washington;

Mr. Schwarz. And when did you arrive in Washington?

Mr..Dundy. About the 10th of January. I would place

it more closely, because I think it was after I was in the

OEfiZQ of the Special Assistant, which, of course, was occupied
until the 20th of January by others.
Mr. Schwarz. So you place it after the 20th of January,
but before the Bay of Pigs, which was April 14 or 177?
Mr. Bundy. That ‘is fight.
Mr. Schwarz.l Did it come up in a context where you
-

urged that such a capacity be created?

TOP SECRET
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Mr. Bundy. No.
Mr. Schwarz. What context did it come up in?
Mr. Bundy. It came up in a context in which it was being
described to me by someone else. Ancd that is really about
as far as I can take it with precision.

Mr.

Schwarz. WAs it described to you by someone else

as a capacity. in being?

Mr. Bundy. ‘As a capacity ~- and this 1s not something
I wang to be too certain aboﬁt, Mr. Schwarz, but my recollec-
tion would be that it wasva capacity coming into being.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, receiQing that information, did you
take any steps to discourage or dissuade the person, whoever
it was, who was describing to you the capacity cominé
into being?

Mr. Bundy. What I récollect is that I was satisfied with

the description I received on two points.

f

rirst, that this was not an operational activity, and

would not become such'without'two conditions: first, that

there be a desire or a ‘request or a guidance that therei
should be planning against some specific individual; and
second, that there should be a decision to move against an
individual.

feing satisfied that these two things were not happen-
ing -- and I am now giving you a reconstruction rather than

a precise recollection ~- I am confident that what I did was

TOP SECRET




to place this notion in the datégory of hypotheticals, of

things with no current urgency to fhem, and in that sense

not a gquestion that cried for attention In the sense that

Phone {Ares 202) S44-60002

so many others did. If I may make a straightforward-compa;i«
son, we were, I think, even before the inauguration, but
certainly very quickly thereafter, Qery heavily engaged in

a real question of choice, which was thé question of cholces
around what would you do with the Cuban brigade which led
eventually to the Bay of Pigs. And that occupied a very

large amount of time and attention, as.did the crisis inh Berlin

and the crisis in Laos,

In the same period there were briefings on contingency

lans for the uses of nuclear weapons, other weapons, and a
P

WARD & PALUL

whole swarm of,sort of, and here were reports that came

naturally to the Special Assistant's office, which was also

being reorganized.
So, I think that what I did was simply to put this one

aside. I cannot claim to have thought about it seriously,

because it was in the flow of business that would come to the
Special Assistant's office.
Mr. Schwarz. I want to see if we can be more precise
[l B N
on dates to check on what other evidence we have. We have

other evidence that discussions of this metter were going

on in the Central Intelligence Agency on the 25th and 26th

410 First Street, 5.E., Wasthington, D.C. 20003

of January 1961.

TOP SECRET




Pnone (Area 202) 544-6

WARD & PAUL

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

v . /

Now, are you able to tcétify with respect to the likeli-

hood of the conversation you have.recOUnted taking place
prior to the 25th or the 26th of January 1961.

Mr. Bundy. I would rate it very, very unlikely.
This‘is a matter I have thought about since you did mention
those dates to me. And I would say that the chance that
’within the first four days after being sworn in I would have
been drawn to consider this question is, from my side, as
near zero as I can put it. I had bheen teaching international
relations over a period of ten yearsj T was deeply interested
in many of the immediate problems, most notably the problem of
the c¢risis in Berlin and the concomitant question of relations
with the ngict Union. And I was preoccupied with all of
the things that happened when you moved to Washington from
helping the Secretary to buy a house; and working out a
staff, and I was under instruction from the President to
reorganize the White House National Security staff. This
subject was far out of my mind, and I would not have brought
it up. I doubt that anyone wouldhave brought it to
me in those early days.

The Chairman. May I interrupt for a moment.

As I understand yohf testimony, Mr. Bundy, you were
briefed on the concept of Executive capability somgtime early

in 1961, and you can't remémber'now who it was who briefed you.

Do you recall whether or not you instructed anyone at

TOP SECRET
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the CIA to develop such a capability?

Mr. Bundy. I am sure I gave no instruction. But it is

only fair to add that I do not recall that I offered any

impedimgnt after I was briefed.

The Chairman. But your best recollection is that some-
body toldyou that such a capability was being deﬁelopéd?

Mr. Bundy. I don't want to be too firm on that, but that
would be my best recollection.

The Chairman. We received testimony from Mr. Bissell.

Are you acquainted with Mr. Bissell?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, sir. I have known him a long time, and
he has been a great friend of mine.

The Chairman. Mr. Schwarz,- since you are very familiar
with the record, are you going to take Mr. Bundy through the
record of Mr. Bissell's testimony?

Mr. Schwarz. Mr. Bissell testified --

The Chairman. And we have the transcript. If it would

be helpful for Mr. Bundy to look directly at the transcript.

I think he should have it.

M;. Schwarz. Mr. Bissell’'s testimony was, first, that
in the first instance he said he did not recall any specific
conversation. Then, however, he said, after having reviewed
certain notes by Mr. Harvey, he concluded that if Mr. Harvey's
note ;ndicated, as they did, that he, Bissell, told Harvey

in 1961 that he had been twice urged by the White House to set

TOP SECRET
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up an Executive Action capability, then he had no reason to
doubt that testimony. And then he went on through a series
of comments to end up saying that he would have been given
that urging by either Rostow or Bundy, more likely Rostow.

First, let's focus on Rostow. Was Rostow inveolved in
the briefing?

Mr. Bundy. No == now, that I can’'t tell you out of my
;ecollection, but only out of my knowledge of the way the
office was organized. The first things we did, Walt Rostow
and I, was to work out an informal but nevertheless reasonably

clear-cut division of labor. And the whole business of

what I thought of as special group business, namely, matters

that related to covert action, and would, if they came for
division, come through the special group, fell on my side
of that division. I don't recall that. Mr. Rostow was ever
involved in any matter of this sort.

The Chairman. It is fair to say that this was Mr. Rostow'
testiﬁony. )

Mr. Schwarz. Mr. Bissel 1s, as you say, a friend of
yours of long standing, and still is a friend of yours?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, he is.

Mr. Schwarz. Wehave his testimony which, while it did

have gradations within it, ended up saying that

i he believed either you or Mr. Rostow urged him to set up the

Executive Action capability. And you have testified that the

TOP SECRET
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fact is that you were given a briefing, and you didn't urge it,
but on the other hand you didn't say it should stop.
Hiow can you explain, if you can, the testimony of your

friend Mr. Bissell, and the contrast between that and

your testimony?

Mr. Bundy. Well, as I undersfand Mr.\Bissell’s testi-
mony -=- and I should add, so that there will-be no misunder-
standing, that I havé not only the advantage of discussions with
you, but I have talked with him about it -- as I understand
that téstimony from that conversation, he was trying to ex-
plain a situation in which he had no recason to question an Aqencg

. {
history to the effect that he first gave instructions on this

!
|
|
i
|

matter in February 1961. And in that context -~ and he had

WARD & Paul

no reason to question the report that he had received
White llouse encouragement -- it is in that context that his

speculations about Mr. Rostow and about me seem to fall.

I would be surprised, if his memory were refreshed

with respect to the dates of January which you have' des-

20003

cribed to me, if he were to believe that any initiative in

this enterprise would come in the first instance from the
Kennedy Administration.
The Chairman. Mr. RBundy, our transcript of the

Bissell testimony makes it.clear that Mr. Bissell himself

410 Fewst Street, S.E., Wastungton, D.C.

{ does not dispute the documented record. He said in effect,

if Harvey says that I told him that I had been twice instructed
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410 Firse Street, S.E

by the White House to develop an Executive capability, I
have no basis on which to dispute that record.

Then when we asked him, very well, who in the White
House told you, and when were you told, he replied, it
must have been early in 1960, and I don't recall who told me,
but it must have been either Rostow or Bundy.

e then recounts that he had numerous conversations
with both of you during the period, and concludes that the
instruction must have come either from you or from Mr. Rostow.

Now, Mr. Rostow tells us he never gave such aﬁ instruc-
tion, and in fact has no memory of every'haQing discussed
such an instruction.

Mr. Bundy. He would have in fact have had no authority
to givg such an instruction.

The Chairman. That is right.

And he pointed that out.

Mr. Bundy. And in fact I wouldn't have the autbority
to‘give any sucﬁ instruc;ion, and I would have been {only
the channel to give such instruction.

Senator Baker. Wwho would have had éhe authofity?

Mr. Bundy. If the authority were requirecd outfide the

AGency it would have to have been the President hingelf.
The Chairman. vhat I would like to ask you --
Mr. Bundy. Could I continue with Senator Baker's

guestion for -one second.

TOP SECRET




My own impression as to this matter =- and I have already
testified to the fact that I am relying on a recollection of

a meeting of which there is no record -- is that had I been

" Prone tAres 202} 544-6000

briefed on this essentially hypothetical internal, undirected
character, it did not appear to me %o be a matter that required
further authority outside the CIA. That may or may not have
been right, but that is the guick judgment I appear to have
reached. Because I certainly did not raise the questionAwith
others.

Senator Baker. Do you recall that, Mr.‘Bundy, or is that
your surmise?

Mr. Bundy. That is my reconstruction more than my --

WARD & FPAUL

I know I did not raise it, I did not press the question, and
I did not feel, therefore, that it was a guestion that needed

further analysis, and it did not, so far as I know, get

further consideration inthe White House. My own recollection

is that I didn'thear the words again in any serious con-

text that I can recall until this year.

26603

The Chairman., - And'you cannot récall who it was who
briefed you? | |

Mr. Bundy. I really cannot.

Mr. Schwarz.'Cén you narfow the field?

Mr. Bundy. I can narrow the ficld. It would have to have

410 Farst Street, S.E., Wasnington, B.C.

' been 'a senior officer at the Agency, or someone with previous

understanding in the White House. I have no reason to supposa

TOP SECRET
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that it was the latter, but I cannot exclude that.

The Chairman.iMight it have been Bissell himself?

Mr. Bundy. It surely might have been.

The Chairman. Based upbn your best recéllection of that
briefing, you have alfeady testified that you interpose no
objection?

Mr. Bundy. I am pretty sure I satisfied myself as to
the character of the enterprise. But I did not interpose an
objection.

The Chairman. Do you recall, then, having reported the
briefing to the President? X

Mr. Bundy. No, I don't.

The Chairman. pid it strike you -- hefore I ask that
questidn, hased upon your best recollection of the briefing,
were.you told that this was a new capability that was heing
developed; or were you told simply that the Agency poésessed
such a capability? |

Mr. Bundy. I would put it that the Agency was working on
such a capability, but without any great sense of precision.

The Chairman. Were‘you given the imp;ession at-
that briefing that the Agency was secking your authority or
the authority of the White House?

Mr. Bundy.I think_éhey were testing my reaction, as

I now look back on it. But I do not recall that they were

seeking éuthority. If it had come to me as a matter of White

TOP SECRET
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House authority, I know from the context -~ my own concept
of my job what I would have done.

The Chairman. What would you have done?

Mr. Bundy. I would have had to take the mgtter to the
President, because I had no independent authority.

The Chairman. And you have testified that you did not
take the matter to the President?

Mr. Bundy. As far as I can recall, Mr, Chairman.

The Chairman. Well, this is a subject dealing, as it
does, with the development of a capability to kili that would
hgve been of the charaéter that if you had been asked for’
authority you would have discussed with the President?

Mr. Bundy. That 1is right.

The Chairman. And furthermore, is it not a subject of
a characteg that you would be very likely to recall?

Mr. Bundy; If I had been aéked for authority I would
recall it. If I wefé the initiating or’deciding.agent, I
would recall tﬁat I had had that role.

Yog speak of the seriousness of it. ‘It deals with a
capability to kill. 6he of the sobering.facts about coming
into the government from outside into a sensitive position
like that one‘is the number of things on which you are briefad
which deal Qith the capability to kill. Contingency plans
for protecﬁﬁnq West Berlin, contingéncy plaﬁs for the use of

nuclear weapons -- shelf plans, a shade more remote, perhaps,

TOP SECRET
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for the use of diffe;ent kinds of gases ~- an operational plan
for the invasion of Cuba -- these weré uncertainties as to
whether there would have to be military landings in Laos. In
the context of 1961 ~; and I am not in any sense trying to un-
derstate the seriousness of the context of 1975-- this was a
hypothetical kind of a thing with two strong locks between

it and any decision. And‘I‘simplyfdiQn't pay it the attention
then that we are paying to it now. We are right to pay

that éttention now.

The Chairman; I understand that very &ell. And this
Committee is enééavoring in every way it can to place this
whole issuc'wiihin the éontext of the timé. Nevertheless, we
are faced with a very real dilemma. We know that at the very
time vou were being briefed the Agéncy was not only intereéted
in developing a capability, but was in fact engaged in a
series of attempts to assassinate Castro, and had been in-
volved in other murdér plots and murder attempts against the
leaders of certain forgiqn governments.

The question we are endeavoring to answer 1s whether
the Aﬁency had bheen authorized by the policy makers of the
government to engage in this activity, or whether it was
operating‘fast and loose on a wild gamb%t of its own in an

area of extreme sensitivity that could have the most serious

repercussioné upon the government of the U.S. and its

reputation in the world.
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We are told by Mr. Bissell, who apparently was not

a very good friend of yours, but also a very good friend

Rostow's ==

Phone (Areas 202) 544-6000 " -

Mr. Bundy. That is right.

The Chairman. ;~ a man whose credibility as a witness
would seem to have to be respected -- that he was.at least
engaged in developing such a capability on direct instructions

from the White louse.

But when we pressed him for specifics, his testimony

becomes very vague. lle can’'t remember just who it was who

told him, he can't dispute the record, which says that in ecffect

‘

he so advised Mr. Harvey when he engaged Mr. Harvey to develop

the capability. and everyone elsc of high authority in

WARD & PAaU

the Administration ;hat we have questioned so far testifies
that it'was not the pélicy of the Administration to engage 1in
3iassassination, and no such attempts were ever authorized,
| and indged,_with the exception of one occasion in the Special

! Group, the subject never even surfaced for discussion.

20003

And when it did, if it did, it was quickly shot down.
Mevertheless, the CIA was in fact embarked upon such

attempts during the period under review.

Now, we are led to conclude either that we are not

being told the truth concerning the policy of the Administraticen,

which is very hard for me to accept, given the reputation of

. N
the witnesses that have come before us, for integrity and

410 First Street, S.E., Wathington, D.C.
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truthfulness, of'that the CIA was running wild, and acting on
its own initiative, engaging in murder plots, murder attempts,
and not informing, let alone securing the authority from,
;hose in government who held the responsibility, which in a way
is even more frighﬁeningj

Now, you tell us that you remember being briefed. You
don't remember advising the President. It didn't seem too
important at the timé;Did you ever follow -up on whether such
a capability had in fact been perfected by the ag;ncy?

Mr. Bundy. I don't recall pursuing the matter aty all,
Mr. Chairman, any more than I would have pursued any other
shelf capability on which no question was bheing pusﬁed o me,
either from below or abhove.

If I may -go back and comment on one aspect éf your,

T think, important and impressive description of

the difficulty the Committee faces, I am sure that if in the

early months of 196} I had known what I now know, in part from

lthe newspapers and in part from discussions with your staff,

about what was really in train, T would have had a very

different approach.
Senator Mondale. Mr. Chailrman.

The Chairman. Senator Mondale.

senator Mondale. Yesterday Secretary Rusk testified be-
fore us. And some of the minutes or notes made following one

of themeetings'of the Special Group.hugmented at least suggest

TOP SECRET

1Kt . o e o TP S R Y



ARy
(RER
B ;']

that the question of assassination occurred. And, Mr. Rusk

said, did you think anyone would bring that up at a town

Phone {Rrss 202) 54648-6000

meeting? And by that I gather he meant that these meetings

had large attendance from all different groups and prinicples

and staff assistanﬁs and so on, and as a result, if there
were matters of exceeding delicacy, that was not the forum
at which such matters would be discussedf
~WOuld you commeﬁt on that?
Mr.‘Bundy. Yes. My impression would be ﬁhat the

Secretary was probably referring to the much discussed meeting

of August 10, 1862.

Senator Mondale. Right.

Mr. Bundy. That was a large meeting, 16 or 18 people.

J
2
<
S
L]
a
L4
<
3

ﬁ And the comment seems to be pertinenf to that meeting. The
Special Group,és such, the one which I would haye had in

: mind, for example, in earlyniQGI, was set up under a national
i A
i security regulatibnvqf some sort whpse number was 54/12.

Senator Mondale. That was the Special Group.

20003

Mr. Bund;; That waé the Speciallcroup. And the Special

Group in)and of itself was quite a small group.
Senator_Mondaie. But peoﬁle would'volunteér to attend --
Mr. Bundy. No. |

Senator Mondale. They woculd not?

410 Furst Street, S.E£.. Washungton, 0.C,

Mr. Bundy. No. The meeting of Auéust 10 is a very

special meeting in a variety of respects. That included -~

TOP SECRET




The Chairman:; You were present at that meeting?

Mr. Bundy. I was present. My memory is entirely

Pnone {Areas 202) 544-60600

a refreshed memory on this, I had no recollection of the
meeting until recent months. But I have found a scratch
pad that I apparently doodled on on that date, and it
shows who was theré, and not much else.
'Mr. Schwarz. There were some beautiful drawings.

Mr. Bundy. There were.

They were not very beautiful drawings.

The Special Group Augmented met in August -- and this

does coincide with my general recollection of the matter --

in response to concerns wihch were first, I think, and most

WARD & PAUL

energetically pressed by Mr. McCone with respect to, what the

of that meeting, and the center of later meetings, and the cen-

i

1

i

I

|

N .

| hell are the Russians doing in Cuba. And that was the center
|

i

" ter of a national security action memorandgm'of considerable
gvcomplexity which was put out toward the end of August, most
i
! of which dealt with this gquestion, how do we know what they
:Eare going to do, what do we do if they do it, and so forth,
| with respect to missiles in Cuba.

It was therefore in a sense much more than an. ordinary

let alone a Special Group meeting. And

while I quité agree with the Secretary that that meeting as

410 First Street, S.E., Washungton, D.C. 20003

a planning session for anything as horrendous as assassina-

tion is implausible in the extreme. Quite serious covert
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’9 highest level, or at a very high level, such as the Special

actions were discussed in ‘the Special Group. And as your

Committee pursues its studies of covert action it will find
that that group is the .nodal point'for policy decisions, good

¢ i or bad, well or badly handled. And that was quite a small

D4 group.

6. Senator Mondale. The reason I &ask that is that it seems
7 to me that the Chairman's question pursues the two alternatives,

8 elther what we now know to have occurred was ordered at the

o~
“

Group Augmented, or they operated on their own, in which case i

]

| » _
il they were out of control and irresponsible, or there was some

i

i

i axtra communications system that went around the formal struc-

ture that we have been examining, and would account for the soun:

of authority that these operators testified to when they

15 || were with us.
16 Now, their testimony was not very specific. They said,

17 || we thought we had authority, and welthgnk we heard from

18 somebody, and so on.

what are the changes, based upon your experience, that
there was such extra official communicationsg and order passim:

Senator Raker. Before Mr. Bundy answers, I might say

fufﬁ to Senator Mondale that I am struck by the first paragraph
o éof the Inspector General's report, which we don't have herc

24 | now, I don't believe, but as I remember it, it says, it is

o5 || difficult to reconstruct history of assassination plots, becaus.

- | TOP SECRET
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of the high sensi Iy;ty,pﬁ*éhéjéuﬁﬁectjh@ttéf;"ﬁo*ﬁriéten.
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records were kept, and it was 'not discussed at open meetings.

Il That is generally what was said. And it seems to me that is
implying, then, that as a mattar of policy there was no

- )
formalization of this sort of communication.

I am sorry to interrupt.

Senator Mondale. Yes, _

And in that August 10 meeting two or ﬁhree_principals
testified that it did come up. And in fact it iﬁ not reflected

in the notes.

Mr. Bundy. Perhaps the best way for me to begin at least

with an answer to your guestion is to describe my

own sense -~ my own understanding of the way in which covert

operations of all types were brought forward. And this was

‘perhaps'the most important and the most constantly reiterated
fact of the process that I was exposed to when I began to
consider this whole range of. subjects on coming to Washington.

And whether it was with Mr. Gordon Gray, my predecessor, or

with Allén Dulles, or with incoming and outéoing friends in
the Department of State, or with Mr, Bissell, or with anyone
else concerned with these matters, what I learned then and
what I applied throughout my time there to the best of my
ability was that all covert operations, whether intelligence

operations, clandestine political activity, and clandestine

propaganda activity, and clandestine subversion, or sabotage,

J TOP SECRET

1

|




HW 50235

ERTRYAN

1iy

15
16
17

18

O3
NG

o

24

25

whichAﬁiavsccdf initheJCaéefoé”Chbﬁ;:;il of them took their
authority ffom and'caﬁe'for‘théif Quthority to the 54/12
group.

