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Purpose and Seope of StﬁdY'

(1) The Central Intelligence Agency's performance

in its role of support to the Warren Commlss10n
| peblic cencecn dur,
has been a source of(§§nt£9versy sznce’jhe FW~97“

—-F ffeen ﬁ.ears Q‘
CrlthS

have repeatedly,chargedvthat the CIA participated

in a conspiracy designed to suppress information
relevant to the assassination of President Kennedy,

During 1976 the/ €ritic's >

T<
assertlons were the subject of off1c1al lnqﬁirv

by the Senate Select Conmlttee to Study
G (8L) T '
Governmental Operatlonsnﬁhe:ssﬂ&!!@!‘SSC) The

SSC, in 1t> report regarding "The Investigation

of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy:

Performance of the Intelllgence Agenc1es reached
’ Lindin .
the following Goﬁeé&sgﬁ

The Committee empha51zes that it has -

not uncovered any evidence sufficient

to justlfy a conclusion that there was
a consplracy to assassinate President

Kennedy

R

The Committee has, however, developed
evidence which impeaches the process

A,

Saacys
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one '
from E‘A’W-ﬁqlnctzgx the intelligence agencies
arrived at their own conclusions.
about the assassination, and by
which they provided information
to the Warren Commission. This
evidence indicates that the.
investigation of the assassina-
tion was deficient and that facts
which might have substantially
affected the course of the inves-
tigation were not provided the _ ﬂ
Warren Commission or those =
individuals within the o
the CIA, as well as e

of Governme were cha ged
- with rnﬁ?ggfgatl the assina-

. tgonT (s, Eoci:i’izl> ‘
(lx - Thi Mttt 185 sought to,examine in

greater detall the general findings of thé”SSC; ' ‘g

The Committee has particularly focused its. attentlon

4on the specxflc lssue of whether the CIA.or any ' ':fg
‘employee or former'employee of ;he CIA_mlslnformed,

or Qithheld iﬁformétion relevant to the"aésasSinam

‘tion of President Kennedyvfrom the Warren

Commission. In addition, the Committée has

1attemptea to:determine whether, if the,Warren

Commission was misinformed or not made privy to

information relevant to its investigation,

\ _ : the misinforming or withholding of

~evidence from the Warren Commission was the
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result of a conscious intent to do so by the

"Agency or its employees.

(2 The C'ommittee has sought to examine the -
issue detailed above in both an objective

and d.isciplined manner.‘_ In order to accomplish

this goal the Committee has utilized a 1977 Tas
(197171 xF&\

H%. . _PHis Report was h:x.ghly critical of ,)(
ertaininatothe ﬂMJ’.ﬁSHaPCr&T} on

the=SsC flndlngs’\and asserted that the SSC
The milfaiist
F:Lnal Report conveyed@ ‘impress:.on of llmlted

effort by the CIA to assist the Warren Commission
in its work. 'Th'em77 'ireff?ewas in fundameﬁﬁa’l‘
dlsagreement w:x.th thJ.s characterlzatlon of the
ssc. flndlngs and noted that "CIA did seek"'an’d - b

collect information in suppo-rt _of§1e _Warren

Comm1551.on. Add:.tlonally, it conducted studies
SO T | 3
and submitted spec:.al analy *\ﬁ-&xreports.f'

\gé&gg _mmwfhﬁgww,,.-/

( 'In order to demons‘;;te further the scope '
v - of support prov:Lded by the CIA to the Warren §
Comm:.ss:Lon, the /'\77 Izécontalned a. conprehen51ve
listing of CIA .generated material made __avallable ~ %%
e pr-Lask a}e:;:zi"."s:w e %
; ,Q,OOOOZ .
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to beth the U.S. Intelligence Community and
the Warren Coﬁmission regarding the assassina-
tion of President Kennedy. 1In this respect,
the Committee agrees with’thef?? fggﬁaherein
it is stated that "This compiliation (of

CIA generated material) is appropriate to

consideration of the extent of the CIA effort,yr’“

to the extent. that it reveals somethlng “of ~ ' ;
\ . ‘:4{"""?,’ rFK . “\

the result;mgﬁmthat effortf“ (77 LEeR, Introductlon

to Tab E) | /) .

“IT examining the Agencyie comprehensive
listing of CIA generated material.referenced”above,
the Comrlttee has paralled its review to the

(4 T'r’j\
structure glven to these materxaley the 77 ¥ER.