And when there was avquesticn in such 'a meeting as to
whether the matter required further jﬁdqment, it was the
responsibilit& of the Chairman of that group to make sure that
that was checked ocut.

The papers will usually say, higher autﬁofity, et cetera,
et cetera, and the President's name will often not appear --
any more than the precise character of the operation is likely
to appear in the minutes for the reasons that Senator Baker
has spoken of.

But I never knew of any operation of this kind of any
sort, with one exception, which is quite different, which did
not have that channél. The exception is the Bay of Pigs,
whi;h was so big, so compliéated, and ovefflowed in éo many

directions, and in which the President himself was involved in
so many ways, as he fully recqgnized and explained at the time,
that it did not go through this Committee process, it went
through a quite Presidential process, and everybody involved
knew that. -

But with that one exception, I would have told you up
until the beginning of this current public discussion, that

was the way it went, and that nothing went outside it, and

that the Agency and the Defense Intelligence Agencies, with
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their more sensitive

in that respect. e

Now, I clearly am ﬁfqngt‘aﬁf.thaf'ié what I would have

told you. ' ﬁ; ~';‘ :fJ, - ,
Senator Mond&lé.;_Well,Aare you wrong? |
In other words, what you testified to --
Mr. Bundy. Excuse me, I misétaté myself. I beg your

pardon for interrupting.

I am wrong in that things happened that didn't go through

that group.

Senator Mondale. Yes.

In other words, that is the big question, either they wor
acting on authority, which apparently flowed around channels --

The Chairman. Covertly‘--

Senator Mondale. Covertly ~- or they were acting on thoi:
own, and our attempts to find direct authority in these official
meetings led us nowhere. '

And your testimony is that you find it very unlikely
that there was this covert way of communicating authority.

Mr. Bundy. My testimony was that I wouldn't
have belicJed it existed. I have to consider the same al-
ternative that. the Chairman has so clearly pointed out. I
don't find it agreeable to conclude that the Agency was a
rogue eclephant at a time when I strongly believe it was not.

. Senator Mondale. We asked General Taylor that questiou,

TOP SECRET
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and he said hélf§§nd:it<ihcfedislé fo believe that they
would have gone around the Special Group Augmented with such.
Mr. Bundy. Generél Taylor, of course == and this is an
important point -~ was a=-pointed to this responsibility after
the Bay of Pigs, aftgr a feview of the failures that led to
the Bay of Pigs, and after a conclusion had beén reached that
it would strengthén the White House to have.a man with a parti-
cular responsibility for the oversight of intelligence opera-

tions. He was called military representative to the President,

but in the announcement of his appointment ~- I happened to
look it up the other day -~ President Kennedy made it clear tha#
he would be his representative for intelligence matters. S
And he did in fact take over the chairmanship during the time
that he was military representative of all of the Special ' !
Groups, 54/12, the.Speciai Group Counterinsurgency, and the
Special Group Augmented, MONGOOSE. And when he said -~

if he has teétificd that his expectation wopld have been : !

that nothing was going to go around him, he is saying exactly

what I thought through the same period. !
Senator Baker. Mr. Chairman, in that respect --
The Chairman. Refore I fﬁrget the %uestion, let
me askj since you were at the August 10 meeting, and since
we have received testimony buttressed by certain docpmentary

evidence that the subject of assassination of Castro did

come up at that meeting, do you have any recollection of
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subject coming up bflﬁéiﬁg”di§c§éééd?

Mr. Bundy. I don't recollect the meeting. And I
don't recollect the subject ever coming up in a meeting of
that size, or indeed in any -- I don't have any recollection
of it coming up, although I do have a general recollection of
there being times at which this possibility was heard of, I
wouldn't want to testify that I never ﬁeard anyone say,
there is somebody thinking apout this, because that would be
different from my Qague recollection.

But I have no recollection of that meeting, and there-
fore none of any specific statement made by anyone in it.

The Chairman. Senator Baker?

Seng@or Baker. In that connection, before I go to the
guestion I had in mind, is it fair to say, Mr. Bundy, that
all, or virtually all, of your testimony this morning, about
MO&GOOSE, about the August 10 meeting, and aboﬁt the general

gituation, is from reconstructed memory rather than first

impression memory?

Mr. Bundy. I-didn't want to go that far, Senator Baker.

v

My knowledge, my sense of what 54/12 and Special Group
Augmented.wcre, and where they stood in the line of authority,
is very clear, and i8 not reconstructed. I spent five

years -- except for the time when Gengral Taylor was there,

I was the chairman of ;hese things.

Senator Baker. Let's take a piece at a time, then.
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. ‘-g 1 On the quégﬁion of fhe"Execufive'Aétién capability, I
’ g 2 || believe referred to as thelZRRIfLE éroject -
E S Mr. Bundy. Imust say that if I had known that was. its
4 name I would have looked harder, Senator Baker.
' : 5 Senator Baker. It is a fairly picturesque name -- as
- 6 to Executive Action Capability, or ZRRIFLE, do you havé a i
7 separate recollection? §
8 Mr. Bundy. " I have a recollection of what I think of %
o~ .
;t .9 is one, I don't want to say there wasn't more, but of
- 10 || one discussion of the matter. And I know I was informed of

- 114 it in some fashion at the time,
12 Senator Baker. Do you remember by whom?

15 Mr. Bundy. That is my diffiéulty, as I said earlier,

WARD a PAUL

- 14 || I don't know.

15 Senator Baker. The reason I ask is, from the other
16 | documentation I have, which consists primarily of the

17{ Inspector General of the CIA's report, and maybe other

i

b
(4+]

material that I can't think of at the moment, it is clear

19 | and unmistakeable that they think of RZRIFLE or Executive Ac-
s ) tion Capability as a White House initiative, or a White House

o1 Il request of considerable insistence from the White House that

v
l

oo Il they get on with the job.

! . Mr. Bundy. That is totally inconsistent with my un-

4 || reconstructed recollection.

410 First Street, 5.E.. Washington, 0.C. 20003

Senator Baker. Let me track that carefully.
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Do you recall that there'was not?’

Mr. Bundy. ICan only speak for myself here, and for
my colleague Rostow, and my knqwledge of his asasignments.

I recall that his assignments would have‘made‘it wildly out
of place, and totally out of éharacter, for him to initiate a
matter of this kind. And I recgil»that I did not. And I
recall that quite independently of any reconstruction of
recent months.

Seﬂator Baker. I would like to limit this, then,
just to youvassignment.

Was it your general assignment to take care of so-~
called covert operations? )

Mr. Bundy. It was'my”assignment -= may I take a minute
on this?

Senator Baker. Yes, sir.

Mr. Bundy. There were two ways in which I could become
involved in covert ~- three ways. I:. might have thought up
an idea myself. I will have to say that I have no recollec-
tion that I 'evgr did. It was not a subject in which I had
an independent personal motivating interest. So,there were
two ways in which I could get involved in it. One was by
a proposal upward from the Agency or the Defense Intelligence
Services, which would come to the Special Group.

And the other was when the President had an interest--

and I did have an interest -- from time to time in these
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1961, 1962, in doing more. about Cuba.

matters.
,"Kna‘partVof thé more he
wanted to do was covert. AAhd hé would éay B0 to me. And
I would say so to somebod? else.

Senator Baker. Canvyou give us ekamples of that?

Mr. Bundy. No, I can't. I ncan only say that the kind
of things he was talking abopt.was; why d§ all these raids not
get us anywhere? They say they can do something about the oil
refineries, why don't thef? These are purely hypothetical,
Senator Baker, but they would be in a category, subversion
and sabotage.

Senator Baker. WAs it Harvey that was spoken of as our
0072

Mr. Schwarz. Once yesterday.

SEnator Baker. Do you remember when Mr. Harvey was

brought to see the President at the Oval Office?

C
Mr. Bundy. I have been told about that, but I

am afraid that is non-refreshed recollection. I don't know

anything about it.
Senator Baker. Would that have been the character of i
the things that the President was interested in, 0072

Mr. Bundy. I am not going to try to repair the record i

® at this late stage and say that the President never read :

Ian Fleming.

Senator Baker. Or ever seen Ian Fleming? @

TOP SECRET o




W

50955

WAFRD & PAUL

20003

J
o
-

410 First Streey, 8.6, W

Py {Ares 202) 544-6000,

10

11

12

14

15

16

17

18

v
v,

24

P .

Mr. Bundy. I'dbﬁ;élthinﬁ’thé?%fggidéﬁt~evér“aéted Ian
Fleming. | -

Senator Baker. I think thaé is right. But I think it..
is important for us, Mr. Bundy, to try to establish, as the
Chairman said, the range of.availgbie information or evi=~
dence that sheds .some light on ﬁhe three alternative possi-
bilities, and ghe type of things that the President interested
himself in is terribly imbortant_in that respect.

I believe that you said you had no information or no
recollection of what particular situation, or what other
deals that were made he was interested in.

Mr. Bundy. I will put it more concretely than that.

The Presiden£ said, can't we do something mo;e’about Cuba?
Why don't you get ahold of‘these people who are dealing with
this and see if they can't do better, and pass the word
that I am interested, that kind of thing.

Senator Baker. Do I understand that to mean that he never
spoke of a particular practice?

Mr. Bundy. I can't tell you that, because I know, the
record indeed ;eminds me, that particular actions that are
related to Cuba that came up through the group of ten
went to him, and some were approved and some were not.’

So, he clearly looked at'them.

I would have to have the documents there in order to

be precise, and I don‘t have them with me.
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Senator Baker.

Mr. Bundy. Documents which the Committee staff
has provided.

Mr. Schwarz. We have them.

Senator Baker. Tell me what theyare.

Mr. Schwarz. ﬁovember 30, 1961, Tab =~ is that Tab H
or Tab 4 about the November 30, 1961, which authorizes
MONGOOSE?

Mr. Kelley. Tab 4.

Mr. Schwarz. May 5, '62, Lansdale Tab 21.

Senator Baker. Let's stop there, if I may.

Do you have a copy of this memorandum, Mr. Bundy?

Mr. Kelley. He will have it in a moment.

Mr. Bundy. One place these documents did not go is
into the memorabilia of former members.

Mr. Kelley. We are talking about Tab 4.

Senator Baker, Mine says, see Lansdale Tab 4.

Mr. Kelley. Yés. Novemberi30, 1961.

Senator Baker. I would really prefer if someone gave
Mr. Bundy a copy of the same material I am WOrkiﬁé on.

Mr. Kelley. All right, that is the chronolo&y.

Mr. Bundy. November 30, 19612

Senator Baker. Yes, sir. It is on page 3, the third
item.

Mr. Bundy. I have it.

TOP SECRET




1 Senator Baker. Preaident Kennedy's decision to begin
2 MONGOOSE. 1Is it clear, Mr. Bundy, that President Kennedy made

3 the decision to initiate the MONGOOSE program?

Prons (Arss 202] 5446000

4 Mr. Bundy. No gquestion,
5 Senator Baker., I notice in the staff interpretation
6 under the column “Issues and Questions” that they alleged

7 that you recall probably writing this memorandum.

8 Mr. Bundy. That is really a logical inference, The
| £9] ) ’ ’ .
~ 9 President would not himself have written a long memorandum of
- 10 Il instructions of this kind. It is possible that General

11 || Taylor wrote it., But I think it is more likely that I did.

12 f But in any event, whichever of us did so was doing it as a

13 || staff officer for the Prsident's convenience in recording

WARD & PAUL

e 14 || his decision. '
A

o 3
15 Senator Baker, So at least to this extent there is

16 {| no question about the chain of command, or the chance to

17 || control it, the President authorized it?

18 Mr. Bundy. Just to underline that point, as I recall

the paper which was shown to me, it is one from Mrs. Lincoln

bt
e}

20 to General Taylor saying, the President wants you to have

this as a description of the decisions.

Senator Baker., Would you repeat that?

i
:
f.

410 First Steeet, S.E., Wasrington, D.C. 20003

22 {

o Mr. Bundy. I éhink the covering memorandum on that’

24 do;ument is from Mrs. Lincoln to General Taylor, and it says, é
‘ {

o5 the President wants you to have this as a record of his :
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decisibds.

Senator Baker.’Thdnk yoﬁ, sir.

Do you have an ipdépehdent recollection of the meeting

.or the encounter with President Kennedy in connection with

MONGOOSE?

Mr. Bundy. - Not ;'épécifié mééting;'but of the piocess
which led to this deciSion,_yes; |

Senator Baker. Déscribe for me, if you will, what
MONGOOSE was intended to be?

Mr. Bundy. Well, MONGOOSE in a general way was the
whole set of things to be csncerned with mostly, but no£ only,
covert activities against the Communist regime in Cuba.

Senator Baker. The chronology also guotes the memo as
saying, one, we will use our available assets to go ahead
with the discuss;d project in order to help Cuba overthrow
the Communist regime.

Can you elaborate on that?

Mr. Bundy. Not without documentary assistance beyond
what I haveAjust said. It was to be a fairly wide ranging
program. I believe that what that really sort of implies
to me ig that all departments are to cooperate, that the
Committee is to review possibilities, proposals, to seek
them out, and that the thing is to he coordinated by the
Committee, whose chairman will be ~-- this summary doesn't

say so, but my recollection is that the chairman was to be

TOP SECRET
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2 . E
5 some questions at this point, please.;
4 ‘ Item 4~of tﬁis'memorandum reads: "The NSC 54/12 Group i

5 lwill be kept closely informed of activities, and will be ;
o o 6. available for advice and recommendation
7 Does this suggeat to you that the regular channel was
8 supposed to operate with respect to MONGOOSE, that i# to say,
9 a central role was to be played by the:Special Group in
10 || connection with its activities?

1l Mr. Bundy. It is a puzzling sentence to me as. 1 read

12 | it now. And I can't give you a precise answer on that. I

WARD & PAL

13 ) think the general answer has to be that the 54/12 Group continu::.
14 {f through this period.  General Taylor was the chairman of

15 || both. The overlapping of membership was extensive. And

16 || I think you would get a more precise answer as to the exact
17 relatidn from General Taylor than 1 am in a position to give
18 § you.

19 The Chairman. I have a very clear memory of éeneral
20 || Taylor's testimony. And his testimony was that the Special
21 || Group Augmented was the group that had charge of operatioﬁ
22 | MONGOOSE. It was further his testimony that all plans; all

23 operations, were to be brought to the Special Group Aug-

24 || mented for {ts approval,. And the approval of that Group

A10 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

25 || was necessary before any such plans were actually implemented.
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;y be clear on Eﬁét, ME.

l

2 || Chairman. I thought you were asking whether there was.a

Phone {Area 20/2) SMOOO

S further requirement thattit.go‘fromythe Speclal Group
4 Augmented to the Special Group., And I have no precise view

5 on that,

6 The Chalrman. inseé‘ %
Vi Now, when you refer to the NSC 54/12 Group =-- ?
8 Mr. Bundy. That is what I think of as the Special Group. g
oy 9 " The Chairman. That is what you think of as the Special %
r. 10')] Group.
Z? 11 I asked the question because the language is a little
.
PN g 12 | fuzzy. :
@“- g 13 Mr. Bundy. It is.
N .
< 14 The Chairman. This language might suggest that there is ;
' ] i; 15 || an- independent line of authority, and that the Special Group :
e 16 || Augmented or the Special Group was simply to be kept informed, %
B 17 I| and its:advice and recommendations would be taken under advise- ;
t 3
? 18 | ment. ‘ : é ?
19 Mr. Bundy. I think myself, Mr. Chairman, that | |

20 || we don't have a very serious problem here,because I would .

21 | agree with General Taylor's recollection that the Special

oo || Group Augmented was the Cuba group.

o7 Now, the Special Group is simply the same people.less

24 || two or three. - And the only real operational value of this

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

o5 || paragraph is that perhaps the staff officer who serviced the
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54/12 would be available in a‘decision to the staff officer
servicing the SpecialGroup Augmented.,But the decision-making
persons are .simply a smaller numbet of the very people

that both General Taylor and I recolleCt.as having the main
responsibility.

The Chairman.  So according to four'best rémembrance,
you would agree with the testimony we havé received from
General Taylor?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, ; would.

The Chairman. Mr. Smothers?

Mr. Smothers. Mr. Bundy, perhaps we could get some help
in how the recollections come together here. I might pursue

for just a moment some of the background regarding other

sources of information you may have had reqgarding the subject

;
/

matter of his testimony. )
You indicated earlier that you had talked with Mr.
Bissell about his testimony.
Did you talk with persons other than Mr. Bissell?
Mr. Bundy. Oh, yes.
Mr. Smothers. Did you talk with Mr. McNamara?
Mr. Bundy. Yes, indeed.
Mr. Smothers. Regarding  these events?
Mr. Bundy. fes.

Mr. Smothers. Have you spoken with Mr. Gilpatric?

Mr. Bundy. NO, I don't think I have.

TOP SECRET




B .
Y 4
I
W "'é'fh' ;
A ng

el it
S

i

', § Fos
:hé émo:ﬁéﬁs ‘Mr.
-8 AR
g Mr. Buna}; Yes.
i E 3 Mf. Smothers. Mr. McCone?

4 Mr. Bundy. Yes.
5 Mr. Smothers. - Are there others?
6 || mr. Bundy. I Qmiéufé‘fhéré ;fe} Mr. Rostow. Mr.

7 qudwin. There may ﬁelllbe dthéré;"Mr. Schlesinger and Mr.
8 Dungam == who has very little to . do with it, but I talked

9 to them because of my own absence of recollection about the

10 || Dominican Republic. -
11 Mr. Smothers. Lét me just raise a few guestions regard- |
12 || ing those discussions, and perhaps it will be somewhat helpful

13 to us in trying to piece this together.

WARD & PAUL

14 Has any documentary evidence passed between you and
15 ﬁﬁe persons previously mentioned regarding the subject ]
16 | matter of these hegrings?

17 Mr. Bundy. Not that I know of.

18 Mr. Smothers. Did Mr. McCone provide vou any documentary

19 || evidence? : . ' !
20 Mr, Bundy; No.
21 Mr. Smother. Did you receive any documentary evidence '
2o || from any source other than the staff? ,

Mr. Bundy. No -- I beg your pardon. When I testified

ne
[N

24 || before the Rockefeller Commissioh I asked through that

..
410 First Street, $.E., Washington, 0.C. 20003

Commission whether I could -.look at NCS files particularly in -
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recollection of ‘the 6th of August 1962.

order to cl&fify my
And I was allowed ﬁo iook?éﬁ theﬁﬁéhM files.'Ahd my memory was
refreshed by NSAM-1, whiéh:I‘beiieve'the committee has.

&r. Smotherg. Have ydu'made é similar request to
persons now within the Agency ﬁorlén the White House staff?

Mr. Bundy. No. o

Mr. Smothers. Could we go bacg int6 four convérsation
with Mr. Bissell? . Could you describe for the COmmittee,_please
your reaction when Mr; Bissell indicatedvto you that he had
in’ testimony before this Committee told the Committee that
either vyou or Mr. Rostow had asked him to establish an Execu-
tive Action Capability? ' : i

Mr. Bundy. ﬂe didn't report it that way to me. He

reported it to me that the testimony that had been given by

others placed this event in February 1961. Testimony by

14

others indicated that he had said to them that he had been
encouraged to do this by the White House, and that in casting

around as to who might have encouraged, he had given the’

names of Rostow and Bundy. I think this is roughly what

he said to ﬁ;. '
The Chairman. That was the characteg of his testimony?
Mr. Bundy. I told him that I thought he must

be wrong about Rostow, becauée that wasn't the way it worked,

and that my own recollection was not that we had encouraged

him, but that I had at some stage been informed about it.
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We then went ‘on to’ a*discussion of what it was.
we dgreed thatfﬁhﬁée;éf“eige:i£-w;s; ig was not an operation
plan, and it was not'tafgeted against anyone.

Mr. Smothers. What was his reaction to yoﬁr comment
that he had been informéd‘as opposed to initiating?

Mr. Bundy. I don't recall that we had a very extended
diécussion on ‘it. | I don't récall hié reaction,.and I don't
recall exactly how I put the point.

The C;airman.lnet me just ask at that point, tﬁe way you

have characterized Bissell's testimony correspnds with my

memory of it. It is hard for me, however, to understand

how Mr. Bissell -- why Mr. Bissell would have directed Mr.

Harvey to develop .such a capability, and apparently represented,i
if the documents are to be believed, to Mr. Ha;vey'that he had i
been twice instructed to do this by the White House, if he %
i
had not in fact received such authority. ;
Do you think that Mr. Bissell would have undertaken %
on his own initiative to develop such a capability and
simply represented to his subordinate that he was doing so on
instructions from the white,uouse?
Mr. Bundy. I think there is a prior question, Mr.
Chairman, which is the credibility of the witnessvfrom whom he !
is taking this recollection. . {

The Chairman. That is fair.

Though Mr. Bissell himself did not seem disposed ~-
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2 |l not give him this‘inétfﬁélion{‘bgt‘I.do,NMr. Chairman.
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B The Chairman. Did Mr. Bissell at any time during the
4 period under questioni or at anyﬂiéter time, ever inform
5 || you of CIA activities or involvement in assassination attempts

6 || against any foreigﬁ leader?

7 Mr. Bundy. No.

. 8 The chai}mah, Doesn't it strike you as strange, since

;; 9 Mr. Bissell was aware of such attempts, that he would not

hw 10 | have told him?
< 11 Mr. Bundy. Well, I don't want, for reasons that I Z

g i

ri‘ % 12 {| have already explained, to speculate as to why he did or did -
Q;, g 1% | not. I was operating, working on the assumption that I

< 14 | would know that kind of-athing if it existed.

z; 15 The Chairman.Senator Mathias?

B~ 16 . Senator Méthias. Mr. Chairman, I don't want to leave

17 the record, or Mr. Bundy's mind, or in the alternative, my

s

18 | mind, in a state of confusion as to what exactly Mr. Bissell's

19 recollection was. i E

o

———

20 Now, he was depending somewhat on Mr. Harvey's recollec- ;

-y

21 tion and notes in the first instance. But as I recall, he

5o || was very clear as a matter of independent recollection that

v i he had been horsed along a couple of times by the White House : 3

o

410 First Street, S.€,, Washington, 0.C. 20003

24 || on proceeding with the devéIOpment of the Executive Action

L

25 Caﬁability. And that was a matter of independent recollection,
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refreshing his recollection.:
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i

Mr. Bundy. That he didn't say to me, and I have no way

4 of commenting on it.

5 The Chairman. I think we must carefully review the

6 record on that score.

7 Senator Baker. It may be neéessary to ask him to come

8 back for that purpose.

9 May I ask a question there?
on .
- 10 Mr. Bundy, do you have any recollection of any specific

11 || covert plans that would involve poisons, hypdermic syringes,

12 || or other potentially lethal devices in conjunction with acti-

13 | vities against Cuba? K

Mr. Bundy. I have no recollection of any specific plan.

n o "G I A
WARD & PAUL

L4 |
15 I do hgve a very vague, essentially refreshed recollection
s 16 that I heard the word poison at some point in connection with
? ~ 1l 2 possibility of action in Cuba. But that is as far as I !
i \ 18 have been able to take it in my own memory. 5

% 10 Senator Baker. Can you remember who may have men-
i 20 tioned it to you and what the purposes of the peison may have
&
g been?
g 21
z
5 05 Mr. Bundy. Nothing at all about it in detail.
' ;
E o Senator Baker. A poison pen?
(%] £
o £ 04 Mr. Bundy. No, some kind of poison about which -- one
(]
@

that does stick in my mind is that it seems totally
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impractical because 'it" g ‘to ‘kill.a large group of

people in a heédqd&réer;_méés}?o; ééﬁé&hing of that sort.

Senator Baker. D§ ybuaremembef whether the plan was
declared non-feasible of'infeasibie b} the‘Department of
Defense? | ” - |

Mr. Bundy. No, I have no éudﬁ_:écﬁlledtion.

Senator Baker; Do you femembei“aﬂything about a hypodermic
syringe to carry'poisons'in a ballpoint pen?

Mr. Bundy. That is the sort of thing that I was asked
the other day, and I said I remember it, and then it seems to
me about ten seconds later was that what I was remembe;inq was
murder mysteries and nothing related to Cuba. I have no
recollection of ' connecting anything like that té Cuba.

Senator Baker. I have another question, but I will
walt, if you have something else.

The Chairman. Go ahead, sir.

Senator Baker. Do you»feel that you have a good insight
into the relationship between thé President and his brother
Robert Kennedy in this respect, that is, having to do wi;h
Cuba operation§1 and Robert Kennedy and Richard flelms?

Mr, Bundy. I have a pretty good picture of the relation-

ship between President Kennedy and Robert Kennedy on Cuba,

and on many other things. It is a recollection which grows
stronger as the administration goes on, because I got to

know them better, and, of course, they got to know me better,
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and the;;éléﬁiénéﬁip:tendshtO'becomg closer, my relgtionIW£th
both of them. I had ﬁgéQﬁfthevsrééidéht:fér'haﬁy;’QQAQ
years, and the Attornéy Géner&l'muchfmore briéfiy.

1 do not -have any éleaf éicture of the relationship
between the Attorney General and Mr. Helms. - My :curbstone
judgment would have been that it was not close. |

_Senator Baker. Based on your insight, did the Presi-
dent delegate to Robert - Kennedy substantial aspects of Cuba
policy during the periocd -we are speaking of?

Mr. Bundy. I wouldn't put it that way; Senator
paker. He certainly counted on the Attﬁrney General to be
a kind of gingerman on a great many subijects, of which Cuba
and counterinsurgency were the two that came more closely w;th-
in my area of interest.

Senator Baker. Counterinsurgency meaning what?

Mr. Bundy. Counterinsurgency meaning all those efforts
like the Green Berets and orgahizing to be able to assist

countries threatened by Communist subversion internally.

Senator Baker. Are you spéaking of counterinsurgency

las it led to Cuba, or as a general capability?
Mr. Bundy. There was a separate committee, the Special
Committee on CI, counterinsurgency. And the Attorney General
was an active member of that. And I used to see him playing

this very important role of poking and prodding, and why can't

you do more, and why can't you do better, and why aren't we
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Senator Baker. Who was on that committee?
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.Mr. Bund}. I'am sorry, I can'£ dacide from recollection.
Qeneral Taylor was again.the Chai:man, but the membership was
different.

Senator Baker. Do you have minutes or records of that

group?

Mr. Schwarz. No.

Seﬁator Baker. Mr. Chairman, I would like to request
that with Mr. Bundy's assistance after this hearing that we iden
tify as much as we can what that group is, and ﬁake a fomral‘
request forldocumentation.

Mr. Aaron. We have reviewed some of that :material at

WARD & PAUL

the John F. Kennedy Library. It is essentially in fact the
group that reviewed paramilitary operations and potential
insurgency situations.in a number of countries. There was an

insurgency list. It did not seem to relate to the subject

we are speaking of.here. So we did not request the documents.
But we could have gotten them.

Senator Baker. Will you do that, please?

Is that agreeable, Mr. Chairman?

The Chairman. What is your request?

Senator Baker. I would like documentation or any records

relating to the counterinsurgency group during the period in

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, 0.C. 20003

question.

TOP SECRET




Phone (Ares 202) 3446

WARD & PAUL

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

""The Chairman.

ber of the commitféé‘ tqﬁfhto‘pnéegtéke that review, and

report back to the c;mm£££ee.

Would thét be aﬁtisfactory?

Senator Baker. That is fine. I just want to know if
there is any worthwhile docgmentation. o

The Chairman. Yes."Because it may be entirely anciliary
to this issue.

Senator Baker. Let me ask Mr. Bundy this. Would that
group have been important toward American policy during this
period?

Mr. Bund&. The CI Group?

Senator Baker. Yes.

Mr. Bundy. I would think only most marginally,
Senator Baker, simply because the existence of other groups,
the Special Group Auqmenfed or the MONGOOSE Group, was . so
clearly dominant and was the Central Committee for that sub-
ject.

Senator Baker. The gingerbread man concept?

Mr. Bundy. The gingerman concept.

Senator Baker. The gingerman concept. There is a
difference.

Do I directly infer from that description that the
President would authorize Robert Kennedy to urge and expedite

action to move from assignment to assignment and to push people
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Mr. Bundy. In A'genefaiA;a§ that is right. But the

form it took in the aréaé in which I was concerned was in one

Phone (Araa 202) 544-6600)

sense quite informal. . I know of no instance where the Attorney
Generalbtried to repi&cg the nofmal channel -~ let's stay away
for the moment fromfthe covert question qnd>the Cuban ques-
tion, which I know yoﬁ Qiii Wan£ ﬁé talk aboﬁt more precisely --
but if he felt, as he often did, that American policy in

Africa, for example, was inéﬁfficiently sensitive to the aspir-
ations of black people in Africa, he wouldn't fire off a kick, he
would come in and say, why can't you people do something about
the State Department on news and stuff.

Senator Baker. There is some evidence -- we had direct

WARD & PAUL

testimony that Mr. Helms, who was DDP at the time in gques-
tion, rather than DCI, clearly thought that the authority of

the Agency was to overthrow the Castro regime by any means, in-

cluding assassination.

And when p;essed on the soﬁrce of that authority he de-
signed.torsaQ Fhat anyone speéifically told him that, but
that he talked to Robert Kennedy frequently about it. Would
this be in the gingerman concept you are speaking of?

Mr. Bundy. Now we are right at the specific point I
would like to ﬁake. But everything I knew about Bobby Kennedy

when he was goading and épurring people on is that he never

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

took away from the existing channel of authority its authority
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Senator Baker;

with whatyou describe? IR f‘fr.' ' :

Mr. Bundy. Not if it is intéi?rétedfas meaning that he

was providing a Separate,chaﬁﬁélkof}aﬁtﬁaiity.

‘jhgééﬁﬁat it was, and

eant ‘was

Senator Baker. -What I'm

that is, llelms described for us‘ﬁéeﬁih§~with Kennedy apparently

to stimulate the Agency’'s activitiea té\ppddﬁce the ovgrthrow
of the Castro regimé, and that he met regularly with Kennedy
in this respect.

Mr. Bundy. I don't know how often they met or what was
said, I know nothing about fhat. I would have said, just in
passing, that the Attorney General's relationship to the Direc~
tor of Centrai Intelligence was much closer and more impor-
tant than‘his relationship to Mr. Helms,

Senator Baker. I am correct, am I, that Helms at the
time was DDP and not DCI?

Mr. Schwarz. That is right.

Senator Baker. Do you have any idea why he would have
met regularly with the DDP rather than the DCI?

Mr. Bundy. I have no idea that he did. I know that he
met often a;d intimately and easily ‘with the Director of
Central Intelligence, who was a close perscnal friend of his.

Senator Baker. You are speaking of Mr. McCone?

Mr. Bundy. Mr. McCone.
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“'The Chaitman:’ t ‘8ince the point is’

)

tant; that when the éqﬁmiétée Séaff'ééhplete its review of the

evidence it ougﬁf'té bé.reﬁinded to look closely at that Helms
testimony and identify exactlf what words Helms might'have.
used to describe his relationéhip Qitﬁ Robert Kennedy.

Senator Baker. And ﬁhe'time involved énd what position
Helms occupied at the time.

The Chairman. I have another question.

Mr. Bundy, we also have it from Mr. Bissell that at one
time he called in an officer, a subordinate, O'Donnell,
that at one time Mr. Bissell called in a subordinate whose
name was Mr. O’'Donnell, and asked Mr. O'Donnell if he would
be willing to undertake the assassination of Mr. Lumumba.
| Mr. O'Connell testifies that he said he would not be
willing to undertake the assassination of Mr. Lumumba, because
he had moral compunctions against killing.

Mr. O'Donnell furthgr testifies that he was then or
thereafter dispatched to the Congo, where he was informed that
some poison had been made available -- had come to the CIA
headquarters in the Congo.

Mr. Bundy. I am sorry, I missed that last.

The Chairman. He was informed that somé poison had
arrived at the CIA headquarters in the Congo.

When we asked Mr. Bissell on what authority he had asked

0'Connell as to his willingness to undertake the assassination
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except to say that he may.hgve‘aone'ifgoﬁ ﬁ1s own initiative.

‘Do you have qny reaﬁtion to that?

Mr. Bundy. Where is it in. time?

Senator Church. It was in ghe-fall.of_IQGO. It was
not during the Kennedy Administt#tiqn, it preéeded the Kennedy
Admiﬁistration. But I.askéd'you tﬁe queﬁtion, because it
strikes me as being a very disturbing piece of ;estimony, that
any man so positioned, in the CIA could noﬁ identify hibher
authority for such an action, and would under oath say that it
might have been on his own initiative.

Mr. Bundy. I can't add to your comment on that, Mr.

Chairman.

WARD & PAUL

The Chairmah. Very well.
Senator Morgan. Let me ask him & question or two, Mr.
hairman.

The Chairman. Senator Morgan?

Senator Morgan. Mr. Bundy, you recall very vividly
talking with the President on many occasions about Cuba,
ig that right?

Mr. Bundy. I recall vividly that I talked to him on many
occasions, I am not very good on remembering specific dis-
cussions,

Senator Morgan. You told us a few minutes ago that he was

410 First Street, 5.E., Wasnington, D.C. 20003

constantly prodding, and why don't you do this, and why'doesn't
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‘Mr. Bundy. If I ﬁ&yiéorfecﬁ that, I said he prodded me

from time to time, not all tﬁeftiﬁe}
Senator Morgan. Quite fréquently?,
Mr. Bundy. I wouldn'ﬁlbut”iﬁvthat often. It might have.

béen three or four times.

P \ . . ) :
Senator MOrgan. Mr. Bundy, you were head of the Security

Council, you were'his assistant?

Mr. Bundy. I am trying to give an accurate picture of
the number of times, Sénator.

Senator Morgan. You are trying to give such an accurate
picture that you are not giving much of a picture at all.

A?e’you telling ﬁhis committee that throughout the time
you assumed your duties, throughout the Cuban crisis, and all
the MONGOOSE operations, that you might have talked to hiﬁ two
or three times about 1it?

Mr. Bundy. No.

Could I sepafate and try and clarify my answer?

Senator Morgan. Yes.

Mr. Bundy. I talked to the President, I suppose, many,
many times in the context of the events that led up to and
followed the Bay of Pigs. I talked to him dozens of times,
maybe even hundreds of times, in the context/bf the events that
led up to and followed the Cuban missile crisis. Those are the

two great moments of Presidential concern over Cuba during the
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give you a number-~ on thééewiﬁﬁervening:matteré;iind'éhat is

the distinction I am trying to make.

Senator MOrgan; You were'sometﬂlhg between himself and
the National Security Council,_weré’yoﬁ h@t?‘

Mr. Bundy. That isn‘'t e#actly tﬁe;way it works.

Senator Morgan. Just tell me what aid you do;

Mr. Bundy. 1 am trying.ﬁo.

Senator Morgan. I have been listéning‘all mbrning, Mr.
Bundy, and 1 just don't get it, . |

Let me go to one other quesﬁion. VWas it true a while
ago when you said that Robert Kennedy was constantly prodding
people? Why can't we do more?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, that is certainly trﬁe.

Senator Morgan. I have no other questions.

Senator Mondale. UCould. Il ask one, Mr. Chairman?

The Chairman.  Senator Mondale, ,

Senator Mondale. I don't like to ask this question,
but I think it is important.

Have you talked to otﬁérs involvgd during this period
when you may have been testifying before us and before the
Rockefeller Commission, say, in the last five months about
this testimon&?

Mr. Bundy. I answered that question. Yes, I have.

Senator Mondale. Would you repeat it briefly for us?
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Senator Mondale. 4ﬂ_ﬂ“

Mr. Smothers

Senator Mondale. Go‘ahééd.;*‘

Mr. Smothers. I believe you indicated previously, Mr.

Bundy, that you talked to{Mf.“BiS#éll,*ﬁf.'McNamara; Mr. McCone,

Mr. Rostow, Mr. Goodwin;fo;gSchiéiﬁgér}'ﬁnd others that may

not be on that list.’ Aﬁd\yéﬁ!ihaiéatéd tﬁatiyou had spoken to
Mr. Bissell after his testimény_régarding_executive action.

/Mr. Bundy. That is :iéht. |

Mr. Smoﬁhers. Had you spoken with him also before that
testimony? . ,

Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Smothers. pid he call you or did you call him?

Mr. Bundy. I don't honestly recall., I think I said the
other day that he had called me, but I think actually what
happened that he called me, and my first words were, I needed
to call you.

Mr. Smothers. Can we go to your conversations with Mr.

McNamara. When did you first talk with him about these matters

being testified to?

Mr. Bundy. I think pretty much as soon as it hit the papers.

Mr. Smothers. Can you give the Committee the sense of
your conversations with Mr., McNamara?
Mr. Bundy. There have been a number of them. Mr.
McNamara and I not only have been close friends, but are very
TOP SECRET
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ée him‘aﬁd,talﬁ'ﬁiéhihim fre-

‘quently, both about sﬁiéﬁanée'of‘maéters of international

development, and?eﬁgui ﬁheibﬁsiness of the Ford Foundation.
So, I have g;l;gd ﬁo himfa-ﬁumber of times both on the
teleph&he,an@ ﬁgée t6 fAc‘; The éssence of the cénversation
is the explératiphto£ qu§£16h§iraiéed.or dodbfs raiséd babout
the conviction we béﬁh‘éﬁaée, wﬁiéﬁ is tﬁatbno one in the Kenneé
Administration, iqlﬁhé‘White Hoﬁse, or in the Capitol, ever

gave any authorization,'approval, or instruction of any kind

for any effort to assassinate anyone by the CIA.

410 First Street, S.E., Wastungton, ©.C. 20003
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pid you'discuss with him, or did he raise

with you aspecifically, the fact that he had received from

Mr. McCone a memorandum from Mr. McCone.in 19677
Mr. Bundy. Yes, he told me that.

Mr. Smothers. Did you'discnsé'ghe substance of that

memorandum? - o C -
‘Mr. Bundy. I discussednitwinigiﬁlly with‘Mr; Mccﬁne.
'Mr. Smothéra. pid yoﬁ disduas'it with Mr. McNamara?
Mr. Bundy. He mentioned ;t to me. I don't recall much
about it.
Mr. Smothers. Did you discuss the meeting of August 10
in Secretary Rusk's office?

Mr. Bundy. That was the first discussed because the

WARD & PAUL

newspapers said that there had been a meeting of three, four

or five of us, and the question.waa whether there had been
such a meeting limited to three, four,or five. .And we were abl
to satisfy‘ourselves»that that was wrong.

Mr. Smothers. That was wrong. What do you recall to

have been Mr. McNamara's reaction of the August 10 meeting?
Mr. Bundy. He didn't seem to have any that I can recall,
at least I don't recall that he told me of any reaction of
it.
Mr. Smothers. Do you recall the gsubstance of his

\

~comment fegarding the 1967 McCone report?

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

Mr. Bundy. No. I don't think he commented on it.
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Mr. Smothers. With regard to your .conversation

Mr. McCone, when did thié occur;'aéprdximately?

Mr. Bundy. That occurred earlier on.

with

Mr. Smothers. Before the Rockefeller Commission inquiry?

x [

Mr. Bundy. I don't know ex#ctly;wh

i1¢

was within the contextﬁéfithe Rbéﬁéfelie} éommiséién

inquiry and not this inquiry.

én it was. But it

Mr. Smothers. Are you talking about more than one

conversation?
Mr. Bundy.
and then I'had a meeting with him.
Mr. Smothers. In either the phone conversation
meeting did you discuss'ﬁr. McCone's 1967 report?

Mr. Bundy. He told me that he had heard of it.

§

think he had then seen it.
Mr. Smothers. You don't think he had then seen
Mr. Bundy. He had then seen it as of 1975. He
saw it in 1967. ;
Mr. Smothers.
imate time when this -conversation occurred?

Mr. Bundy.

3

calendar, but I don't have it in my head.

But at this time he had not seen

s

Mr. Smothers.

report?
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Mr. ﬁuﬁdy."

since it is awrééogtnthaéﬂ-? as I“undeihtaﬁd'it. it is a
report that he made in_1967, and he had seen it then.

Mr. Smothers. Did he indicate to you that he was .

Y

makingan effort to get thaf'répoft?'

Mr. Bundy. I think he told vm.e that he had been in touch
with the Agency and would be éééing thé réport, but I don't
really recall,

Mr. Smothers. To go into your cbnversation with Mr.
Rostow, would you indicate to the.Committee, please, the
substance of that conversation?

Mr. Bundy. Yes. I called him after my conversation

with Mr. Bissell, because it seemed to me that he ought to

WARD & PAUL

be informed, and the two of them ought to talke with eéch
other about that ﬁestimony.
Mr. Smothers. At the time you called him it was your
impression that Mr., Bissell had not talked with Mr. Rostow?
Mr. Bundy. But was planning to.

Mr. Smothers. And this was after Mr. Bissell's testi-

Mr. Bundy. That if right.
Mr. Smothers. Did you and Mr. Rostow discuss the fact

that both you and Mr. Rostow had heen named as potential

sources for the Exective Action authorization?

410 First Street, $.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

Mr. Bundy. My emphasis in talking about Mr. Rostow was
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it seemed to me

that in my recoliection that must be wrong, and he would be

interested in geﬁtiﬁé 1£ﬁé£;51thened'out.

ﬁr. Smotgers. Cén wé{go'to your conversation with Mr.
Goodwin. pid you.call ﬁim'or did he call you?

Mr. Bundy. 'Ilqalled‘ﬁim.i'a

Mr. Smothers;: Ahd'théAn&tﬁte:pf that conversation?