. | TrE- . :
In this regard the 77 I6R details four inter-

;

related compllatlons of Kennedy assa551natlon

materlal"kgn~ee four conpllatlons are.nf

R,

</ } 1) Agency dlssemlnatlon of 1nformatlon
O
to the Intelligence Community (Formal

and Informal Disseminations)

.

.5—73 2) Dissemination of material to the

Warren Commission

g,
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(;P) ~ 3) Agency dissemination to the FBI et al
regarding rumors and allegations
regarding President Kennedy's

assassination

4) Memorandum submitted by CIA to the - :w““;”
LI S

i

Warren Commission on Rumors and””

Allegations Re -&ng*to*the~P£e51dent s

T
ASS&SSlnatl 77 féﬂfalntroductlon ' _

i Vg

e

to Tab E.
. N, e gt :
<}’O) ~ Ifi'reviewing these comnllatlons _
‘the Commn.ttee focused- upon those §

CIA materlals whash the 7 Lsﬁedocumented as’ hav1ng
):ffn

made avallable in wrltten form to the Warren

Commission.

M\ ’ During the course of tnis study, additional

Agency files have been rev1ewed. These files have

been examined in an effort to resolve certain

issues created by the review of the Agency's
'cempilations discussed in this:report. Where

. - apparent gaps existed in the written record,

i, .

files have been requested and reviewed in an effort

'to resolve these gaps. Where significant subStantive

Classified by derivation? v
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issues have arisen related to the kind and

quality of info;matibn provided the Warren
Commissién, files haVeialso been-requested‘aﬁd
| reviewed in an effort to resolve these issues.
'As a result, approximately thirty files,‘comprising
"an approximateée total of ninety volumes:of
material have been examined and analyzed ,

" in preparation of this report.

Qﬁ) _ The flndlngs set forth hereln are subject

e e

\
to, modlflcatlon due to the follow1ng con51dera‘\\\

_ Durlng the course of the past fifteen

years, the CIA has generated massive amounts of

information related to the assassination of
President Kennedy. In—spitte—oftHe Ag&ncy”s
sephisticatrod—decunent—rz etzieval-systen, G;_ertain

documents requested by this Committee for study

~and analysis have not been located. Whether these
'documents merely have been filed incorrectly or

destroyéd, gaps in the written record still do

g%
4
y
v

980005

( R) .Secondly, due to disSi:: ' J:a'r standards of inves'tigativ%

* ’ | . 7 CIH JF: ‘4554‘5/.17\’0&(«&15 f)nv.ded the @du k“("' ”ff'

/ < Cé mnm:Sun CCYGW(“'QIAU‘\? r'b LuUSck\aOJ Le fcnwﬂ&“*:fh /)'_Z
» W ((.J.beLt\Tn#c“n(,J{m{ S'L(-Vlce\)e‘c't'c‘ib/‘»’
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relevancy adopted by the CIA and this Committee,

- certain files requested by the Committee for

review - - . -_. TUUuEl Tl To T L.
. T2 072 7 have been made available to
' the Committee in a santized fashion. Therefore,
to the degree reflected by the Agency's denial
of access and/or santization of certain materials,
this study‘s conclusions are based upon the
best_evidence.avaiiéble to the Committee thZough
this“may not be all relevant evidence to which
‘the Agency has access.

(}%) One must, moreover, give due consideration

to the role that oral discussions, oral briefings,

and meetings_QfFWarren=Commission and CIA
' representatives may have played in the supply of
assassination-related information by the CIA to

the Warren Commission. The subject and substance

of these discussions, briefings, and heetings
may not always be reflected by the written
record made the _ subject of this study.

Therefore, the Committee has conducted interviews,

000696

+# cin Files ?QF“"‘”U to Prtidos-l, MariaTerass T ey,

ardid i h ol SA42 Nodir ;s 29 mada
mviqlablmiﬁﬂ§aﬂm\wh Amgﬁvv
. AP ‘

depositions and executive session hearings with

San!t z.uJb"en S
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key Warren Commission staff and members and
former or present CIA representatives in an

effort to resolve questiaons that are not

—\\\ (\_‘1_.
addressed by the written recgrd,/jThe results T

f// of the Committee's efforts to chronicle this

4

f aspect of the working relationship between the }

Warren Commission and the CIA will be, a subject

e
ar e

e

for dlscus510n hereln.m_ PRI

it T

7 e

/{gj \\ “In addlt{g;‘ this report will examine the

SR |

'following subjects generated by the Committee's

study as outllned above> in the following general

‘order of d:x.scuss:Lon: R : R §
(_(&\ 1) Athe ~or§anization'of the”CIA’s.investigation ;
of President Kennedy's aSsassinatiqn;

l{\ 2) the working relationship of the Warren
Comm15510n staff and those CIA representatlves
concerned with the Warren Comm1551on 1nqu1ry,