Mr. Bundy. Th&t coﬁQersation waa about the Dominican
Republic, beédﬁse of my coﬁplete failure of recollection as
to who or what the White House line of action,responsibility
and concern was with respect to the Dominican Republic in
1961. And I called him, and I called Dungan, and I called
Schlesingef, because they were the the who had been very
much involved in things like the Alliance for Progress, and
new appointment; to embassies in Latin America, and Latin
American Policy generally, except for the Bay of Pigs. And
I wanted to see if they had recollections about events in.
that spring that were more extensive than mine. I didn't learﬁ
very much, but that was the purpose of ;he call.

Mr. Smothers. And it it your testimony that your first
exposure to the documentary evidegce beyond these recollections
was when either the Rockefeller Commission staff or this
staff showed you documents pertaining to this inquiry.

Mr. Bundy. I want to be precise about the Rockefeller

Commission staff. They did not show me the documents, the

‘TOP SECRET
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Mr. Smothers. The Wh

documents?

Mr. Bundy.  Yes,

Mr. Smothers. Under what circumstance did the White House

Staff providé'these docﬁmehts”to,yéu? Was it at your request,
of their request? | .

Mr. Bundy. My request.

Mr. Smothers. When did it occur?

Mr. Bundy. At the time of the Rockefeller hearings.

Mr. Smothers. At the fime of the Rockefeller hearings?

Mr. Bundy. Yes,

Mr. Smothe;s. And prior to your testimony?

Mr. Bundy. fes.

Mr. Smothers. Who provided these documents to you?

Mr. Bundy. I never have testified on =-- this is not a

serious matter, because there is no secret about it. But I
have always taken the position that White House decisions
are for the White House to diséuss, and I perfer to hold to
that position now.

Mr. Smothers. Are you saying that you do not feel at
liberty

Mr. Bundy. No, I am not saying, I am saying that I would

request the committee to address that question with the White

lHouse.
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Mr. Smbthgfé.jiThé*qﬁeséibﬂcis who in the White House
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provided Mr. aundy'wigh docﬁﬁents relevant to this investigatiq
And I believe his posi#idhAis th#t he would prefer not to
disclose that maﬁter} o;.thét that is a matter for the
Committee's degstminatioh. ‘

Mr. Bundy. Let me éxplain,}Mr. Chairman, bécause you
were out of the room,,that I h#ve always taken the position-
that decisions of the White House aré for the White House
to discuss. I always asked permission to see documentation
and permission was given. I looked at the document, but I
would rather not discuss it, because I think it is for the

White House to discuss it.

WARD & PAUL

The Chairman. What is the document?

Mr. Bundy. I just described it, it is National Security
Action Memorandum No. 1, weshowed us thé National Security
Action file, which I believe your staff has.

Mr. Schwarz. We have it here.

Mr. Smothers. My question was, who had the request been
and showed him the document?
Mr. Bundy. My point is that I have.tried historically
not.to discuss this kind of question when it is something
that concerns the White House, but to leave it to the White

House to discuss it, and I would prefer to hold to that

£10 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

position.
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v(offgﬁhé‘fecofé;)

Mr. Smothers.  This quité ft;;kiy,‘Mr. Bundy, this
related to an ancillary mgtter that is of concefn ) ﬁhe‘
Committee.

You mentigned conﬁersations ﬁith Mr. Schlesinger. Again,
were those initiated by you? -

Mr. Bundy. .The most recent one, he cailed me. And I
think there were earlier ones, but I don’t know. I can't be
precise. I must s&y I don't know that I understand Qhe line
of questioning. Thase are very important matters, and
people closely involved in them shoﬁld be trying to get a
clear sense of wﬁat each other reme%bers after this many
years, it seems to me thisvwould be entirely natural.

Mr. Smothers. I don't question the fact that it is
natural, Mr. Bundy. I think one of the difficult things
for this Committee to do is to separate out, if you will,
the independent recollections from the docuﬁentary evidence
we have shown you, aﬁd from conversations with others ==

Mr. Bundy. You are quite right. And I have tried
quite carefully to tell you my recollection.

Mr. Smothers. We are merely trying now to establish.
those relationships so that when we get the point in the
recordvthere is some question regarding the nature ofvthe
recollection that might be of some assistance to us. That

is not an attack on your veracity, it is not an attempt to
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" 'see if there-has/

record.

Do you recall, Mr. Bun "Tffém»éhese conversations that

we have just mentionedl-&njfma;tets which have been raised
‘may be ihﬁonéistent with the

by the participahtsithat
documentary record as you have seen it? We know, of course,

that Mr. McNamara's recollection appears to be inconsistent

with the documentary evidence regarding the August 10

meeting.

Mr. Bundy. Well, so was mine. And I have no such
recollection.

Mrf Smothers. I am speaking. now of the recollection of
others, if you will.

Mr, Bundy. I can't really recite gn that, because I
haven't made the kind of comparison document by document
agd conversation by conversation thaﬁ would allow me to make
a clearcut and cohprehensive énswer,‘ But I don't have any
recollection of sharp divergency of that sort.

The Chairman. Mr. Schwarz.

Mr. Schwarz. Mr. Bundy, I want to pick up oﬁ one
thing that you testified to that was left hanging and then
come back thrdugh your involvement with Cuba and starting

from the beginning. You testified that to your knowledge

no authorization for an assassination was given. I want to
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come at the subject another direction.. Were you ever
told at any time‘by’anyﬁbd} "Ehét"@ésabsinationIeffoftsvwafe

actually under way witﬁ‘féspeét'to ﬁf, Caaﬁro?

.Mr. Bundy. Absolutely_hot. |

Mr. Scﬁwafz; vere'youiééér goid,by anybody that the
.Central Intelligence Agenéy‘had.hired tﬂé ﬂafia to assassinate
Castro?

" 'Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. Were you‘ever told by anybody that du;ing
the MONGOOSE program Mr. Harvey'was engaged in assassination
efforts upon Fidel Castro?

Mr . Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. Were you ever told by anybody that in‘thé
fall of 1963 the Central Intelligence Agency was passing
assassination devices to & Cuban military officer?

Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. ’Werg you ever told by anybody that £inthe
fall of 1963 the Central Intelligence Agency was engaged in
an assassination effort with respect to Fidel Castro?

Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, after the Bay of Pigs, was there a
reevaluation or reconsideration of what-the policy toward Cuba
ghould be? And would you turn in that connection to Tab B, .

of the Bundy Book 1 of 2 --

Senator Tower. May I raise a purely technical point. I
)
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Ry !

Ubut we use the term, the
sabgihhte}CaStrb,jI thiﬁk that was

inaccurate, becaﬁse.Iiﬁsﬁﬂl,éhinﬁfwélhave anfthing that
indicates that we-cohtécied'tgé é?bdicate as such, and I think
if we use, "individﬁalgy;ikéiif%ésbéihteﬂ with the Mafia,"

or soﬁething like tﬁéﬁs-Q’iE"isfh:iittle technical.

Mr. Schwarz. Let me restaﬁe'the question to make sure
that there is not a problem with the scope of my question.
And Senator Tower is-cérrect.'

Were you ever told that the Agency had contacted a man
called John Roselli?

Mr, Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. A man called Sam Giancana?

Mr. Bundy. No. °

Mr. Schwarz. A man called Santos Traficante?

Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. Any person who was a criminal or allegedly
a crimihal for the purpose of assassinating Mr. Castro?

Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. Do you have any recollection whatscever

related to the subject we have been exploring in that group

of questions?

Mr. Bundy. No -- you are'familiar with the fact that =~-
refreshed my recollection of activities associated with the

ﬁafia in a law enforcement context in Florida in 1964.
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down right now.k“tht happeh;a.In‘1964:§itﬁmfeéée;tufénthé
Mavia and Cuba, to the:be3£:éf yéﬁr recollection? And then
we will just mark some documents. . ‘ .

Mr. Bundy. Let me be clear that mf Eecéllection here is
entirely refreshed. Perhaps you woﬁld rathet come back to
ig?

Mr. Schwarz. Letfs put it in the record here, since we
have raised the subject.

Let's mark as Bundy Exhibit 1 the lelms memo to DCA
on the Cuban exile plan dated June 10, 1964.

{Document referred to is marked as

Bundy Exhibit No. 1 for identificatiqg
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meeting of tha 303 Commiftee dated June
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memo

A

yii Specia

the President, "Status of

Exiles to Assassinate Cub£n_¢5§érﬁmqntALeadats," dated

August 19, 1964.

l_ibocﬁﬁgizﬁreférfed to is marked as

hpndy Exﬁibit No. 2D for

.ldentifi¢ation.)'
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opportunity prior to ‘the- testimony, and now‘again if: you seekv
to do so, to refresh: your recollection, will you recount for
the Committee what happened in the summer of 1964 in connect-
ion with this matter?

Mr. Bundy. Well, it i3 a relatively smail mattexr in the
context of what you are discussing, but what happened in the
summer of 1964 was that it came to our attention ¢hat there
Wefe relations between Cuban refugees in Cuba and people
apparently associated with the Mafia. And this did not seem
to be a good idea. And this was in a period in which
sentiment had been steadily growing for some time against
activities by Cuban refugees that were wholly cutside the
control and not really in the interest of the U.S., and that
they should be associated\winh a criminal group.

And so0 when the matter came to the Special Group, the
decision was m;de to refer it to the Department of Justice
as a matter of internal American law enforcement. That was
done.

And the Department said that it was going after the
matter, which it then did, and reported back.

The reportsidon't give any conclusive picture of whét
really was going on, but they do show that the Bureau went

to a number of people asking around about these matters, and

as far as I know, it then faded away.
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Mr. Schwarz;':fnjthéféontex€.cf‘that‘distussioh daia

anybody from the Central’Intéii&éegéé'Agency'or ahybody
else inform you that in earlief yéars'there'had been
a relationsghip with ~- tovuSéjSéﬁator Tower's caution =--
with persons alledgedly involveﬁ'ﬁith tﬁe criminal syndicate ~~
in order to accomplish the assassihétion'ofléidel Castoxr?

Mi. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, going back to the'post—Bay of Pigs
period, would you put before the witness and mark aé Exhibit
2 the National Security minute§ ofo meeting held May 5, 1961.
It is at Tab B of the Senator's Book 1 of 2. This reflects,
am I correct, Mr. Dundy, a.discussion of Cub;, held with the
President and high officials of the government who are all
listed on the front page?

Mr. Bundf. Correct.

Mr. Schwarz. And Cuba was discussed, aﬁd it was
agreed, following the discussion that U.S. policy toward Cuba

should aim at the downfall of Castro, and that since the

measures agreed below are not likely to achieve this end,

the matter should be reviewed at Intervals with a view to
further action?

Mr. Bundy. Right.

Mr. Schwarz. ﬁow, can you describe the measures agreed
to at that point?

Mr. Bundy. My only way of doing that with any accuracy

TOP SECRET
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Mr. Schwarz. SRR I
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Mr. Schwarz. The document,épeaks féf itself, then. And
you can add nothing to 1t?
Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. But can you say that’thé“mégéurés'did or

did not include assassination?

Mr. Bundy. There is nothing in my recollection and
nothing in the document that seems to me to imply assassin-
ation.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, following this instruction, was
Cuban policy reviewed again in the fall of 1961?

Mr. Bundy. Yes.
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Mr. Schwarz. And ultimately out of the fall review

in 1561 came the so~called MONGOOSE program; is that correct?
Mr. Bundy. That is right.
Mr. Schwarz. WNow, prior to discussing upon the MONGOOSE

program, did you consider a lot of other options?

Mr. Bundy. I think we were -- and this is a hard
question, but I think whét we were doing was working toward
an organization that would be able to take charge of the
complicated, varied inter-departmental kinds of things involveé
in Cuba. We have been concentrating this morning on covert !

actions, but there were also propaganda problems, economic

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

problems, and Cuban refugee problems in Miami, and a number
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‘Anytime you get tﬁat“kihd‘6fi§f;$iémf&oﬁ°ga?é an oréanization
problem. And the soluﬁion.of 1961, which toﬁk gomatime to
work out, as the passage of time suggests, was the creation
of a Special Committee under fhe'chairmanship of General
Taylor and with General Lansdale as its opefating officer.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, in the course of the review that did
take place prior to the establishment of that Special Committed
which then got.called the MONGOOSE program, was one of the ‘
matters which was considered the assassination of Mr. Castro?

Mr. Bundy. As I have ﬁlready said, I can not tell you

that this gquestion never came up. But I recall no sustained

discussion of that matter in that period.
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Mr. Schwarz. Whether you recall a sustained discussion
or not --

Mr. Bundy. I don't recall a discussion that I can pin-
poin; anywhere, but over the period of 1961 to 1963 the
subject was mentioned from time to time by different individ-
uals, never to me that I can recall by the President. But
it did come up.

Mr. Schwarz. And it may have come ué in this period in
the fall of 19Gi as something to consider, is that correct?

Mr. Bundy. As something to talk about rather than to

consider, would be my answer.

4310 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

Mr. Schwarz. Would you put before the witness as Bundy

TOP SECRET




E]
2
<
.
L
o
[
<
H

410 First Street, 5.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

Exhibit 3 the N

dated October 5, 1961, Tab C of the Sehator's Bundy Book 1.

meeting dated October 6, 1961;5which ig at Lansdale Tab 2,

And as Bundy Exhibit'BA the minutes of the Special Group

ationa

“Acti

ecuy

(Document referred to is marked as
Bundy Exhibit No. 2 for identification.
{Document referred to is marked as
Bundy Exhibit No. 3 for identificatio
{Document referred to is marked as

Bundy Exhibit No. 3A for identificati
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. other document,

jenator
Ekhlb1€ 3B g'memorandum which we

have retyped'erm'an'ind;gﬁlﬁcécéfiginal dated October 5,

1961 For the Rgcéfd;@'Sﬁﬁiébﬁz ‘signed by Mr. Parrott.

A

And the indist@hct’ofiéiﬁalfié’At#aéhgd;i-

{Document réferred to is marked as

Bundy Exhibit Ro. 3B for identificati
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ééiadﬁ@hriie';- before I ask
you the questloh'éf,ianSiM'ﬁq.‘iOO"YOu sent to tﬁeASecretary

of State the foliéwiﬁé ;éﬁé:“tﬁlh conformation of oral
instructions_conveyed to Assiétaht Secrgtary of State
Woodward, a plhn'is desifgd‘toithefindicated céﬁtingehcy»in
Cuba®. Do you have an inéepéndent fecollecfion of what that
indicated contihgenéy wa;é

Mr. Bundy. Before seeing this document?

Mr. gchwarz. 'Before'seeing the documents.

Mr. Bundy. No.

‘Mr. Schwarz. Having looked at not only Exhibit 3, but
Exhibit 3A and 3B, do you agree that the contingency referred
to in 3A and the contingency referred to in 3B are related
to NSAM No. 1007

Mr. Bundy. Yes, I do.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, the contingency referred to in 3B,

which is the earlier of the two following documents, is

‘said by Mr. Parrott to-be a plan against the contingency that

Castro would in some way or other be removed from the Cuban
scent. And I am going to come to some of the other parts
of that document with respect to the President's interest or
not.

And ﬁhe contingency in 3A, which is the minutes of the
Special Group, as characterized as follows: "Mr. Parrott also

told the Group that two other exercises are in progress in

TOP SECRET




EEE oA
o
c.
pr
c
[ ol
c
[Vt
~

WARD & PAUL

410 First Street, 5.€., Wasning'on, D.C. 20002

by

‘connection ith_Cubu, ! g ;ﬁign °
'in cohnecti5ni§i£bltgéfgdssiﬁié.;émo§;i ofvcéstro from the
Cuban scéne, and ah‘ﬁpdagiﬁé"éf phgvoverall plan for

cerrt Qpérations".,. ;.'. l"

Now, after having réﬁiewealth§se documents, and in the
light; of your testimony‘that‘it is possible that tﬁe
conside:ation of the possibiliﬁy of &ssassination which you
say did bccur at some §Qint; océufred in the fall of 1961,
do you agree that at that time tﬁe contingency under consider-~
ation here was the possibility of the assassination of Castro?

Mr. Bundy. No, I would put it another way. The centin-
gency here is, what would we do if Castro were no longer
there. So that the guestion of how Castrq ceased to be
there is left out of this set of papers. C(Clearly one of
the possibllities would be assassination, but only one of
them., What we are talking about here, as I read the docu-
ments, is a plan aéainst the contingency that I am not reading
from the Parrott memorandum, against the contingency that
Castro would in some way or other be removed from the Cuban
scene. NSAM 100, whose language is indirect, nonetheless
indicates, to me at least, rereading it, that the President
wanted to know what was likely to happen if Castro were no
longer there. Iie was, in other words, tryipg to get a picture

>of whether that would really change things, and if so, in

what way.
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éi:ail that Mr.Smothers suggested
to me. Is NSAM loﬁrQﬁat”tbq‘ ’lt;jHou;e showed you, or is
it another documeﬁt?- .

Mr. Bundy. No, LSi. But let .me be precise. I asked
to see the doﬁuments rgl&ting £O == frém the National Security
files relating to August 1962.  And they gave me the NSAM
file 1dehtified as the significaht memorandum, NSAM 181.

Mr., Schwarz. NoQ, the contingency to be examined,
therefore, was what woulq:happeh -- would it help the U.S., .
that is the gquestion, if Castro were to disappear?

Mr. Bundy. What would it be like if Castro were to
disappear? The question is open ended.

Mr. Schwarz. What was the conclusion?

Mr. Bundy. I don't remember. My una%ded sense of the
matter is that intelligent political analysis would have
suggested in 1961 or at any time later that the removal of a
single individual in a revolutién' complex and general as this
would have quite unprediétable and not necessarily helpful
effects.

Mr. Schwarz. You said that while you were clear the-
assassination was not in fact authorized, you believe that
at some point it was examined, is that a fair characterization.

Mr. Bundy. That isn't the word I used. Talk about.

Mr. Schwarz. Talk about. And this exercise constitutes

an analysis of what Cuba/the U.S5. would be like if Castro were
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removed.
Mr. Bundy. It consﬁituﬁes a-réquest for such an analysis.
- ﬁr. Schwarz. Was the anaiyéis made?

Mr. Bﬁndy. I don't havé,anj ?ecdllegtion;

Mr. Schwarz. If one were exploring thé possibiiity of
asgassination, I take it this kind of analysis is the sort
of analysis one would wish to make if one was not siﬁply
ruling assassination out as a matter of principle in the first
instance.

Mr. Bundy. Let me éut it another way. If people were
suggesting this to you, and you were curious about whether
it was worth exploring, one way of getting more light on it
without going any further with that notion itself would be
to ask political people, not intgliigence people, what they
thought would happen if Castro were not there any longer.

You will notice that this National Security Action
Memorandum is not addressed to the Central Intelligence
Agency, less still to the covert part of -the Agency, but '
father to the Secretary of State. And specifically clearly
the action of certain is Assistanﬁ Secretary Woodward.

- Mr. Schwarz. Now, document 3B indicates -- and you
an opportunity to review this one before, I think ~--
Bundy. Which one are we now talking about?

Schwarz. 3B, Mr. Parrott's memo.

Bundy. Yes. I have a clearer copy now than I had
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Mr. Schwarz. It indicétes\that:thpfb was a Presidential
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interest in the matter. And théﬁisené:ai Taylor told Mr.
Parrott that he prefered that tﬁé_Staté Department, or Mr.
Woodward in the State Department, not be told about the
Presidential interest in the matter. First, was there a
Presidential interest in the matter? You have no reason to
doubt that there was, I take it.l

Mr. Bundy. I am sorxrry, I was reading a note, and I
didn't hear the last part of the question.

Mr . Séﬁwarz. I asked really two questions, the first

of which is a direct question, was there a Presidential

interest in the matter?
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Mr., Bundy.. There was a Presidential -~ there was no
doubt in my mind that when I write in a National Security
Action Memorandum a plan as desired, that the desire is not
mine.

Mr. Schwarz. And the desire is in fact the Presidents?

Mr. Bundy. Yes.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, have you any other recollection of
calling your attention to the fall of 19697
Mr. Bundy. Could I go back and comment on your earlier

question.

You correctly pointed out that there was concern to

410 First Street, 5.E., Wasnington, D.C. 20003

keep the President's name out of this process of request,
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point out ‘that the President was the

althoaéﬂ'YQd:correCtl§ﬁ
one who wanted t& kééw."My iﬁpreésion here.is that whatever
concern we have, General tayior'or I, in the frame of this
language,_i; was preciéely to insulate the President from
any false inference that what he was asking about was
assassination. It is e%sy to confuse the question. What

are things going to be like after Castro, with the other

xquestion, and we were trying to focus attention on the

information he obviously wanted, which is, what would happen
if we did do this sort of thing, and not get one into the
frame of mind of thinking that he was considering doing it.
That is the distinction; I think.