( f@\ 3) tae standards of lnvestlgatlve cooperatlon
-wg;;;~the Warren Commission staff believed
to govern the quality and quantity of

ihformation suppiied by the CIA to the

"Warren Commission;

008697
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4) the CIA's concern for protection of its
sen51t1ve sources and methods and the

(Sonssggggﬂ effects of this. concern

upon the Warren Commission investigation;

and
5) the substance and quality of information
concerning Luisa Célderonvpasséd to the

Warren Commission and the results of this

‘Committee's investigation of Calderon
and her significance to the events of

_November 22, 1963.
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" L. Organization of CIA Investigation

of President Kennedy's Assassination

‘ [2\\- In his Executive Session testimony before the Select
Committee, Richard Helms, the CIA s Deputy Dlrector for
Plans during 1963, described the CIA's role in the
invéstigation of President Kennedy's assassination as
follows:

1 513 This crime was committed on United
States soil. Therefore, as far as the
'Federai government was conéerned, the pri-
mary investigating agehcy would have Eeeh
the Federal Bureau of InVestigation without

any question. The role of the CIA would

have been entirely supportive in the sense

b R e R e U VA -

of what material we are (sic) able to -

acquire outside the limits of the United

-
ii\.-iu v‘~wfﬁ

States with reference to the investigation.

... For investigative purposes, the Agency

900699

b g
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~ had no investigative role inside the United
States at all. So when I used here the
-word "supportive," I meant that in the
literal sense of the term. We are (sic)
trying to support the FBI and support the.

Warren Commission and be responsive to : Clg

B
e s

O s

their requests, but we were not lnltraffgg

\,\.—%«

P

any 1nvest1gatlons of our own or,&tewm

f’/_,-,-.:; -t & ‘;\,\\\\

- ‘(Executive Se551on Testlmony of Richard ; 5
: o - ’7

= Helms, 8/9/78 PP- 17-18.) ™" n/////, )

(1157 on’ November 21 1963 Helms called a meeting of se

‘level CIA officials to outline the Agency's investi

ity vis a vis the assassinationf, (SSC, b sk oF€ e
NA*ML&G;W s i

At that time, Helms placed John Scelso,kknuipha~i

Bivision a

tive.respor

wquicts Book V, p. 25.)

OK1Ew
rﬂ Branch

o W

Amer&eau-aﬁd-ﬁanema, in chq;ggmofwtheuAgencxsamkaﬁﬁiiis

lnves Lgatéve~e££grts. (HsCA Class. Deposition of John
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of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 10.)

e . £
C”L“(\ Scelso testified before the Committee¢§”

that he was given charge of the Agency's investigation

on the basis of two considerations: 1)!his prior

experience in conductlng major CIA security 1nvest1-
gatlons and 2) the observance of Oswald by—eﬁk

suEveiliance i Mex1coC?(Scelso's ionad c-*cern)

5/16/70, pp. 111-112. chelso also noted that g

5'59%—-1”‘

T . o~
durlng the ‘Course of his 1nvestlgat1ve efforts, Helms /'6?

iR
e y‘ﬁwﬂ-

did not pressure h1m to adopt spec1f1c 1nvest&g ve

CIA's Counterintelligence Staff characterized Scelso's

responsibility not as a mandate to investigate but 3

rather to "coordinate traffic (code facilitation, &
v telegram or telegraphic consideration) for working

with the DDP with respect to what was being done over

the whole world..." Dep051tlon of o

- Pt ca W Koo Lt i i 4,.“:«.(“@‘.5,« g
*9 ]lig:}ca@:e FreT e85 thisPphate ot éf 9 éxvxty @ ...... \g

‘ * Raymond Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for

thé*GPFLOOR phasef (Ibld )

u/cf on: ]
Clasified By W —  _
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I g /\ » . . .
Lll) : Scelso described in detail to the Committee the

manner in which he conducted the Agency's investiga-
tion:

...practically my whole Branch participated
in the thing. We dropped almost everything
else and I put a lot of my officers to work
in tracing names, analyzing files. //
We were flooded with cable traffic, with 5w®~
reports, suggestions, allegations from all
over the world, and these things had to be*"fw

checked out. We were checklngkgzggfﬁ”f"aaﬁe -
.and-dozens—of—peopte-all..the Lin (HsCA c1a§§Z§IZ§"“\)
{ Deposition of John Scelso, 5/16/70, p. 131)* : /