Mr. Schwarz. Do you have any further recollection of
discussion of this matter in this féll of 19617 And by this
matter I mean either thé broader inquiry into what it would
be like if Castro disappeared, or a scenario arising of the
specific subject of assassination.
' Mr. Bundy. No, I don't.
Mr. Schwarz. Had you ever heard before I asked you
about the last night about a conversation, an alledged conver-
sation, between the Pfesident and the Journalist Theodore
Schwartz, and or Mr. Goodwin in this timeframe?

Mr. Bundy? I saw that in the newspapers.

Mr. Schwarz. Or in Esquire magazine?

Mr. Bundy. Wherever I saw it, I saw it in print.
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Mr. Scﬁw;fi;x;éut you hSVe;no:iAd;pendent recollection
of that or of_thevfééilﬁﬁaé ﬁr.chhultz met with the President?

Mr. Bundy. No. ButVI will say fhia -~ and it is a random
observation -- {f I were‘planning én action of great-sensitivit
I wouldn’t discuss it with.an?ljcurnaiist,_r don't think.

Mr. Schwarz. ,The record froﬁ Mr. Schwartzlis that the
é;esident gsaid he was opposed to assasgination, but that he
brought it up in a conversation with Mr. Schwartz, saying
that he was being encouraged to order assassination.

Now, you have said that you do recall that the subject
was talked about, your words, at some point, and that’it
might have been in the fall of 1961.

Mr. Bundy. I wouldn't want to say that it was only in
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any given period.

Mr. Schwarz. But that one of the points in which it
might have been discussed was the fall of 1961.

Mr. Bundy. Certainly.

Mr. Schwarz. We are going to come to another period

which relates to you.
Mr. Bundy. May I interrupt one sccond.
Coulé we go off the record for a moment?
The Chairman. Yes.
{niscussion off the record.)

The Chairman. Let's put that on the record.

410 First Street, 5.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

Would you restate what I have just stated?
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would show me the documents I needed, and he did not.

Mr. Bundy. _ G;‘ainé" baék"" to _yogfl. earrlf‘e’r "q’u.e‘ét'ton, I
have a message througﬁ‘ihe cour£;;§“oft§ﬁé:éommiétée from the
White House thatAthefé is no objéction'ﬁo answering the
question as to how the White Béuse came té sbow'me the NSC file
When I learned of some of thé'ihterésﬁsiéf‘thé éockeféller
Commission, it seemed to me that it would be useful if I
could refresh my recollection.\ I telephoned Dr. Rissinger,
who-it seemed to me would be £he right person both in his

capacity as Special Assistant and. the capacity as Secretary

of State, and he called me back to say that General Scocroft

Mr. Smothers. Just oﬁe question.

This file contained what, now, other than the NSAM?

Mr. Bundy. The only file that I had time to go through
that I can recollect was the NSAM file, which is a relatively
short one.

Mr. 3mothers. For which time period?

Bundy. For the périod surrounding August 1962.

Mr. Smothers. It was given to us as an existing file,

or matters thét had heen pulled, or organized --
i

Mr. Bundy. No, they gave me the whole file, they were
all documents that I have been involved with, it was nothing
new to me. But the ones I was looking for were the ones
relating to this subject.

Mr. Smothers. Were these only your documents?

' TOP SECRET
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signed by you? _

Mr. Bundy. They wouldn't be all signed by me, ﬁétA
every NSMA was signed by me. But the&.would all be documents
for which I had responsibility. :

Mr. Smothers. And the timeframe was =--

Mr. Bundy. Sufficiently before and after to ¢give me a
picture of the political éontext of August 1962 in’felation
to Cuba.

Mr. Smothers. And do you recall when you saw this file?

Mr. Bundy. Well, as I say, it Qas in' the context of my
appearance before the Rockeferrer Commission. And that would
be early this year. I don't have the dates, and I don't
want to make a mistake on it.

Mr. Smothers. I am not tfyinq to pin the date down. It‘
would‘be helpful if you remember. DBut we can ask.

Mr. Schwarz.

Mr. Schwarz. I want to make sure that we have what we

have done so for accurately summarized, and that you agree

Can I use discussion of an assassination, will you

accept that?

Mr. Bundy. It implies more seriousness and more

gustained argument than Ivrecollect.

TOP SECRET




s
Y
i

i

g

62BN
at2
A
gy

Mr. Bchwarz. So'fqu
persons asking about“—;

Mr. Bundy. Or ta}king about.
I

Mr. Schwarz. -- or talking about assassination, that
did occur, that it probably occurred on more than oﬁe occasion?
Mr. Bundy. Yes. |
Mr. Schwarz. And that one of the occasions may have
been in the fall of 19612
Mr. Bundy. What I recol;ect about the fall of 1961 is
this question, what would happen if he is not there?
Mr. Schwarz. Which would be a relevant question to =k

if one was talking about assassination.

Mr. Bundy. Yes. But I have no independent recollection
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of talks about assassination, Mr. Schwarz, and I musn't lead
you by saying that I did.
Mr. Schwarz. In any event, passing from talking about orI

discussions or contingencies, to authorizations for action,

and specifically focusing on this concrete period, was
assassination authorized in the fall of 19612

Mr. Bundy. Absolutely not.

Mr. Schwarz. In fact what was authorized in the fall of
19612

Mr. Bundy. Well, we have a long document on that, I

think.

450 First Street, 5.E., Washingion, D.C. 20003

Mr. Schwarz. And that is the MONGOOSE program?
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Mr. Bundy. An‘dw'ﬁ)}at_ _ia’“_éye MONGOOSE "éi'bgvr-ams .

Mr. Schwarz. >in‘COﬁné¢tlon;wi;ﬁtthe MONGOOSE. program,
you had some.diaquue abouf_ﬁﬁe.htto:ﬁey General whiéh was
quite extensive, Let me ésk‘y@u'Qne additional question on
that subject. What was the rglétionship'personally and pro-
fessionally between the Attorney General and General Maxwell
Taylor?

Mr. Bundy. It was very close. I think that they first
met in a hardworking sense when they were -~ I think they
were both members of the committee to look into what happened
after the Bay of Pigs; or if the Attorney General was not

a member he was certainly &losely interested.

Mr. Schwarz. He was a member.
Mr. Bundy. And I am sure the Attorney General was

one of the pebple strongly favoring the appointment of General

Taylor as the President's military advisor. They were both

active and ardent tennis players, they liked each other, and
t%ey visited back and férth. One of the Kennedy children
is named for General Taylor, I think. There was a felation of§
real trust and confidence between them. And the measure of
its strength is tha; I think it easily survived later very
shart differences over Vietnam.

Mr. Schwarz. Now récqgnizing that, what I am asking for .

you is a matter of opinion and not a fact, given your under-

standing. of that relationship, will you give us your opinion
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the likelihood that »1}*?;: ;hé_face‘,&f{‘nm}éil .
Taylor's Chairmaﬁshlp 6f:£hejé§éciélidgod§'Aﬁ;ﬁehtéd F* was
Maxwell Taylor understood to be the éhgirman of the Special
Group Augmented? ‘

Mr. Bundy. .It certgin;y_isvmyvuhderstanding.

Mr. Schwarz. Would Robert Kepﬁedy in your opinion,
in the fact of Maxwell Taylo#'s Chairﬁanﬁhip of the Special
Group Augmented, have developed a bach-channél relationship
with someone else for the purpose of assassina;ing Fidel
Castro?

Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr . Schwafz. Now, in connection with MONGOOSE, you were
a member of the Special Group Aﬁgmented, ware you?

Mr. Bundy. I was. I wasn't its most faithful attender,

but I was a member.

Mr. Schwarz. To the extent that you did:attend, would

you describe the nature of the meetings, what kiﬁd of items
were brought before you, wﬁat was the process for decision
making?

Mr. Bundy. It is very difficult to do that without

documentary reconstruction. But in the broadest sense, I

i

think I can do it. The kinds of things would be Cuban exiles,i
training them, how united are they, whose the leader, and
what kind of operations against the island are we able to

mount, specific proposals, just because I have seen it in
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the last two or three days -- I-saw’a ' sabotage. program which
involved, I think, oil faéiiitiés; trancportation facilities,
and a couple of other cafegorieg ;f'exfilt:ation was a
frequent problem. I dén;t recall that we worfied-so much
about getting the agents in} but there geems always to be

a great problem about gettihg thém od:;. Aﬁd that sort of
thing that I mentionea, propaganda, theré.was the one igland
énterprise -- was Florida doing ﬁuch good, and how much

does it cost and things of that sért.

Mr. Schwarz. At any MONGOOSE meeting did Mr. Harvey

state that he had taken steps to assassinate Fidel Castro?

Mr. Bundy. I never heard anything from Mr. Harvey in
context in any meeting at any time on that subject.

Mr. Schwarz. And it was clear that the President was
person basically in control, perhaps not of the details,
of the general program; is that right?

Mr. Bundy. The President had worked it. The day to

day operations where in the hands of different departments
for different categories of programs. The coordinator was
General Lansdale, and'thelchairman of the Committce was Generaf
Taylor.
Mr. Schwarz. Would you turn to Lansdale Tab 38, please?
Where is the August 8 docﬁment that transmits the new

guidelines for MONGOOSE?

Mr. Kelley. That is Lansdale Tab 20.
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‘activities under the MONGOOSE?

Quideliﬁes. ’
Mr. Kelley. 38.
Mr. Schwarz. 38A.
Was there a chanée'in_of éboﬁﬁ»hugust.betWeen Qhat was’

characterized as Phase I of'OperationAMONGOOSE andva step-up

Mr. Bundy. It appea:ed to be so from the documents I have
been reviewing.b I couldn't give you an independent recollectia

on that point.

Mr. Schwarz. You have got no reason to doubt that there

was some step-~-up commencing in August?
Mr. Bundy. I think that sounds reasonable. I just
don't have any eipertise other than as a reader many years

later.

Mr. Schwarz. Now, with respect to the August 10 meeting,

R

you have previously testified - - I am not sure you have --

do you recall the subject of assassinations being brought up?

Mr. Bundy. Iﬂ the August 10 meeting? No.

Mr. Schwarz. Specifically, do you recall Mr. McNamara
ever bringing the subject of assassinations up?

Mr. Bundy. No.

Mr. Schwarz. We have shown you notes of Mr. Harvey on
August 14, and General Lansdale's memorandum of August 13

that refers to the liquidation of leaders and certain things

'TOP SECRET
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Mr. Bundy; Xes;

Mr. Schwarz. Do they refresh your recollection?

Mr. Bundy. No. vTﬁey give me no -= they do not persuade
me. I sim§1y don't from that suddenly have any flash, so and
so asaid that, not at all.

Mr. Schwarz. But you don't have any reason to question
them, you just don't have a recollection, is that fair?

Mr. Bundy. I simply tell vou that I was in a large
meeting in which a great many subjects were discussea, and
I have no recollection of that.

Mr. Schwarz. I will pass around Mr. Bundy's notes from
the meeting. If someone thinks they should be marked we can
do that. |

Mr., Bundy. If the Cormittee is feeling charitab}e I hope
they may not go into them,

Mr. Schwarz. 41 don‘t think they will, but I thought we
would pass them around in case they were.

The Chairman. Let the Senators see them.

Mr. Schwarz. We will make one observation, though. Both
Mr. Rusk's calendar and Mr. Bundy's notes do not indicate
Mr. Lansdale's being present at the meeting, although the
minutes of the meeting do. And I take it you have no
independent. recollection of whether or not he was not there,

Mr. Bundy. I have no objection to entering anything in
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relevant. It simply illustrates what the hand will do

while the mind is elsewhere.:
The Chairman. Can you identify what you meant by
words, "Worms who were opposing“.‘f

Mr. Bundy. “Wormz® was a Cuban word, gusanos, and it

‘was their own word for themselves, Cubans in opposition to

Castor.
{Discussion off the record.)
Mr. Schwarz. Mr. Bundy, would you mark with a B your
notes of the August 10 meeting. | ‘
And Mr. Reporter, will you mark that as Bundy Exhibit 4.

' {Pocument referred to was marked as

Bundy Exhibit No. 4 for identificatid
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item in your hahéﬁfifééﬁ‘;ﬁdééiined -- do you have this?

Mr. Bundy. The Lansdale éoncept?

Chairman. Is that concept?
Bundy. Concept. I AOn't wonder you ask.
Chairman. Do you recall what Qou meant by that?

Mr. Bundy. My guess =-- and tﬁis is a feﬁonstruction
really -- is that that has to do witﬁ the Lansdale plan which
we were referring to a minute ago, his long memorandum of
August 8, butlining all the things that might now be done
under the MONGOOSE.

Mr. Smothers. Would that have been planned plus?

Mr. Bundy. We argue about plans -~ this is-again
reconstru;tion -- and I think I saw it in some discussion --
we argued about plans A and B and C, and settled on so-called
B Plus,.which I hope you have for the iecord, because thaé
would show what the decision was.

Mr. Schwarz. We do have it.

The Chairman. This was the 10th day of August 1962. And
that was about the time that some concern was given to be
expressed as to the possibility that the Russians were moving
into Cuba =- moving missiles into Cuba. You have on the
memorandum, I think, "USSR will put missiles". Do you recall

what you meant by that?

Mr. Bundy. I think what that is, a hand following
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Schwarz.
‘iéi_??*whlqh will you please mark

it -at Lansdale Tab 41
_(Décﬁment referred to was marked
- as Lansdale Exhibit No. 5 for

«1den£ification.)
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Mr.‘Schwarz;‘wDo you’ﬁg6e~tﬁat in front of you, Mr.

Bundy?

Mr. Bundy. YesrlI have.

Phone {Arsa 202)

Mr. Schwarz., This reflects a number of options or
study that the Presideﬁt,called for in the light of the

evidence of new block'activitiesiin Cuba. Was that evidence

connected with the missiles?

Mr. Bundy. Well, there was quite a buildup reported

in the press and in the intelligence initially of Soviet
military personnel, of Soviet surface-to-air missiles. And
the crucial question was, what fof and what is coming. And
the Director of Central Intelligence ~- who was proved in

the end to be right ~.- was almost alone in his belief that

WARD & PAUL

this was going to lead to a nuclear capability in Cuba that
could hit the U.S. And he raised thesg questions in the
month of August in ; number of different wayszs. And the
National Security meeting from which this memorandum emerged

reviewed those problems, and as the memorandum itself shows,

the heavy emphasis of the President's concern and of the
Group's concern on the likelihood that developed and what
should be done aboht_it, or .in preparation for it, in August.
Mr. Schwarz. The memorandum has quite a range of matters
to he considered. And they range from, if I can use the
characterization, on the soft side, Item 1, which was consider-

. . |
ation of the U.S.:pulling its'missiles near the Soviet Union out
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of Turkey, two, on the hérd“sidé};;tems:7‘anb 8 ¢

which

N

are military possibilitiés of invasion or some oﬁhér military

possibilities in connection with Cuba. fNow,'is that a
typical exercise that tﬁat White Housg, the President and
yourgelf would go through to look at & number of options.
ranging from the soft to the very_tdugh? |

Mr. Bundy. Yes.

Let me say in passing that there was nothing soft about
the problem of getting thg'Jupiter miséiles oﬁt of Cﬁba;

Mr. Schwarz. Conciliatory, wéuld that be the word?

Mr. Bundy. It problem of actually getting tﬁem out
which wé came to in the following vear was one which
demanded great diplomatic energy and finesse on the part of
the State and Defense gepaftments. But you are right. A
wide rénge of issues charactically would be discussed. And
the President had a habit of trying to -look at problems from
many  angles.

Mr. Schwarz. Were you fully in touch with the President
in connection with what became the,miésile crisis.

Mr. Bundy. Yes.

Mr. Schwarz. Was there any discussion of assassinating
Fidel Castro during_that period?

Mr. Bundy. None.

Mr. Schwarz. WWas there agreement reached that as part

of the solution to the missile crisis that related to U.S.
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pledge. There was éhmunde:tgking on our side that if the

offensive capabilities”4?:aﬁdithere,was an argument on what
those were -- were removed, we on our‘side would undértake -
I don't want to presegt,this lﬁnguhge dg if 1t;i§ dééply
mathmatically precisé -= but thére,wgs an underﬁakingfon our
side that there would not be.aﬁ assassination of éuba.

. The Chairman. Was that ever published? ’

Mr. Bundy. Yes. If my language is inconsistent with
what was published, theﬁ what was published should take
precedence, because I am:only trying to report that.

Mr. Schwarz; pid this'agreemént exclude the sabotage
of Cuban facilities?

Mr. Bundy. Not in my view or in apyones® view in the
U.S. Government.. Just to give you an example of things it
did not exclude, it did not exclude continged surveillance,
which is not perfectly normal in relations between frieéndly
states, that you overfly and check out what they are doing.
But surveillance was an explicit and public part of the
necessary concern for U.S. satisfaction with the resolution
of the Cuban missilecrisis.

Mr. Schwarz. Recognizing again that this is calling for
an opinion, during the course of the missile crisis did
anything happen with respect to the attitudes and ac£ions of

either the President or the Attorney General that in your

 TOP SECRET




5

poutos £

oo 0
A0y

-
Rl
ol
>
kad
7y ]
.
O
[

Castro?

SN

INYd ¥ QuYm N £0002 "D°0 ‘usibuiyses " 3°S “12a11S 1$4t4 OTw




ye! a great many
‘”z N g y PP . .

enter into my judghaﬁf*}ﬁéut'wﬁéﬁher the President or the

Attorney General wouidiéﬁﬁé haQe'done that, and I.

to say, Mr. Chairmah) tﬁaé.the.mgst important point I want to
maka, just from wﬁerg'I st€nd personally is that I find the
notion that they separately}'priyéteiy encouraged, ordered,
arrangad efforts at assaséination totally inconsistent with
whaf I knew of both ofltheh. And as an exampla, I would cite --
and only one.amonQVery many -- the role piayed by the Attorney
General in the Missile Crisis, because it was he who, most:
emphatically, argued against a so-called surgical air st;ike

or any other action that would bring dsath vpon many, in favor

of the more careful approach which was aventﬁally adopted by

WARD & PAUL

the. President in the form of a quarrantine or a blockade.
The Chairman. Well, Mr. Bundy, let me put what may be
the same question'a little different way.

You came to know both the Prasident and the Attorney

General rather intimately in ths pericd of your long associa-
tion with them, did you not?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, Mr. Chairman.

The Chairman. Based upon that acquaintanceship, do you
belieVS( under any of the circumstances that occurred during
that whole period, either one of them would have authorized

the assassinaéion of Fidel Castro?

410 Furst Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

Mr. Bundv. I most emphatically do not.
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REN S
another way.

If you have heard testimony,ﬁhat there was pressure to 4o
something about Cuba, there was. Tha:e was an aeffort, both from

the President in his style and from the Attorney General in his

style to keep the government active in looking for ways to

weaken the Cuban regime. Thare was. But if you, as I under-

stand it, and not even thos=z who pressed thé matter most closely
as having essentially been inspiraed by the White House can tell
ngu that anyone asver said to them,ugo and kill anyone.‘

Lat me say ona other thing about thase t@o men, and that ig
that there was something that they really wanted done, they did
not leave pesople in doub%, so that on the one hand, I'would
say about their character, thelir purposes and their nature and

the way they confronted international affairs that I find it

incredible that they would have ordered or authorized explicitl%
or implicitly an assassination of Castro. I also feel that if,E
contrary to averything that I know about their charactér, thev
had had such a decision and such a purposs, people would not
have been in any doubt about it.

i The Chairman. Then have you any way to explain to the
Comhittee, or any explanation to givs to the Committee, as %o
why Mr. iHelms would testify that he was under, or that he had

no doubts, that the Agency was fully authorized to proceed to

not only davelop schemes, but to engage in active attempts to
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is at least not directly an order of én assassination plot or

Mr. Bundy. I hava‘ﬁblexpiénaéibhidtfthat.

Senator Mondale. 'Part of our attempt to solve this riddle

of what would appear to be a record at the highast level, which

attempt, and square it with the fact ‘that attempts wers made, is
to seek to understand the perSOna;iﬁies and ﬁotivationé and
methods of operation of psople further down the chain of
command .

We have heard quite a few evaluations 'of . Mr. Harvey as
a free-whealing, James Bond kind of opefator, and it has bsen
suggested through some disquiet and apprehension at higher
levels about the nature of his conduct. And I would -- I don't
know. I am beginning to have doubts about Mr. Helms whom I
have always admired. There is, for example, a memorandum that

is in the record-to Mr. Rusk in response to a memo which the

Sacretary wrote Mr. Helms fdllowinq an article appearing in
some Cuban newspaper charging that the Mafia haa baan hired and
used by the CIA to assassinate Castro, in which Helms specifi-
cally and categorically denies flat out that any such relation-
ship existed when in fact it did and when in fact Mr. Halms was
part of it.

Now, how do we sort this out? 1Is Mr, Helms someone who

might have, on his own, gone beyond the authority conferred

upon him by persons higher up?
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testimony that Mr. Helms and Mr., Harvey met and agreed “not to

year ago, Senator, I-woﬁld_havé said in my experience iwith him

he was not such an officgr,‘bgt I have no way of dealing with
the kind of thing you have just described.