* . Durimg the course of the Agency's-invetigatibn, Liaison

with the FBI was handled for the CIA by Birciro'Neal.

| GRS R,

(Zié}d. ét§80 ) (At the time of the assaSSLnatlon>Mr—-0*Neal,'

a former FBI agent@\was Chlef of the Spec1al Investlgatlons_/

Group of the CIA's.Counterintelligence Staff.\jﬂseﬁ-etass:fied ‘ %
C\A 4,«-{«(*764., ‘f‘“’“ﬁ;fz,egn,&&"c n\m F VR e v >(3 FK

~Deposition of Bs*eh—@‘%eaﬂ‘ 6/20/78, p. 7, Mr——e*NealmJ&uev;'
/\ - D1Y?5s

H”‘l/ ’ci'r‘a:racterlzed his funct:.ons with respect to the Agency

A

as follows:

(This footnote -- Footnote * -/ -- continues
on bottom of page 5)
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k)—g\ Scelso stated during his testimony that CIA

field stations worldwide were alerted to the Agency's

investigation "and the key stations were receiving
tips on the case, most of which were phony. We did not

send out instructions saying body participa

the investigation.y¥ (Ibid. p. It was his
, . \
Gghout his tenure as

| M’e‘(' v ‘6:‘{{_‘. n.(_/(
coordinator of the Agency s investigation, the -Mexdeo

Clty_saae*en was the only CIA(fgéIE*§E§E§§n\dlrectly

Footnote * —< continued from bottom of page 4.

"recollection, howeve

I knew that we [at CIéb did not have the
basic responsibility for investigating the
assassination of the President. If there was
a crime commited in the course of this activity,
+4sic) it belonged to the FBI. I recognized that
it was our responsibility to give the fullest
cooperation to the FBI to protect the Agency
with regard to any aspects of our operations,
you understand, and at the same time giving them
cooperation, and I was in close contact with Mr.
Sam Papich [of the FBIJ, and always fully co-
operated, and he always fully cooperated with me.

f@h (Ibid. p. 52.)

. J (AR o . v
- (O'Nealynoted that his office (CI/SIG) at the direction of

the Chief of Counterintelligence, James'Angleton was

designated the central point for collection of assa551natlon—

related information made available to the FBI. (Ibld pp. 52-53.
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N Y e rangl”
3 8* involved in 1nvest1gatoryﬂact1vttles“ lated to President
3
- w~j§ Kennedy's assassination (Ibldf p
‘i ; _(x’“l» During the ratter hilf of Decembe? ;/EScelso g
n . +L~¢1’ :
: 2 3 issued a summary report which described Oswald's
. .5 activities in Mexico City from September 26, 1963 -
N } o
¢ : . v
y ;& ¢ J October 3, 1963. Scelso characterized the summary report
§ y as inComplete by comparison to‘assassination-related
y < J .
.’{\Q) information then available to the FBI but.not not prov19éﬁ’y<§;~“
i 3 i+ to CIA until lake Dec. 1963. Czbld = &"5} (CIA
) 143 S
¢ - Document,Report by John Scelso to C/CI, =4 Dec. 63.) *X :D
-ﬁif i LJE?) Following issuance of this report, Helms shifted
A . .
D g . iy s a s . . : .
R Q‘ responsibility for the CIA's investigation of President
T : - o ‘ _
d §§'¥ Kennedy's assa§§inatien—te~the~sCQunterintelligence
> 40X

Staff%M/“HSCA Classified Deposition of John Scel

o cF
z 5/16/78 p. 136, /ef HSCA Classified Deposition of

o ke L

. Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, P 15 wherein Rocca states that

)
\

respon51b111ty shifted from Scelso to CI Staff on

Helms testlfled tﬂét tils““ﬁwft(f

January 12, 1964.)

e Approx1mately two days after President Kennedy s
~assassination, Scelso prepared a summary report,
provided to Presigent Johnson by Helms. This report
adept y8+Eaen that Oswald probably was a lone
assassin who had no visible ties to Soviet or Cuban .
> intelligence though such ties could not be excluded’ o¥
R

4
b e R L L 5000
<

broande, tutre

_.,.,.s

9(4;A¢'71g CIA “oe, wutf o

._& '/9“4 j#: vf"'y
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responsibility was a logical development because the

i

fﬁ(Executive Session Testimony of RlChard Helms, 6;9/78'

p. 14, see also HSCA Classified Deposition of John

s

Scelso,,5/16/78, p. 138.) (W

3

(g

1nvestigation had begun to take on broader tones. /’96/’“ s

\\\\\ O\q\ "Helms"reasoning was expanded upon by Raymond

fplx/ Roccaé} ‘who testified before the Committee that the

S_Shlft in responsibility described by Helms was caused

=/

in part by the establishment of the Warren CommiSSion//fjfTW“ .74
2fi?f 728 =
(HSCA Cla551fied Dep051tion of Raymond Roccaqlpg. 12~ liﬁ;}