Senator Mondale. It shatters me bscause I have always
raspected him. Becausa we know that these assassination attempts

occurred. We know that Mr. Helms was a part of it. We have

tell Mr. McCone what they ware doing. And then wa have a
document here -~ well, that was Cubella -~ and then wa have a
muemo from Helms to Rusk which, in Minnesota  language looks
like a lis. Now, I just don't know. Maybs there are other
explanations.

The Chairman. The memo to Rusk had to do with Cubella
rather than the Mafia. .

Ssnator Mondaie. Is that ii? It was not the Mafia?

Mr. Schwarz. It was Cubella, except if you just substitutd
Cubella for the word Mafia.

The Chairman. What you said otherwise is correct.

Senator Mondale. DBut he was involved parsonally with
Cuballa, wasn't he? And he knew that, and this memo said no.

Is there a plausible explanation?

Mr. Madigan. Helms has oOne.

Senator Baker. Halms'® position is that he did not lie,

that he did not have anything to do with the Cubella incident,
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gﬁw
is that righﬁ?
Mr. Madigan. I think ReiﬁsfEiaimedmthat'cﬁbélla is in

the strict context of the memos, operating on his own.'

The Chairman. Well, I beliave r&tﬁer than spesculate, we

had better look back’carefully, and tﬁ&t'qught,to ba another
subject for Mr. Helms whenvha re;urnsy’

Senator Mondale. wén, then I w:iﬂl‘.l'iata‘nd; corrected.

Senator Hart of Michigan. WOuldviou yisld?

I want to make the sama record note that I suspend the
comment I made about that document yestefday. I thought it was
a flat-out lie.

Senator rondalae. I 4id too. I Qithdraw that,'and I think
it would be good if the staff would write us a little memo.

Senator Baker. Fritz might like to know that yestarday I
asked Counsel if they, as a cohhined étaff operation, would
prepare for us, and I believe they agreed to dc this, prepare
for us two briefs, one citing thg testimony and the exhibit
evidence, that Qould.suéport an inference that the authority
was Presidantial; énd another brief, c¢iting the record and the
exhibit evidence citing the inference that it was not. There
is an abundance of both,  to be frank with you. So that we
can lay them down side by side and make our own separate
judgment.

Do I understand the staff is going to do i¢?

The Chairman. That is righ%.
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éﬁnd§.
Mr. Bundy. Do ydu want me £ofgomefback, Mr. Chairman?

 if1you want to take a break

for about fivé'or-teh‘hihﬁéésnﬁnd,ihén be available out in the

anteroom, that will give usfa‘éh;nca to take care of this

business.
{(Pause)
{(Whareupon at 11:17 a.m. the witness left the hearing

room, )
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probiam for
reasons uanpiained~ﬁit§{th§fd@;tibe Department. I have

¥

already mantioned oﬁérﬁspgcé of‘that probhlem, in connection with
ﬁhe failure of the Department to supply most of the material
that we have raguesteé, though ;hat requast was put to the
Departmént two months aéo, ané if has baen -dscided already by
the Committes that Mr. Levy and Mr. kelley should be brought
before the Committea in the hopes that these delays can be
ovarcome.

The first question hefore tha Committee is when that can
ba done. It is suggested that the Attorney General has Tusesdav
morning #vailable. If it is all right with the Committee, I
would like to schedule his appearance, togethsr with that of
Mr. Kelley, for Tuesday morning.

Sanator Baker. .Mr; Chairman, I don't mean to intrude my
personal conveniance into this considsration unduly, but if
the Attorney Gener;l could do it at Tuesday noon, say, it would
help me. I have a commitment in Tennesssee Monday night. If
I catch the Tuesday morﬁinq plane I can't g=t herea unﬁil 11:50.

If that's not bossible, I will cancel Monday.

Tha Chairman. This is procsadural in charactar, so it is

not altogether importaht that every member be present, I think

that from the standpoint of ¢his Committese schedule, Tuesday
morning, the Attorney General and Mr. Kelley would ba good,

would it not?
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morning.

The Chairman.. We afe only informed that he vhas Tuesday
morning a&ailable. o : |

Mr. Gitenstein.. I fgpdke to boug Marvin, ona of his
Executive Assistants, and he said Tuesday was a possibility,
Wednesday is a problem because he has a Cabinet meating and
he wasn't sure about Tuesday and he was going to gét back to
us in thea next hour or two.

The Ch;irman. Well, let's see if Qe can't sat it up

Tuegday.

Senator DBaker. If‘you can set it up Tuesaayvafternoon and

nobody objects, that would be better for me.

}The Chairman. Well,vif wg can, we'll set it up Tuesday
afternoon. ‘ ‘

Senator Mathias. What is tha% for?

The Chairman. That is‘fof Levy and Kelley to appear for
the purpose of telling us why they can't, or why it has taken
£wo months and we . atill are waiting for the documents, mosﬁ
of the documents we ragquested.

Senator Mathias. Well, I won't be here, but that's no

reason.

Senator Daker. Ara YOou going to be here Tuesday

morning?
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Senator Mathias. Don't worry aboﬁtiit;

The Chairman. All right.
_ The second thing I would lika to btiné up in this connec-
tion:is that I was inﬁormed-ygsterda& by -the staff that the
‘FBI has undoubtedly received instructidns thatinone of its
agents are to be interrogated or interviewad by the Qtaff of”
this Committes. I would like someone who knows the details and
can be very specific to tell the Committee the exact status of
that'siguation, how we have!been informed and if we can rely on
that information as being authoritative.. :

Mr. E11iff. Yesterday morning at 9300 o'clock or shortly

thereafter, I réceiyed a phone call from the.F3I's liaison with
this Committee with respect to a series of interviews that had
been arranged with the Bureau some relating ¢o tha Huston Plan,
soma relating to Martin Lupher King matters. I was informed tha

I had to address this request to the Justics Department in ordey

. to secure approval for these staff interviews.

I then called our liaison in the Justice Department,
Special Counsel William O'Conner, and he told me I might.as
well submit these requests in Qriting, because the Justice
Department would take at leaét ter days to glve us an answer
on these requests and he didn't know what the answer was going
to be.

I then explored with him what some_of the reasons might bhe

for this delay and what the problems ssemed to be, and the’
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egplaﬁatiﬁn'tﬁaf he gave meb;é:pgligz.waé_thgt the fact ﬁhat
‘the Committes had notified the Dep;fmént in its letter of
June 27th that certain cases th;t Qg wara investigating were.
abuse cases meant that any inter&iéws that would be conducted
in connection with those matters would be considered by the
Department to bé demand interviews, and thereforae this brought
into play the pfovisions of the Faderal Ragulations which
requira thé Attorney General'svapproval.

Then the question as to whether the Attorney General would
approve or not involved two issues., First was'that since -we
had indicated the likelihooa of an abuse in a particular area

t+hat the Department itself would have to considsr whaethar it

should institute a criminal investigation of that matter, and

WARD & PAUL

then, if so, whether our interview would interfere with that

ongoing criminal investigation.

And second, that the Department considered that any inter-

views undertaken by the Committee in such cases might inadver-

tently immunize the subject of the interview, and he referr=d

generally to somes cases arid we have attempted to do legal.
research oﬁ those casés and find this to be a very shaky positi&:
but they have gogd lawyers over theré and if they wan; to come
up with a sophisticated arcgument, we expect that they could be

able to do fhat.

The Chairman. Lawyers can make an argument over anvthing.

410 First Street, 5.E., Washungton, .C. 20003

Mr.:gilrff, That's so. And so the final conclusion is
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that he did-anticipatévthat subpoenas.would ba'required.:i: .

in_every.iﬁétance_ahd ﬁﬁi; pésifion is very difficult fér us to
accept because interviews, tha low-key interview in the non-
pressure situatidn'is én‘oﬁportﬁnity to elicit information|that
is not matched by tha formal subpoena situation, and to be
;ble to proceed initially by interview and then confirm, under
oath, via Subpoana,_is'just absolutely essential for an effectiv
 investitation. So this is where we stand on this issue.

We later ' receivaed a letter pertaining to an earlier
request for intervieWS'feléting to ?BI COINTELPRO disruptive

activities where we had asked for certain interviews, and this

letter did not go into specifics, but mereiy stated that there
were problems that would have to be resclved, that the charac-

terization of an area of the Committee inquirv as abuse might

significantly alter arrangements of access to witnesses who

are prasent employees of the Dapartment.

The Chairman. In other words, the thrust of all of this

is that the more serious the natura of the inquiry, the more
difficult it will be to obtain the information, that if we are

concerned aboui a possible illegality or abuse, then the

i

Department will make it as difficult as possible for us to

secure the information. .

Mr. plliff.. I might add that it seems *~ he in the naturd

of the documents also, the more serious the allegation,’ the mor

e e e

resistance .there is to providing us --
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They ‘Have ‘givenwda gddd .mkﬁy «ﬂo’cuiﬁent&;f :’-.Orheynﬁ"t!.

have not given us thé docuﬁents on tha Ebn;roversial mattars.

They've given us'plenty of documentaﬁion on less controversial
X i

matters.

The Chairman. I think it is ironic.thaf the r;sistance we
from the Justice Department is so much more substantial thafi
refistance we have gﬁtten_from tha CIA.

Senator Baker. That's not necessarily so. I agree with

you the resistance ig:unfortdnate ahd?inappropriaté, but I
can think of a request fof documentation from the CIA that is
now more than a month old and they ﬁaven't had the good grace
to tell us no. They have told us nothing.

The Chairman. But on the whole wa've gotten a greater

measure of cooperation from the CIA.

Senator Schweiker; I wonder, does either counssel know,

Mr. Chairman, whether the Attorney General or the FBI Director

. initially confirmed whether they made any commitments to

Congrass about supplying documents or materials to.the
Committee?

Mr. Miller. Senator Mathias can tell you, and Senator
Hart.

Senator Schweiker. Might theré be a statement in thair
testimony in confirmation, in agreeing to furnish Congress with%
materials of this nature? |

Senator Mathias. Yes, those statements were made, but le®:

TOP SECRET




WARD & PAUL

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

Yy

vy opinion. has

i 3

discouragingftaiﬁ'ﬁizhftﬁguhtto;héy_Ganeral a couple of weeks

ago. I went down £§~€$£§L£q'ﬁim about privacy legislation and
the Department of jus;iéﬁ §t §he moment is taking about as hard
a line as any kind that I know §f in‘the last fifteen years.
Its whola kiné of.atfitudé Cam !

Senator Tower.. I just wonder if we shouldn't take this
with them. "

The Chairman. I think we should, but I think we should
also, in advance of that, in.view of the kinds of signals we
are now getting from ;he Just;Ce Department, indicate that we
believe that these objections that they are raising, or question
that they are railsing, ars a sariaus impediment.procedurally
to our Commi£tee and that we have every intention of interviewine
such agents as may be necessary, and that if necessary, we will
subpoena them. '

Mr. E1liff. Our feeling. is it is preferable not to

procesd by subpoena, but we do have a subposna for one FBI

agent which we brought with us today which we would like to

proceed with.

[

The Chairman. Can you give us the facts of that case?

A .
o

.Mr. Epstein. This 18 an agent who is presently in Atlarnta
Gasorgia, and the information we've received from other witnesses
| was that.in 1964, I believe, he visited a newspaper editor in-

Atlanta, closed the door, put his hat on the desk, and said he
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noted from reading The’ Constitu

Dr. King as a moral leader and, something of a hero and then this

agent went on to talk in great detail about Dr. Ring's personal

life which hae claimed'he had learned from a confidential source,
and our intareast in interviewing this agent obviously relates
to the circumstances surrounding that Qisit to a newsyaéerman,
who directed him to do that, what the purpose of that visit
was, whethar there was any“dochmentation -

Senator Baker. Who was the newspaper man?

Mr. Epstein. His name was Eugene Patterson and he was

with the Atlanta Constitution at that time. He's now with a

newspaper in Flordda.

The Chairman. Do yéu believe the sub@oena now to Sé
necessary because of what you have been’ told by the Justice
Department?

Mr. E11iff. We have other agents which we would like to

procéed with at the interview level, so we would like to proceed

at hoth levels to get their reaction to both types of requests.

What is their reaction to a subpoena goinag to be, what is
their reaction to a reznewed request to interview going to be?
So we crystallize each issus.
Senator Tower. I still think it might be good for us to

hold that up until we talk about it, since they are coming in

Tuesday morning or Tuesday sometime, it's not going to push

‘things too far.
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Senator Hart of Michigan 516_\31" it Se useful, at least,
if it is the feeling of the Committe§ to authorize you pecple,
o; Bill, todgy,‘to say that the Committee harely suppressed its
outrage and that it won't do, and we will sae ydu Tuesday?
Don't wait till Tuesday.

The Chairman. I think something shoula zba said, actually.

Senator Hart of Michigan. Well, it prejudges the hell out
‘of it, but unless we gst an extension to 1980 for this Committege

The Chairman. I think yvou're right. Something neeés to be
said publicly that the Committaee is determined that wa feel‘
that not only hasvtime -~ we've already said, we've already

made public the letter we have sent. I think a follow-up'needs

to be that we are concerned that impediments. that are now being

suggsstad which would interfere with the Committee's right to

interrogate witnesses, we do not intend to allow the Committee’sd

work to.be obstructed and if necessary we will be prepared to

—~

subpoena witnesses though we would hope that that would not

have to be ths case.

Senator Baker. And we are going to try to work it out
from Tuéday.

The Chairman. We're going to try to work it out from
'Tuesday.

Senator Baker. I hav; a business matter.

The Chairman. So does Senator Mondale.

Senator Mondale. Just one point.

TOP SECRET




410 First Street, S5.€., Washington, D.C. 20003

Phone {Araa 202)

WARD & PAUL

B

There is this troubleseome dictum in U.S. vs. Nixon about

might be_nondispoverabla; ail pf wﬁich'seems to bear on

of foreign poiicy matters. |

'Am I correct -- I.think we're géing to hear a lot about
that -- but am I correct in reading that decision that ié
really I+ almost s.standsl wholly that they have thae duty to
produce all of the documentation and th;t case holds for that
,proposition, so that in our CIA matters,.while they migh; raise
gsome of this dictum, the FBI has no such defense, unless we're
really trodding on'those same grounds.

Mr. Epstéin. Of course, there is another issue in the
Bureau materials, bacause Qe're on the issue of invéstiqative
'files, which has never been really litigated, and tﬁat :
is the propriaty of ﬁxacutiva Privilege when it éomes to that.
| I might add that the importance of the issue of going

to subpoena on these really raises that, because if we go to

subpoena on documents, then that is going to be worthless unlesd

we know in advance that we are going to win in court in a short

period of time, including whether we have jurisdiction to be

.thare.

Senator Mondale. In othzr words, vou are saying they are
going to raise the Exscutive Privilege defense, but th;t was
the Nixon defense.

Mr. ﬁpstein. 1 think that theasv would love for us to be in

the position of having to issue a subpoena for documents,
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because then it.would'be‘a‘ye&f.-f

o it ~‘.,. v .
' Mr. Schwarz. The problem -is ‘the iErvin Comdittee was found

ﬁotitoZhaVQ‘jufisdictton5to*isqua,théfsubpoend.

The Chairman. W¥Well, we know we'rea going to do the next

step on that,
Now, may I raise ons other point ==
Senator Baker. That's not quite'tfue; The Ervin Committee
wasn't found to have no jgrisdic?ion or'standing to seak the

documents or to issue subpoenas, but they failed to carry the
burden of proving that it was required under the mandate of .
their inquiry.

NHow, I have another matter,. Frank.

The Chairman. We have two or three mattars., Cén I

WARD & FAUL

recognize Senator Mondale first, because he had asked it.
Senator Mondala., A few days ago, when the White House

people were here, they showed us a document which we have in

our files which discloséd that President Nixon in 1970 had

ordered the delivery of three machine guns to some people in

1

Chile and had done so with instructions that that order should

P0003

go directly to some subordinate officials in CIA arnd should be
done without advisinq the official channels. And it is thouqht;
that they were directed against a General Schneider, who was

a top official in the Chilean.governmeht opposad to a coup.

He was a Constitutionalist.

410 First Streel, 5.E., Washington, D.C.

Schneider was killed, and there was a machine gun in the
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Now what I would liké'is;?whiie we flhiéh thiélcyéle on

agsassinations, ihat wa include among our studies of alleged

assassinations this mitterihndawe*requestuthuwdocumenﬁation; of
all appropriate documents,-under the cateégory .of assassination.

Mr, Schwarz. Senator, when that documant came to our

aétentién, wa questioned a pefsoﬁ who expknds upon the allega-
tions contained in the documents. I wrote a letter to the
White House and ths CIA. wé wanted forthwith to receive

copias of all éuch documents relating to the passage of weapons.
Wa have had no response from thé CIA.

0

Mr. Hiils, we met with in the White llouse a week ago

Tuesday or Wednesday, and I said we must have the documents and
'he said you caqnot have them untillyou have the briefing on
Chils, becausa we refuse to accept this as an assassination
plan. ‘

The Chairman. May I make this suggestion, Senator
Mondale? ‘

First of all, I believe that it is absolutely imperative
that the Committee complete its investigation on the issue of
the assassination of foreign government leaders before the
racess and issue its report. That puts us under great
but if we don't do it, I am‘goinq +o ask the Committee
on the job. I would like very much to go to China, that is my

first opportunity in forty vears %o go to China, and I have
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6Lﬁq to sat it aside and ask

the Committee to continue its work riqht”inth the recess until

this is dons. Otherwise, we &ars in a hopelsss situation.

Senator Schwailker. I think, Mr. Chairman, if we don'tﬁ
finish it by then, we never will.

Tha Chairman. We never willi

I think we should look into this.assassinatioﬂ, it is an
assassination. I think i£'s part of our responsibility to
look into it. But it is not an assgssination, whataver the
CIA input may haye beeg, it is not an aésassinatiog of a head
of state, and so therefore'I don't want it‘to“further delay
the completion of this phase of our inquiry.

Now with that in mind, I am in full accord with what
Senator Mondale says.

Senator Schweiker. Could we pdt it to another phase and
not in this phasa?

The Chairman. VYes, we are going toc have a phase on Chile,
anyway. It would fit into the Chilean case.

! ‘ .

Senator Mondale. I% is sidnificanﬁ because if we accepﬁ
their interpretatioﬁ that it is not aSS;gsination, then we
avoid an understanding that we had that thasse documents, all
supposed to be available ,. then we get into'afdiscovery“problem.:

In other words, I .know what we're getting at,hand I would

gusss that we should proceed as rapidly as possibls, but we

shouldn't hold up the cycla of --
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" there is

is why Iﬂdbn't'wiﬁt‘to see it

along the same lines, and that

Phone (Ares 202)

cloud this issue, and th#t isAﬁhe Glomar Explorer, stopped by
the NLRB proceeding was shown to have stopped in Chile just
about a week or so before Allende'wds killed, just by ¢§incidence
for mechanical repairs. I woulétliké to find out that one,
too. -

But this is a whole neﬁ thing. This puts us into the
Chile thing. Becausa I'm just as interested ag you are. I
don'i.see that it hurts énything to put it in a Phase II
proposition with Chile.

The Chairman. And Fritz, we can say that the Committee

WARD & PAUL

rugards i% in the category of assassihation, but we can differ-
entiate it from the initial report, which does deal with
foreign leaders. A '
Senator Hart of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, before you go to
a new subject -- and I am”uneasy raising this -~ but your
r;ply reminds me, you say that we are going to conclude.assassina—
tions and issue our report before we go on recess. I think that]
disposes too readily of the problem that is goiné to confront
us in a very few weeks, and that is having heard all of this,
now what do we do? I don't think we have decided yet how‘wé

are going to present, once we open the doors, we've got to know

how we ars going to handle it. I don't think we ought to lock

~ #10 First Street, S.E., Washington, 0.C. 20003

‘oursalves in at the moment to a written report, as wa leave town
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the first of Aﬁéﬁét;

Senator Baker. I agrﬁe with yoﬁ 100 percent.

The Chairm&n. This Committee has got to get its business
dons and I know the puréose of the deiay downtown is to ﬁake it
ag difficult as possible for us Eo cope with our work. .wé will
bs angulfed completely if we cannot deallwith'this phase of
our work in the time that wa have‘given it and put it over until
the fall.. What I'm suggesting. dsinot just:isimply. the .report of
the Committee; We are going to complete our witnesses, |
we have time to issue such a feport.

I am also suggesting the recommendations the Committee wil%
make with respéct to @his issue. Wa h%ve to put this behind
us. It is -just folly not to do it, because we must get on with
the other phases of the report and there is no reason we cannot
do it. If we éan't do it by the end of this month, then we're
not goiné to be any more advantagad or any bettérladvantaged

N

to then go out on our recass and come back and take it up anew

in the fall. It is a very clear-cut issue.

Senator Hart of Michigan. But what is not clear-cut to
me 1s how we report to our peers.

THe Chairman. We will take thaf up.