It was entirely appropriate in the
“;g«ﬁﬁGPFLOOR phase that he (Scelso) would
: /have that (responsibility for the Agency
; 1nvestigation ) But the minute you had
4 a commission set up outsilde the line
obviously had to be the Director, and from
the Director to his Chief of Operations
overseas, because the spread involved
then all of the divisions. Here you had
Mr. (Scelso) being . asked to sign off on
cables that had to do with the Netherlands,
with U.K., with-Australia+ and it would.
have seemed to me utterly adminis ivel
simply-a—~hybrid-monster. S(HSCA Classified ~ 7
@ion of R. Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 12.)

- -uuqa-m e

‘James Angletonnsupported Rocca s belief that "the
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—Ccontro cumen
rom —coniraolle cumen

all of the [CIA] divisions." Angleton testifed
to this Committee'that the Agency's efforts to
gather and coordinate information related to |
the assassinatioh underwent a metamorphic

transition. Initially, Angleton noted, the

:
;
:
:
§

Director, Deputy Director, Division Chiefs and

Case Officers approached Warren Commission.

requirements in a piecemeal fashion. However,
Angleton testified the Agency was eventually -

able to focus its resources to avoid duplication

'W-.\ &,

of effort and provide a system for'the_central

as such 1nformatlon was developed SCAZT™

;ﬁw C1a531f1ed Dep051tlon of James Angleton,

| 10/5/78, pp. 76-77, See also HSCA Cla551f1ed

Dep051tlon of Raymond Rocca, ﬂ/l7/78
\ S

p. 23.)

-
’
y
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(3{) . The record reveals that during this- second phase
of CIA information collection efforts in support of

the Warren Commisssion investigation the concentration

VW
®

of Agency resources shifted in emphasis from exploration

of Oswald's activities in Mexico City to. his residency

in the Soviet Union durlng 1959-1962 and pOSSlble

‘\/

éﬁncr*&
assoc1et;onww1th the Sovmet 1ntelllgence appar us.

/ (Ibid., pP-. 32-33,44, Executlve Se531on of TestlmonywS;*‘W

Dy ApmneoRs

Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 23. n-_;f% ;o"1rnacé Rocca commented

. that durlng “this phase” prlmary interest in support of the

N g ed L
Warren Commission was to (follow-up on Sov1et leadqﬁ
N

&

on the assumption that a person who spends

four years*fin the Soviet Union, under his

circumstances, had to be of specific interest

\

to Soviet State securlty and their collateral

U o i
I
‘authorlt;esk (HSCA Class1f1ed Dep051t10n of
' *%
aymond Rocca, pp. 32-33.) (Saefq%%( )/)/

443-.-....\

Therefore*“Rﬁtca“tOncluded “the areas “the CIA tended

oy, o 3f
(2N

)
to concentrate on concerned the Soviets:

6 ‘/‘opi’ /9-(?_ co,\fr!mlffem ot ~fe>¢T‘

-
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o
Liuh" *The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee
Counsel sheds, further light on the difficulties—encountered

by—the~Agency;related~to*:ts investigation of possible
Cuban involvement in the assassination:

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

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

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

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

The organization of their service and their v
operation in México was something entirely entirely (sic)
within -- it was an enigma at the time. They were just o
getting started. This was s area. This was %Mt [:/}70 ot EMirp D)
Feetetls area of proficiency. J' So the defectors had only o
begun to come out and they came ou out later, the Cuban
defectors. : - E:IQﬂﬁ «nq:»«_vﬁj‘\

So, I can't -- I really caﬁ*f'saywﬁh a) the
Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The

press was filled with lt at the tlme.

The Harker 1nterv1ew should have been undoubtedly
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of
‘the Rockefeller thlng.

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

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

4]
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Mr. Goldsmith. Well, when I said to what extent
was the Cuban connection investigated, I don't mean by
the Warren Commission. I mean to what extent did the
Agency provide =--

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

Mr. Goldsmith. Pardon me?

Mr. Rocca. We certainly didn't, in R & A.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, CI/R & A did not ~--

Mr. Rocca. Go into the Cuban sidé of it at all.

This was something left to the people who were concerned
specifically with Cuban intelligence and security operation.

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

Mr. Rocca.  ¥es.

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

Is that correct?

er. Rocca. Welln:f Co ‘ ff

Mr. Goldsmith. Based upon what you knew?:

Mr. Rocca. Well, everything would go, yes.

\ Mr. Goldsmith. Therefore, you were in the =¥
position, it would seem, to know what information was
being generated in the field that was going to the

Warren Commission.

Yo, ,M,‘%J\

'Earlier I asked you which area received emphasis
,and I believe you indicated that the Soviet area (dld)

Y @19§
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Mr. Rocca. Primarily, primarily. But I didn't
mean»by that that it excluded the Cuban, because there
was a lot of material that came through and went to the
Commission that concerned the Cubans.

J ¢ 4 ’

Mr. Goldsmith. Let's go off the féébrd;””yf

N (DlSCUSSlon off the record. )

p

-~ Mr. Goldsmith. Let's contlnue. &

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

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

Mr. Rocca. Questions went down_to(@ggﬁ do you
have anybody who could possibly have gotten involved in
this kind of thing.

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

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the possibility
of an assassination plot by Castro against the President
was adequately investigated?

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. With the advantages of 20-20 hind-
sight, I could say probably not. But at the time it seems
to me that they gave due attention to it -- within the

Ci~_ipformation that I had at my disposal.

' .
‘eJ ¢ O oaans @
o - .
y q **In fact, BHO spent 2 years, 8 months in the. Soviet Union

((October 1959 - June 1962) .

wHEn

099620
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Oswg?d. . (Angleton, p. 8569 e~stated-for-the~record
) ' I‘k W B fl\ & ; MQ.A ::,A,-'!L Q:g} gy ae ~«-¢~J‘£
Warren*Commlssion*swinvegfiqﬁfiﬁﬁ‘ PN

(with.-the-CIA's-support) 6f possible Cuban involvement Jf?“rﬁf

. ,4 J«{ ~..v-"-:’-z.'t
in the-assassimatisas™ ' _ -f“f te
}. /Qiuuvj*
Cﬁ% I personally believe that the United :
: @i
States intelligence services did not At

have the capabilities to ever come to
an adjudication (of the Cuban aspect).

I don t ‘think.-the- capabllltles were—tHeres .

~ T i
HeCRTTaSEIEIed Dep051t10n of James Aﬁgl\ﬁon;ﬁ
f-" e AT R AN G P )
93
) P
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Lyﬁ . As noted above, the CI Staff assumed responsibility
in late December 1963 - early January 1964 for the

coordinatioh of CIA efforts to assist the Warren

Commission in its 1nvestlgatlon. At that time, Raymond

Rocca,(iglef of Research aqéﬁAQQEXSlS forwaf Staffvs ga
was designated int—of~contact with the Werrenﬁweww i

2 7 9 _ A
Commission. : ; _ ) gg
Argdeton, 075778, b. 77.) Rocca's Research and

Analysis component was concerned with:

/qD> "analytical intelligence, analytical

N brainpower, which meant all source, all
overt source comprehension; a study of
cases that had ceased to occupy opera-
tional significance, that is, closed cases,
to maintain the ongoing record of overall
quality and quantity of counterintelligence =aCe
being performed by the entire DDP operat:t.ona.,lég‘"“M

fwcomponentren,axhe”Deputymn;gegtgg for Piang,

(Hsca- Cla551f1ed Deposition of R. Rocéa,
7717/78' See also HSCA Classified Deposition
of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 77.):

(&{{) Mr. Rocca Lestifled that 5883ssTHTeicA-Telated
information generated by CIA components was directed
to his staff (as designated point of contact with the

Warren Commission) in the normal flow of day to day

/ 000023
= L i . : =y
S s¥§‘é?ﬁ : _ EE
25T -
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work (#edid., pp. 16-17.) This lnformatlon was then

e
vy AT B

reviewed By Rocca or his assistants who included [:‘pbo,c? Civyatimp 24
EML\V‘?

o , ¢~ ]
Thomas—Haitl, (Soviet Expert) ,Sanui artman (general

i .

L

- P~

b 4 9

o . & i - B .

research and search man'for the U.S. Intelllgence
A _(..\57 fﬁ,\ —a /M{
Community and its resourcesy, and Ar%hur-ﬁeeley who

had transferred to the CIA from the FBI a. number of o, e

i

a
s
a

years prior to the assassn.natlér(lbld. p. 17#) 3

During the course ‘of the Warren Comm15510n investi-

ey worked with those

*H&uﬂi

CIA divisions /\producz.ng substantlvfe,__gizfomatlonwV‘_‘_m__,,. .