Senator Schweiker. We discussed that at one mee;ing. Ve
had a little informal meeting. Maybe you missed that, Phil.

The Chairmar. Thsre is noﬁhing that could be gained by

putting it off or defering it or postponing it. It is very
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order to get the necéséary“évidaﬁcgé and then there is no reason
why we can't address éurseIVes to this question. |

Senator Hart of Midhigan. ‘The only reason that I raise
that is that I am as anxious to conclude this éhapter,:but this
Committes, as a Committee, than must decide the ultimate
questioni do you Haveycpen hearings? . Do you go to a cl;sed
Senate?

The Chairman. That will be a top item of consideration for
thé Committee. I have'only defarred this discussion thinking
that we had best get all of the evidence first. That is all.
Then we will tgke it up at an appropriate time and discuss it.

Senator Baker. Mr.lChairman, do T unde?stand the situation
to be th;n it is your hopg that walwill finish ocur Executive
Session testimony before the August recess, but not a report
to the Senate?

The Chairman. No, tha+ is not my position. My position is

that we should complete the testimony and make our report and’

recommendation on this issue.

i
|
'
i
|
H
i
'

Senator Baker. But without prejudice to a future detarmin%-
tion of whether we have public hearings?
The Chairman. Oh, yes, tha%t's always open to us. But I
let me make it ~~- let's not have any misunderstaﬁdinq thers.
Y

It is always open to this Committee to decide whether

public h=arings on this or any other issue gshould bhe arranged iﬁ

’
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the fall. Obviously,fwéTbannoélh&vé:thém.dntil fall.

. My personal position is &gainst public hearings on the
issue of assassination. ‘But what I am proposing is that the
Committee make its report, and: I think that i; a question the
Committee will have to take up and decidé, and I think the
appropriate way to disclose these facts, and I personally believ
they must be disclosed, is through a report of the Committee
th&t is made public, and I think that report should ba made
before the recess.

Senator Baker. I don't think we can do that.
Senator Tower. Mr. Chairman, physically we have got three

weeks., Whether we can hear all of thess witnesses and sit down
and prepare the report and have the Committee agree on fhe
report, raeport it to the Senate and have the Senate act on it
in three weeks is questionable in my mind. I, like you, want
to do it, but I wonder if we can do a workmanlike job and do

it in that time.

The Chairman. Well, let me say this, that the very request

that Senator Baker has made, and I hope we doy't get into a éoo
prolonged liscussion on this issua because we cannot dscide

it right now, but the ver? raeport that Sanator Baker has asked
for is now in the érocess of preparation. That report gives,
b? necessity, as much of the meat, the briefs that Senator

naker has asked for, as much of the report, laying out the

fdctual, the evidence that the Commiétae has ssen. And I think
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this can be done. I know that we .haVe to work very hard to do

it, but I know that our position will be much worse in every

.way if we fail to do it.

Now without trying to decide that néw, let us proceed.

Senator Schwaiker. May I make one comment on that, Mr.
Chairman?

I have had vacillating feelings on public hearinqs; and I
think what I have come down on is this. I think we shduld qo0
ahead and issue a preliminary report with&ut public'hearings.b
I think we should put the matter of public hearings in abeyance
until we get . into'the Chile thing apd some of the other areas
of so-callad assassinations that may not be Presidential
assassinétions par Sse and leave the Committee oétiOn that we

may well want to elsct to go into what happened in Chile
publicly and bring up that assassination if that i; what we
determined.

I have trouble'determining at this point in time whethgr
we should have public hearings, and I think we ought to keep

that option open as we go ‘alondg.

The Chairman. I have no argument with the Senator on thet

SCOorw.

Senator Schweiker. I know. As I say, it reconciles with

your views and it protects the rights of those who say they

want public hearings.

The Chairman. I have no argument with that.
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Senator Baker has another matter.

Senator Bakef. It won't fake but a}brief moment.

I think I owe the Committee .1 a report. on the statement
that I made to the Press a few moments ago. I did not intend
to make a statement, but that it becomas impossible to avoid
when you step outside iq these circumstances.

The Chairman. It is a good thing for you th;t Senator
Morgan is not present.

Séhator Baker. As some of you may know, the news last
night and again this morning carried a story to the effect that
a Colonel, a retired Colonel in the Air Force by the name of
Fletcher Pfowdy, has alleged by Alexander Buttarfield was an
associate or an smployes or a plant of something of the sort of
the CIA when hs was at the WSite House.

I was asked if I had any comment on that. I was asked if
f was surprised by that,_and my reply was I had heard that
story before. I had never commented on it bec;use I had no
proof of it. And it's really so. As you know, in éhis
if you don't have confirmation of it you get into deep
trouble.

Sacond, that I'tﬁink it is worthy of looking into, and I
said I tgought the Prowdy statement added a new dimension to
the rumors énd I thought that it did warrant further investiga-

tion, that I would recommend that to this Committee at tha

appropriate time.
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az ﬁavd‘gléb said that I

The Chairman.

would ask tge:Committ;;~g;r é;Aiﬁ§;§tiéation‘of fhis charge,
and Bill Miller tells me we have already received frém the
Agency a preliminary report that i8 not satisfactory. We are
pursuing it aﬁd getting further information.

Senator Schwelker?

éénator Schwaikgr; I have a brief matter I -would ike to
seek tpeecémmittee's ;dvicelbn.

Coéuld we go ‘of £ the record a minute?

The Chairman. ‘Yes.

{Discussion off the record.)

Senator Haff of Colorado. I'm sorry, Mr. Chairman, I hav
an item of business also.

When I was in Europe last week and pursuant to the

direction of the Chairman and staff I tried to contact our

friend QJWIN to try to.wrap up that lihk of the chain with, I
mist say,‘the éomplete cooperation of the CIA and Mr. Co}by,
who in fact sent a person over there to help uncover this
individual. We know who he is and where he is.

Th; CIA American contact talked to him, 1arée1y for the
reason that he feals extreme loyalty still to the Agency and
oné or two particular people fhat ha worked with and éhrough.
He opted not to meet with me or anybody eise. Thé feeling is,

both on my part and Mr. Colby's, that if we got his contact in

that chain to get in touch with him directly that he would talk
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important enough"forLﬁélté pursue and dt would:probably involve

a couple of people going back over.
Senator Baker. What is your recommendation?

Senator Hart of Colorado. My own feeling, based almost

purely on tha principle tﬁat'nq'stdne “'should bs left unturned
"is that we should do it.

There ara soms uhanswered.questions. He was hare in the
states in ‘63, he was not confined to ons operation and we
don't know what he was doing.

Senatpr Baker. Mr. Chairman, I would recommend that we
commission Senator Hart to do that for us. )

Sanator Hart of Colorado. It would take the cooperation
of one of the witnesses we've had here before to do it. '

The Chairman. What is your racommendation, Senator
Hart, I'm sorry?

Senator Hart of Colofado. That we‘should do it, that we
should get' the cooperation of Mr. O'Donnell.

The Chairman. That we should do Qhat?

Senator Baker. Interview QJWIN in Europg.

Senator Mathias. Which means somebody has to do

O'Donnell with him.

Senator Baker. Take Mathias and Hart.

The Chairman. It is a very sensitive matter, if his

cover -- well, one thing this Committee must worry about --
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fSenator’ﬁarﬁlOEUCQiSfaaa;V What his orders were, what his
scopae of authority was,.wﬁat he was doing over and above -- well
whqt he was doiné‘in thé;Cqﬁég,‘what.he was doling over and
above his Cohéoképefgfféﬁé,&why'he was‘in Florida in 1963.

| The Chairman..:wéli} Gar§,Iwhenkyou told me this, you

told me that this man had said to the CIA go between who was
trying to arranés ﬁhis int&rviéw that first of all ﬁe préferred
?ot to be questioned, and sacondly, if he were questioned, he
would lie.

Senator Hart of Colorado. That was on the basis of the
appointment we were trying to arrange t;en, and that was purely
because of his loyalties to the Agency. The case was not
presented wall to him. What I am saying is if we took back his
contact for whom he fgelsvloyalty and the fellow should talk,
b4 think_the fealing of the person who had made the original
contact is that he would talk.

It was not presented to him in the way that the Agency

wanted him to do it.

The qhairman. Héw valuable do you think this information
is to the Committes? VI'll tell you my concern. My concern is
the one thing\I have feared more than anything else, . in this
inVestiqation‘is that we take some action that ailows them to

say that we have blown the cover of some valuable agent abroad,
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gencea appa:aﬁus Qouldvb;igf;QQinweikﬁnidAand the men in the
field would be jeopardiged,by investigation of this kind.

‘We take that chance with this kind of -- and what do we
learn from it? 1Is it worth thaﬁ chance?

Senator Hart of Colorado. Well, that qusation could be
asked of any witness tﬁat wa4h;§5 in here. Number two, the CIA,
Mr. Colby and the Chief of Station in hava no doubts
that this can be carried out without any security breach what-
soever. Now that's the CIA. He has not worked for: them in
ten years.

The Chairman. And the CIA would be the first to jump
upon tha breach and say, wa told you so.

' .Senator Hart of Coleorado. Well, I leave it to the

Committes. I can't tell you what we'rs going to find out, it

may be zaro.

Senator Mathias. The Station Chiaf does not raise that as
one‘of the dangers.

Sanator Baker. Yas, they did.

Senator Hart of Colorado. Nor does Colby.

Mr. Wides. Mr. Chairman, excuse ma. The paper that
suggests the possibility that Mr. Win might have been in the »
United States in 1963 i§ a paper involving the activity records%

of William Harvey who will be here this afternocon and that may

be that you can get more testimony under ocath from him that willl
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shed some light as to whetherfﬁa wés_jupt using QJWIN as a cover

which is what ha told me{ the desigﬁation for billing, or
whether he's willing to give out some more testimony.
The Chairman. Well, let us get that additional informa-
tion -- ) ' - |
Senator Baker. One further point, Mr. Chairman, that might
ba of interest if my memory is correct, and I baliave it is

correct, is that the major commercial cover for the Agency in

as run by

19 -9 : C :
Senator Hart of Colorado. "Frank, he's not workad for the

Agency in ten years. He's not an active agent. ,

The Chairman. Suppose that he ware to tell us something
that is of importance, then how do we cross-examine him? Then
we have to bring him here for cross-ex;%ination, then we have
blown his cover.

Senator Baker, Mr. Chairman, may I say ons othexr thing?
I meant to say it, and I frankly forgot, just so my colleagues

\

know what I'm about and not that I'm doing it behind their

back.

I got a call last night from one of the editors of Harper'

S i

magazine in Europe relaying to me that Bernard Barker wanted to
talk to me, and he think; about the Butterfield situation,'and
I intended %o call him, but I wanted you.to know that.

The Chairman; That's fine.

Lat's defer decision right now, on that decision, Senator
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(Whereu?on, at 12:00'
hearing room.)
The Chairman. All right.

You understand that the ocath still applies to this part

of the testimony?

Mr. Schwarz.will renew the Questioning.

Mr. Schwarz. Mr. Bundy, I want to call your attention now
to 1963, the Missile Crisis is ovar. Was there another reassess
ment of Cuban policy in the winter and spring of '63?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, there was.

Mr., Schwarz. Again, did éhat reagsessment of Cuban policy
involve a lot of ;eassessment of a lot of options?

Mr. Bundy. That is my refreshad recollection.

Mr. Schwarz. All right.

we've shown you a lot-of documents, mostiy by you in that

period, but some to you as well, and was one of the options the

consideration of the possibility that Mr. Castro might defect ’i
: . {
or might be communicated to in a way that would bring him aroun&

more closely to the United States? %
Mr. Bundy. The question qf opening communications with 2

Fidel Castro arises in 1963, I think at more than one time,

and without having my attention drawn to spacific documents, I

wouldn't be able to spell that out very much.

Mr. Schwarz. But you agree that 1t is in there, and it

is in there?
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Mr. Schwarz. Now~did'§ou ;lﬁo coﬁaide;; iﬁ the spring of
1963, as you had in the fall of 1961, what would happen if
Castro died or were killed? ‘

Mr. Bundy. What we did, we'qerta;hly'poéed theuquestion;
the preciss form is not clear t&lmé; but &kdthﬁnow Xnow from th
documents you have shown me, is we poéed to the Director of the
office éf National Estimates,é Dr. Sherman Kent ~-

Mr. Schwarz. And what did Dr, Sherman Kent say in responss
to ihat inquiry?

Mr. Bundy. Well, I would have to look at his response.

Mr. Schwarz. All right.

I would like to then mark a string of documents so you
can have that in front of you.

All right, would you mark as item 6, Bundy item 6, the
Bundy memorandum to the Prasident dated January 4, 1963, which:
appears at Bundy Tab K.

{The document refarred to

was marked Bundy Exhibit

No. 6 for identification.)
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As Bundy Exhibit 6-A, the memorandum for the record,

Meeting on Cuba, 3 Apgili'Gi{ﬁbet&eeh the President, the Attorney

General, yourself'and:fivé.drféix;é;hgr people.
Mr. Bundy. Right..
| {The document referred to
was marked as Bundy Exhibit

»

No. 6=A for identification.)
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April 1i;d1§651

(The document referred to
was marked Bundy Exhibit

No. 6-B for 1déntification.)
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dated April 11, 1963 from Mri Gordtn Chase to yourself, headed

Cuban.Policy.

(The-document raferred
to was marked Buhdy: .
Exhibit 6-C for

identification.!
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{The document refarred
to was marked Bundy
Exhibit 6-D for

identification.)
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Mr. Schwarz

o Bl 3

the Stnnding'Groué,'heéé;ﬁqxtﬁgsé;?}'Kptil”3b€ﬁ,

being dated April 29th and signed by you.
\ (The document referred
a.to ﬁ;s marked Bundy
Exﬁibiﬁvs-c for

identification.)
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|the Central

ﬁgnﬁﬁiéhal"zstihdtés, May 13th,

1963, draft_memorandum} sﬁbjecﬁif Developments in Cuba and

Pogsible U.S. Actionsuih:the"EVQnt of Castro's Death.

(The docuﬁgnt referred

" to,was marked as Bundy
Exhibit 6-I for

identification.)
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Mr. Scthrz;ﬁlew, have you had a chanca to read them

again, Mr. Bundy?

Mr. Bundy. Yes.

Mr. Schwarz. In summary, Mr. Bundy, is it a falr charac-
terization of these p&pers th;t you were,ianghthd“stahding»
Group wag, examining the quastion of what the si;uation'would
be if Castro were to die?

Mr. Bundy. That is one of the things we wara examining,
cartainly. ‘

Mr. Schwarz. That was.awgamut'of'matters*IQtried*xo:

at the beginning of this line of QUestioninq?.

Mr. Bundy. Yes.

Mr. Schwarz. That was one of the things you were consider-

Mr. Bundy. Right.
Mr. Schwarz. This was a pariod of time, as the fall of

1961 may also have been, when people asked about or talked

ahout aésassinations as a means of causing Mr. Castrdo’'s death.
Mr. Bundy. I am ﬁot aware of much conversaticn on that
subjact in the spring of '63, so I would have to take your
word on that.
Mr. Schwarz. I am asking you, I have no word on that.
Mr. Bundy. No, I don't think there was much discussion in

the spring of '63 on that subject.

Mr. Schwarz. Well, let's sege if we can agree on some

TOP SECRET
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Can we further agree that the ultimate conclusion was that

Phone (Ares 202) 544-6000

Castro's death would not be desirable for the Uniﬁed States?

Mr. Bundy. The‘racommendation, or the assessment, which
comes back from the Office of National Estimates, makes it
clear that the odds would ﬁe that, upon Castro’s death, his
brother Raul or socme other figure in the regime would, with
Soviet backing an& help take over control.

Then it goes on to say that there might be divisions and

splits, but that it was unlikely that anti-Communist forces
would be able to take over without extensive U.S. hsglp and
probably U.S8. military intervention.

Mr. Schwarz. All right.

El
El
<
s
]
]
z
<
H

Now, I would like to avoid having to go through evary
single document.

"Mr., Bundy. So would I.

Mr. Schwarz. And see if I could get vou to agree with
this statement. You do agree that you were looking at a

situation that would exist as if Castro were killed?

Mr. Buady. That is one of the things we ware looking at.

Mr. Schwarz. And in connection with that, was his being
‘killed by assassination one of the ways which you understood
he might be killed?

Mr. Bundy.. I don't have any racollection of that point,

410 First Street, S.€., Washington, 0.C. 20003

it being on cur minds.
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Mr. Schwarz. All right. 

fhen why were you‘ldoking at the questioﬁndthis being
killed? Was there something known?

Mr. Bundy. I really don't have any independent of it.
My sense of events in 1963 is that the internal pressure from
within the Administration to "do something about Cuba®™ was
very much lower. There was, however, external pressure. There
was political pressure in the United Sgates, critics of the
Administration were making speeches about how not enough was
being done and we must get rid of the Castro regime, and as I
think I may have .said earlier) and I would like to say now,

I think that one reason for gettinq an estimate of this kind

P Y P S B i e

did not thlnk we should be fussing with questions of agsassina-

tion or anythlng 11ke it, th;gﬁigpngmgg§w§“59ugd_po;icy,

B e e

leaving aside its moral meaning and wider political meaning
from the point of view of the narrow objectives we had in Cuba.

Mr./Schwarz. Who was-takKing the position.that- assassina-
tion could be --

Mr. Bundy. I have no recollection on that.

Mr. Schwarz. Bu£ someone was?

Mr. Bundy. I have no recollection on that.

Mr. Schwarz. You have no recollection of any position

being taken pro or con?

Mr. Bundy. I have no recollection of any specific
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conversgtion o? bégifionféhgtug?;gggréatthia'p;rticuiar
inquiry. | | L o
The Chairman. Well, isn't it perfectly plausible that
this inquiry sought to examine what the situation would be in
the event of Ca;tro's death by whatever means 1t might occur?
Does it nacessarily follow that becauss the Administration
was making such a plausible inquirf ggainst such a contingency

that might arise at any time that therefore it was within the

mind of the Administration to kill Castro? I don't see the

connection.
RS

. i

Mr. Bundy. Well, -you make my point, Mr. Chairman. That'sg
|

i

just my point.

Mr. Schwarz. Now in connection with that, would you look
at your own Agenda for:the April 19th meeting, 6-G?

Under item 1 -~ you distinguish between item 1 and item
2. Item 1 is the possible use of contingsncies for the

achievement of wider political objectives; and item 2 is progran

that might be initiated by the Uniéed States government.

I call your attention to the fact that thé reference to
tha possible death of Castro is ons of the items under item
1 and not under item 2.

Mr. Bundy. That is correct.

Mr. Schwarz. And do you regard that as relevant to the
exchange you had with the Chairman just now?

Mr. Bundy. It seems to me it bears out the Chairman’'s
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point, that ydu"havé a'ﬁuﬁbér of possiSle things that might
happen, that you would then have something to do something
abouty or to act in the light of. :The other are the things
that you might dc-without waiting'for some contingency to
arise. i

Mr. Schwarz. Now the Onlf ;emaining question I have on
this group of documents is, how was it that the subject of the
death of Cagtro -=- do you invastigate the poagibilities of the
death of foreign leaders as a regular matter?

Mr. Bundy. Well, the quastion ,»"After.Stalin,. What?" was
tha staple of discussions in the 13%40°s, everywhere, academies
and I would assume inside the United States government; the
question after DeGaulle was a question about Western Furopean
policy for a great many vears. And one could pick - - smaller
figures, more and less controversial, and haQe the sams kind of
question coming up, in a situation in which a particular
individual - - is as dominant a fiqure in a set of events which
it had the two, quite contrasting but heavy consequences of the
Bay of Pigs and the Missile Crisis, it doesn't seem to me to
be an irrational question to ask, without any relation as to
whether the United States itself would have any activa advisory
role or .any role whatever in having that event come to pass.

Mr. Schwarz. All right.

Would you mark as Exhibit 7 the September 20 document --

which is the page -- which states the assassination of Castro
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Mr. Schwarz.;-Mfl‘kell;y. Qopld yéu take o?ar the ques-
tioning of Mr. Bundy, with‘;he ?ermissiOn of the Chairman, on
that particular series of documents,’which is at the heading,
Septemher 20th ‘63 on the chronology.

Mr. Kelley. Yes.

Let me show Mr. Bqndy tha documents. ~

Mr, Schwarz. Well, first, will you tell us where the
documents are, because I couldn't find them under the heading
you gave us.

Mr. Kelley. Yes.

In Bund? Bﬁok 2, there is at Tab A the memorandum dated

July 25th, 1963 from Mr. George Denney to Mr. Crimmins,

entitled "Cuba, Possible Courses of Action.

o
3
<
Y
L
<]
«
<
4

At Tab B of Bundy Book 2 is a memorandum dated September

20th, 1963, from Gordon Chasse to Mr. Bundy, and this memorandum
. L .

summarizes the Denney memorandum of July 25th.

Mr. Bundy, did you review these documents with members of

the staff earlier this week?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, I did.