‘related to the assa551natlon,/Ib1d )\\ , P

(qz,_\ Mr. Rocca testified that even though g

CI/R&A was the Agency"s point of re'feren'ce_ with fegard

to the Warren Commissioh, neither hi’s staff nor the g

CI staff in general displaced ﬁhe direct relations of

Mr. Helms or any other coacieﬁxed Agency_‘_gfflcz.al Wlth ;

the WarrenJomma.ss.:.on_,_/[Ib:.d., Rocca testlfled that nelthefi g
/CI Staff nor his staff dlsplaced the CIA's Soviet -

\ Division (represented by Desid=dasphy, Chief of the g

0000624
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SR division and his assistant, TeamantwBagdey) in /~

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

displace John_Scelso~in his contact with the Warren ____,/’)
Commissi92;§/’EOCCaA estifiea\that in some instances

oﬁ ——P—17=184’ HECA-Classified Deposition of James Angleton“”

LA CAJ{~¢
J. Lee Rankin of the Warren Commission would go dlrectly

to Helms with requests, and in other instances David
Slawson, a Commission Staff counsel erred directly

L_fqumey €ap Lager ]

w1th Tcm“ﬁaiﬁfof Rocca's staff.

(Ibid. p. 36779

k43) The record reveals that on certain issues of

particular sensitivity Rocca was not permitted.to act

as the Agency's point of contact with'the Warren Commission.

He testified that compartmentallzatlon was observed

notwithstanding the fact that I was_the working level
Sr i . e ——

‘point of contactt' (Hsca Classified Deposition of Raymond
_ : et 4

* Although James Angleton functioned as Rocca's direct
superior during the course of the Warren Commission
‘investigation, he did not participate on a regular
‘basis in the Agency's efforts to supply substantive

¢d information to. the Warren Commission nor did he deal u*’
on a direct basis with Warren Commission represen
o tives. (excepting Allen Dulles on an unoffici

\1\) . H5eAetassified Deposition of Raymond Rocca,;

a51s;'
A/11/78,

10/5/78 3, p. _782) However, Angleton testified to this
-Committee that he did attempt to keep apprised of
developments as the investigation progressed through
consultation with Rocca. (HS€A-Classtfied Deposttien of
J ast - .

(:me\\ae\)
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the case of the Soviet defector Nosenko. Rocca - .

testified that he did not attend any of the Ag

ency. .

o vk e 10

((:)as 1t affected the Warren Comznlss:.on 1nvest1.— ‘"""'\3

in

addition to Richard Helmf S Eal4
C"/‘/) Rocca described the CI staff mail intercept program,

. HTLINGUAL, as a second example of an Agency matter

-about whiéh he had no knowledge nor input yis-a-vig™ =5

enc s s £ | Commission. 7
Ageney” | [Aguny Gy ores

(Ibld., pp. 19-20. ‘~Rather, James Angleton and—-B-l—feh—é

materlaﬁ. (HSCA ClaSSlfled Depos:l.tJ.on of J. Scelso, ' \\
N

OJ-Ne'a‘l‘handled the . dlSpQSlthn of this- partlcular

SO PL

5/16/78 p. 113, wherein Scelso states that; CI Staff \,

i 1nclud1ng‘B‘1¢ea'i' was. repository of HTLINGUAL intercepts;
L ok see HscA Class Dep. of BiveheOdadad | 7{20 (T8 fju??—ﬂ‘l <

Shtrtin Obmend S1odes +hak he didnot b /
Warren Comm i 35 jon bad know | o€ +ha HTLINGIRA ./
Proarem bRcans? ¢+ vas not e:rﬂ;:bol o PfOV*M/

HalNarres Commisiion with makeriads dori <X trem~
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_ Lys\ In summary, it was Rocca's testimony that an internally
decentralized information reporting function best 4o

characterized the organization of this second phase

of the Agency's investigati e—efforts to assis
W@ Clagy Prepu oF K, Bosid '7// /75§
the Warren Commission (EBoid., p. 10; HSCA Class1f1ed

/“MDep051tlon of James Angleton, -10/5/78, p. 75, 80. . /
// - See also CIA Doc. Rocca Memo for Record,‘l April 1975, /
_ _ ’

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

6V/’l97 , wherein it is stated that Helms remained senior

PN :
Loy
=~

 official in charge of the overall investiga;ion;
with CI staff acting as a coordinator and repdsitory,///

of information collected.)