Mr. Kelley. Do you have any independent reccllectionloﬁ
these documents?

Mr. Bundy. Well, as I read a document of this kind, which
comes to me from a member of my own staff, I am very often

reminded and I am in this case, that this is a document which

410 First Street, 5.E., Wathington, 0O.C. 20003

I did review and that it reflects his arguments as I then heard
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Mr. Kelley. Who was Mr. Gordon'Chase?

Mr. Bundy. Well, he was an assistant of mine at the time

with special responsibilities for Cuban affairs, and perhaps
mora widely in Latin America¢ He was at that time a foreign
service officer secunded to the White Housse.

\Mr. Kelley. Did hg have any responsibility for covert
actions? -

Mr. Bundy. No.)

Mr. Kelley. Did he provide staff assistance to you with
respect to the Special Group or the Special Group (Augmented)?

Mr. Bundy. Well, he may have done fh some exceptiona;
case when I needed his opinion on a matter, but in ordinary
cases he would not have been party to Special Group work.

Mr. Kelley. What kind of things did he do with the
special responsibility for Cuba? What did that’involve?

Mr. Bundy. He would be keeping in touch wiﬁh the Cuban
Task Torce, which by this time was in the Department of State,
the MONGOOSE operation having been disbhanded. He would have
been responsible for keeping me alert to matters that were
proceeding in that Task Force that might have an implication for
the White House. ~ } : ‘ |

Mr. Kellay. Who was the head of the Cuban Task Force? L
Mr. Bundy. ﬁell I don't want to get this wrong, but I

think by this time it was Mr. Crimmins.
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Mr. Kelley. Mr..¢rimm1nélwas»1h~thé'Staﬁe'Departmeﬁt and
he was a foreign service 6ffi§ér?'

Mr. Bundy. That iz right.

Mr. Kelley. The Cuban faék Force, what was that?

Mr. Bundy. Well, it was the successor to the MONGOOSE
group, but much less oriented toward secraet opsrations than
MONGOOSE, and the Feview of secret operations then cama back
under the complete contrel of tﬂé Special Group, by now, I
think, called the 303 Committee, which was a lineal successor
of 5412,

Mr. Kelley. I call your attention now to Mr. Denney's

{

memorandum, which is at Tab A in Book 2, and it 1s true, is

it not that the memorandum 1is to Mr. Crimmins?
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Mr. Bundy. Right.

Senator Tower. Do you have any independant recollection

of this memorandum?

Mr. Bundy.. I have no knowledge that I ever saw it, and I

did not find it familiar when I looked at it the other day.
Mr. Kelley. It is true, is it not, that Mr. Chase's memo
to you summarizeé this much longer memorandum by Mr. Denney?
Mr. Bundy. Is that what it is?
Mr. Schwarz. Does it do that, Mr. Kelley, bscause Chase
memorandum starts by saying, here is a summary of Paul’Sakwa's

Mr. Kelley. I think that is an error in Mr. Chase's memo,

410 First Street, S.E., Washingion, D.C. 20003

hecause it is clear that what is being summarized here is Mr.
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Denney's mamorandum.

Mr. Bundy. Let me ésﬁggest'ﬁhatvyou_focus on Mr.: Chase's

Mémordndumf%with‘réspectﬁtO'mYsrecollectiondand responsibility,
that ‘iz loledrly 'tha operative document.

Mr. Kelley. With respect to Mr. Chase's memorandum, in
his summary of‘the rationale of prqposals,”he:states, as second4
"the present importance of Castro as a nationalist symbol makes
him the obvious operational target:; assassination is excluded
to avoid Castro's martyrdom."

Do you have any recollaction of why he would exclude
assassination? -Does that imply to you, or do you recollect,
whether Castro's assassination was being considerad and. here

is a staff paper excluding it,.-because someone asked them to

| carisider it?

Mr. Bundy. No, I think it's a simple stataement of what
I would regard as a rationale assessment of the situation by
whoever the original author was, and certainly by the staff
man with respsct to a subject that emarges dir;ctly from the
notion that he is an oparational target, whatever that means
and goes on to say, but we don't mean assassination, because
it would make him a martyr, what other reasons -against: that
there may be. It doesn't seem to me that you can read the
statement that assassination is excluded as an inferegce that
somebody else is including it.

Mr. Kelley. That's all.
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is excluded.

Mf. Kalley. Tﬁgt's right.

Mr. Schwarz. ~‘Now-at that pgriod of time in the fall of
1963, were you awaré that tﬁféhqh the offices of Ambassador
.Atwood, or Mr. Afwcod, as hae may rthave then bheen called, and
through the offices of a French journalist called Jean Daniel,
another effort was being made . to establish contact with Mr.
Castre? g

Mr. Bundy. I remember the Atwood effort, as I rascollect
that he came to see me about it. I don't recollect specifically

Jean Daniel, although it strikes a chord as you mention it.

Mr. Schwarz. What the purpose, very briefly, of Mr.
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Atwood's effort?
Mr. Bundy. Well, as I understood it, he had been approachscd
by someone he knew from Cuba and had been given to understand

that there was interest in, Castro had an interest in, opening

gommunication, and he was exploring with us whether he could be
encouraged to undertake such an explapation.

Mr., Schwarz. BAnd .did you encourage him?

Mr. Bundy. The exact form of our message to him,'or our
if you want to call it, the instruction to him, the President’s
decision, I can no longer rébollect, but my impression is that

we were interested, and that we did want him to explore it without

410 First Street, S.E., ‘Washington, D.C. 20003
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engaging the President any more than he could help.
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Mr. Schwarz. wﬁut'wfsﬁghe’PZEQidéHt4in fact informed and
in fact approved thé acﬁiégs taken? ‘

Mr. Bundy; That is my understanding.

Mr. Schwarz. Is it your understanding or your recollection

Mr. Bundy. It is my recollection, but it is a recollection
that is refreshed by what I have learned and hearing more about
it in.the last few days. |

Mr. Schwarz. HNow, wara you told, in the fall of 1963,
that assassination devices had been requested by a Cuban for
the purpose of assassinating Mr. Castro, and that assassination
devices were offered to the Cuban in the fall of 19632

Mr. Bundy. No. |

Mr. Schwarz. Now again, hers, calling for a matter of
opinion, as a matter of opinién, do you believe that at the
same time, at a possible rapprochement with Mr. Castro was heinq

pursued, the President would hava authorized or pesrmitted the

passage of assassination devices intended for their use on

Mr. Castro?
Mr. Bundy. Absolutely not.
Mr, Schwarz. I hava}nothing further on Castro.
Chairman. Is there more?

Schwarz. Well, on Trujillo and Diem, with respect to

Mr. Smothars. Well, if you're going on to something else,

there are a couple of things.
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is in the Bundy materials, but it has-baan talked about

Phone (Acea 202) 544-6000

praviously in a Committee»hearing, a memorandum which will be
identified as a Memofandum for tﬁe Recﬁrd, dgfed 164 0ctober
1962, a memorandum signed by Mr. Richard Helms.
h ' (Thé document referred
to was marked Baﬁdy
Exhibit No., 8 for

identification.}
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Mr. Smothers. Mr Bundy,I am q{:ir_iq Eq‘r;;dwthro:x;gh this
memorandum and ask ydu a Eoupla of questions.about tﬁit. It's
a memorandum from Helms for the record on MONGOOSE.

Reading from this memorandum, Mr. Bundy, reading from
Paragraph 2: "The Attorney General” 4—4we11,'1et»me raead the
entire paragraph.

"The Attorney General openad the maeting"” -- we're talking
about a MONGOOSE meeting’ ---by expressing the genseral dissatis-
faction of the President,” =-~"'dissatisfaction of the President’
in quotes -~ "with Opération MONGOOSE., "

Mr. Bundy. What date are we at? The date?

Mr. Smothers. The date of the memorandum is 16 October
1962,

"Ha pointed out that the Operation had besn underway fo; a

year, that the results were discouraging, that there had been

no acts of sabotage, and that even the oné which had beeﬁ
attempted had failed twice. He indicated that there had been
noticeable improvement during the year in the collection of
intelligence, but that other actions had failed to~influence
significantly the course of events in Cuba. He spoke of the
weekly meetings of top officials 6n this problem, and again
noted the small accoﬁplishments, despite the fact that Secre- :
taries Rusk and McNamara, General Taylor, McGeorge Bundy and he

personally had all been charged by the President with < finding
i
a solution. He tracad the history of General Lansdale's persona;
|
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appoiﬁtment by.the Pfééidehﬁ #'yé&#iaéo,;

"The Attorney General tﬁén stated that in view of this
lack of progress, ha was going to give Operation MONGOOSE more
personal attention. Iﬁ order to do this, he would hold a meetin
every morning at 0930 with the MONGOOSE operational representa-
tives from the various agencies (Lansdala, Harvey, Hurwich,
Ryan and GeneralfJohnson)."

Now, the baest of ocur information, Mr. Bundy, is that these
meetings were in fact held on a daily basis as indicated, and

that they did involve Lansdale and these mambers of the working

group noted.

Were you aware of such meetings?

Mr., Bundy. I have no independsnt recollaction of them,
that does not sound implausible to me at all.

Mr. Smothers. It aoesn't sound implausible to me that the |
Attorney General Lansdale and members of the workina group to
develop MONGOOSE activities with him?

Mr. Bundy. To report to him how they were getting on, and

to see if he couldn't, by listening to those reports and keeping

a lively ==~ keeping his lively concern in their consciousness
move the thin§ more rapidly.

Myr. Smothers. This is your interpretation of :giving mora
personal attention to it?

Mr. Bundy. Exactly.

Mr. Smothers. You say you had. no knowledge of these in

TOP SECRET
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Mr. Dundy. I didn't say that. I said I had no independent
recollection of them.

Mr. Smothers. They did not come to your attention at that
point? '

Mr. Bundy. I didn't say say that. I don't RQOW that they
did, but I don't know that they didn't.

Mr. Smothers. But your recollection at this point is that
they did not come to your attention?

Mr. Bundy. That is not my recollection. I don't recall
that one way or the other. |

Mr. Smothers. Okay.

Let me ask'you then about your knowladga of the Lansdale
Qituation.

Do you know General Lansdale?

Mr. Bundy. Yes.

Mr. Smothers. Do vou know his raputation for truth and
honesty?

Mr. Bundy. I don't think I have any -- his reputation for
truth and honesty, if you ask me the question as one asks it
about, you know, all kinds of people, I have no reason to
question it. I have doubts about some of the things I have
seen attributed to him in recent weeks.

Mr. Smothars. Wall, let me put it this way. Would you

beliave General Lansdale under oath?
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Mr, éundx;l;ifhgogiéidgpéhdioh “what he said.

Mr. Smotﬁe;s. rlﬁtwoﬁi&‘dépand upon what he said.

Is your experience that General Lansdale is trustworthy
only on a selec£ive basis?

Mr. Bundy. You are asking me gquestions about matters
assentially in which his testimony, as I have sean it reported.

Mr. Smothers. No, I aminot agsking you about his testimony.d
I am asking you if you would believe him under oath, based on
your knowladge.

Mr. Bundy. It would depend upon what he sald, and if it
was a matter on which I had my own knowledge.

Mr. Smothers., Without regard to matters that General
Lansdale has testified to befors this Committee, based on your
knowladga of him, your working relationship with him, your
knowledge cof what other people know of General Lansdale, his
reputation in the community, if you will, would you believe him
under oath?

Mr. Bundy. I would curfently have to say that I could not

give you a definite affirmative answar to that question.

Mr. Smothers. Tﬁat's'fiﬁe.

Now, let's go back to the period of General Lansdale's
appolntment.

General Lansdale was appointed as the coordinator of the
Special Group, the Chief of Oper&tions.

After General Tavlor's efforts had been under effort for
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some time, six months, Sévenvmoqths,'GengtaliTaylor comas in,

I balieve, in July after he completeas his Bay of Pigs examina-

tion, General Lansdale i1s appéinted by the President at the end

Phone (Area 202} 544-6000

of November.
Do you have any present recollection of the circumstances
surrounding that appointment?

Mr, Bundy. None that goes basyond what I discussed earlier.

|
i

Mr. Smothers. To the best of your knowledge or recollection,
did the appointment of this Chief of Staff or Chief of Operations
reflect any lack of confidence in General Taylor on the part of
either the Attorney General or the President?

Mr. Bundy. No, the‘opposite. General Taylor had heavy

responsibilities in his general responsibility as military

E
E)
<
&
@
0
z
<
H

representative of the President. He was made Chairman of the
Committee to keep oversight on this. It was inappropriate
éntirely in terms of his rank and his other duties that he
should be the day to day action officer.

Mr. Smothers. Are you familiar with the degree of General

Taylor's .involvement with th«s development of the Special
Group. (Augmented) agendas? Was this done by General Taylor?
Was it really General Lansdale's responsibility?

Mr. Bundy. I don't have any knowledge of the details of
the operations of the staff. It was clear to me, and I think

to everyone else, that the man in charge of that operation, of

410 First Street, S.E. washington, D.C. 20003

that Committee, was General Taylor.
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Mr. Smothers. .Okay..
Just one final series of questions.

If we might, Mr. Bundy, go back to our coﬁversations

Phone {Area 202) 5“'6000

regarding your request to sea documents prior to your testimony
before the Rockefeller Coﬁmission, when you talked to Mr.
Kissihger, precisely what did you request of him?

Mr. Bundy. I said to him -- and again I cannot be precise
and I thought that there were going to be questions with respect
“to which it would be much easier for me to give helpful -and more
accurate answers if I could have access to appropriate documenti
since I have taken no documents of that character, no official
documents of that character, from fhe White House. And he said |

he entirely agreed and he made the appropriate arrangements.
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Mr. Smothars. Did you ask for a timeframe for these
documents?

Mr. Bundy. I don't recall that I did, but when I came to
look more closaely at what I needed to see, as I told you
earlier, it related specifically to the period around August
1962.

Mr. Smothers. Did the White House make the selection of

documents for you?
Mr. Bundy. No. The White llouse handed me a file of

documents which covered the pariod.

Mr. Smothers. They handed you a file of documents covaring

410 First Street, S.E., Wasnington, D.C. 20003

roughly the August 1962 period?
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Mrifﬁundy. %ﬁaffs rigﬁt;

Mr. Smothers. Had yOﬁ made a raquest for documents
covering this August '62 timeframe?

Mr Bundy. I must have told him the rough pericd with
which I am concerned. Again, I don't understand the drift of
your question.

Mr. sSmothers. Well, the drift of my question is, if indeed
vyou selected the Aggust 1962 documents, why did you select

that?

Mr. Bundy.  Because Counsel to the Rockafeller Commission

had directed my attention to the period.

Mr. Smothers. To August 19627

Mr. Bundy. Yes.

Mr. Smothers. In tﬁe file that centered roughly on this
poeint in this timeframe, included NSA mamo 181, was the file
put together by thé White House pursuant to this guidance?

Mr. Bundy. The file that came into my hands, whether
thay put it together or whether it was a file drawn off the
shelf, I can't tell you. You'll have to ask them.

Mr. Smothers. Did it appear to you to be an off-the-shelf
file?

Mr. Bundy. I don't know what it was.

The Chairman. What is the object of this series of
questions, Curtis?

Mr. Smothers. Wall, I am trying to determine, Mr. Chairman,
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what Mr. Kissinge£ wasg requestéd tb do and what actually
happsened.

The Chairman. Don't we have that now in the racord?

Phone {Area 202} 544-6000

It just seems to me like wa're going over the same series
questions.

Mr. Smothers. Well, since we don't know what was in
file -~

Mr. Bundy. Well, I thought I said the file was a file of

National Security Action memoranda, a file which you already
have here.

Mr. Smothers. Relating to August, 19627

Mr. Bundy. Uh-huh.

Mr. Smothers. That's all I have, Mr. Chairman.
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Mr. Schwarz. On the Trujillo matter --
Mr. Bundy. Sure.
Mr. Schwarz. You know Mr. Trujillo was killed. Did you

know or do you know that the persons who killed him had

obtained some weapons from the United States?

Mr. Bundy. I did not know, and do not now know, of my

own knowledge that that was the case.

I did know, or at least I believe I must have been on

. Waeshington, D.C. 20003

notice because of documents again that you have shown me, that

waapons by a decision of the Special Group in early January

had been or were being passed to Dominican dissidents.

410 First Street, $.&

Mr. Schwarz. Were you involved in the sending of a telegram

|
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to the Domincan Republic, either two or three days prior to the

actual assassination of Mr. Trujillo?

Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

Mr. Bundy. I have no recollection of it, and when I saw
those telegrams in discussions with your staff, they stirred no
recollection on my part.

Mr. Schwarz. Is it fair to state that Mr. Richard Goodwin

is the best wltness on those subjects from the White House for
that period of time? |

Mr. Bundy. It appears that way to me, although that
appears more from the fact that "important documents seem to
Have been addressed to him than because of my own recollection

that he was interested in the matters and because of my phone
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conversation with him, he showed a considerable familiarity
with events in the Domincan Republic, political events during

that spring.

Mr. Schwarz. Well, vyou got a memo from Mr. Bissell in

February, 17th February '6l1. It is Tab R of the Trujillo

Book 1 of 2, in which you were informed that the dissidents
had besen told by the Unitéd States that it was prepared to
provide them with a limited supply of arms and equipment.

When you got such information, did it trigger in your mind .

. Washington, D.C. 20003

anything to the effect of, let's be concerned-.about how they're .

going to use those weapons, or did you just accept the informa-

410 First Street, S.E

tion and do nothing about it?

Mr. Bundy. It is clear that the information was sent to
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me and it was cléér[ 151 pgtiégﬁsé;vthﬁé 1 had become responsi-
blg for knowing what wééwi;ﬂﬁhe document, but I have to say that
as I reread it I have no recéllaction that I éver, in fact, did
read it at the tima. Whether that was bacause of the flow, the
very heavy flow of other documents or bacause I passed it to
someone. else or because I just simply didn't get to it, I cannot
tell you, but I have no recollection‘’that I saw it.

Mr. Schwarz. You did make a request for a briefing paper?

Mr. Bundy. I% must have been done,and it was eithér done
in my name or I did it.

Mr.'Schwarz. So you're not capable -~ you don't ramember
it. Are you capable of making a comment on my question, which
was having received information that arms had been supplied --

Mr. ﬁundy. Having that information on my desk, anyway.

Mr. Schwarz. Okay.

In the light of hindsight, should persons in your position

when they receive such information inquire into the purpose for
which the arms are to be used?

Mr. Bundy. Yes, I would -- and my own gqguess on this, and
it's not much better than that, is that the decision which had
been taken only a week befora thez new Administration came in,
in the Special Group, was partly reviewad in some fashion, with
the épecial Group as reconstituted after the change in
Adminisﬁration; .§o I would have to say that I suppose I knew

that waeaponS were being introduced into the Dominican Republic
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and I would have to add tﬁat I did not, or I have no recolleétio
and I think I would recollect it, if I had engdged in a careful
inquiry to find out just what, who, when where and so on did
not do that, and I think -- you ask in hindsiqght, I..£hink it
would clearly be import#nt to have that kind of understanding,
bacausé as I understand the evidence that has now been developed

there was a level of communication and connection with the

plotters in the Dominican Republic which exceeded what political
authority appears to have expectad or believed was going on.

Mr. Schwarz. Would you agree with one further point,
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that i£ is very difficult for the United States to control
events once it has made a decision to cooperate with dissident
elements, and in particular once it's made a decision to
cooperate with dissident elements by providing them with arms?

Mr. Bundy. I think that -- one thing, I don't want to %

!

generalize here, but I think -- I would agree with the generali%
zation, let me put it that way, if I could add that in the case
of the Dominican Republic, I think&one has also to regognize
retrospectively that there was no way to ﬁave aﬁy communication
with dissidents that would not involve recognition that, if vou
propose tc be an effective dissident in that coﬁntry under that
ruler, you would probably be contemplating fairly violent
action.

Mr. Schwarz. I have nothing further on Trujillo;

One question of Vietnam.
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d@é:gi}léd..‘lt doaes not appsar to
from ﬁhéi;ecpfd h;,Unit%d<S€a£es wanted him kiliedu.
that fair? - |
Mr. Bupd&l bfh;t'isfcdrrect;
Mr. Schwarz.. But the United States did want him deposed

a ;coup'coulq be,successfu;? Is that correct?

’ Mr. Buhdy. Tyéﬁuﬁitearstates,really had two views. Right
up toi‘the’end, the United’St;tes hoped, hoped against ﬁope, as
it became more and more difficult to communicate with_Diem,
that he would see the, or come to share the kinds of argument,
that wers made‘té him, priﬁarily by Ambassador Lodge, and.that‘
a change in his government &nd aTi:iowar, much lowar, role for
his brothser- and sister-in-law would assist him in recapturing_:
public confidence. That was always the preferred solution.

As prospects for that became more and more dim, the United
States did come to take the view that there might be no élter—
native to a coué} and it certainly had the view that if there
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