D827
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AA.Oplnlons of Warren Commission and CIA Representatives

Regarding Warren Commission-CIA Relationship

(}/Q} The Committee has contacted both representgtive; of
the Warren Commission staff and those representétives of
the CIA who played significant roles in providing CIA~
generated information to the Warren'gommission.f,The
general consensus of these representaiives is that the L//
Warren Commission and the CIA enjofed a successful

working relationship during the course of the ssion's

iﬁvéStigati % 'EEECA’Class. Depo. of R. Rocca 7/17/78,

p. 18) (See also Exec. Sess.. Test. of Richard‘Helms,

e

8/9/78 HF724. William Coleman, a'senior staff counsel
for theé Warren Commission who worked closely w1th Warren
Commission staff counsel W. David Slawson on matters

which utilized the CIA's resources, characterized

the CIA representatives with whom he dealt as

3

3

»
~n
g

e

highly competent, cooperative, and 1ntelllgent.¢w7§f

(‘ (See HSCA staff interview of Wllllam Colem;E"

o

\ 8/2/78. Mrl Slawson expressed a similar opinion

-

regarding the Agency's cooperation and quality

000623
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o T _(,-c:/ g
o ‘%

jfﬁzgrflmg(Executive Session Testimony of W.

“pavid Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 17;see also JFK

. Exhibit 23. )/)

(gj\J Lee Rankin, General Counsel for the

-'g; Warren Commission, testified that the Warren
Commission and its staff were assured by the CIA
that the Agency would cooperate in the

1o s RO

work. 7% HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin,

8/7/78, p.4; HSCA Class. Depo. of John McCone,

8/17/78,

p. 9)
John McCone, Director of Central Intelligence
at the time of Presideht.Kennedy's assassination
and during the Warren Commission investigation,
supported Mr. Rankin's testimony in this regard

\

by characterizing the CIA's work vis-a-vis

Nt

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

for ensuring tHAt all relevant matters were

e

H S getlows ok ol e S - - §
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a.](a

conveyed by the the Warren Commission.

(Ibid., pp. 5=6)} In this regard, Mr. McCone

at:

(L{ﬂ The policy of the CIA was to give the Warren
Commission everything that we had. I
personally asked Chief Justice Warren to
come to my office and took him down to the
vault of our building where our information is
microfilmed and stored and showed him the
procedures that we were follow1ng and the
extent to which we were giving him -- giving 47
his staff everything tha ng ”‘&%ﬂ-\
( 0‘ he was quite satisfied.( (Ibid., p.‘ 9) .
x : > cd, 4 olicy Oxmnof to Ha
éu& Hhe pH%KEaiﬁiif'.:“é’i‘%‘ﬁ?ﬂ’; bej' 3 _,i‘ R P“ng‘,“i- v}’y«urfegiomms&‘\ i
i Adl mtru%qh“"ari mm:.sé‘f.‘Bn e'lle That Ail Relevane 7"

Cal

Q. Materials Be Made Promptly Available By

CIA To Warren Commission

§ 1 - SRV |
(s | Mr. Raymond Rocca, - T/& Aalsinglliyg i mpicasender of CIA

]
FRltey een ot . S
AT the Warren Commission , investigation,

full support to the Warren Commission. Mr.

Rocca&o served as the Chlef of the Researchwand T

characteri.zed the Agency's role as one:/of i g

- PB9H30 i
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g Analy51s Divison for the Counter-Intelllgence'm;:j\
K*LwStaff of the CIA}~st3t€a“under oath that
Richard Helms had.glven the following

directive:

. on a~n "}'/\l
Ylﬁ [Ehl ‘material bearing 1ﬂ—aﬁy—way#§%at
.could be of assistance to the -
Warren Commission should be seen by Cq!
staff and R and A and marked for us. He
issued very, very strictly worded
(A§+MA lw\*lnﬁ:tﬂttﬁﬁs -~ they were verbal in so W
far .as I know == that we were to leave no -~ L4

u‘ﬁ"

~Stone unturned. P CS
(HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond’Roc;;?““\
17/78, p- 24)

e
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i Mr. Rccﬁ'ﬁis aRARGs 15 e ue@ RBLmdIBRN adg@ed Mr. Helms" | g

trolled d t
ers were fogio é t3n£h§ lg%gggsgy all CIA employees.

-Mr. Rocca concluded that on this basis:
as to turn over and to develop any information

bearing on the assassination that c e of assistance

to the Warren Commission.” Ibid., p.

L&VX A different view of the CIA's role regarding the
supply of CIA's information to the Warren Commission was
propounded by Riqhard,Helms. Mr. Helms, who served as

the CIA's Deputy Director for Plans during the Warren

Commission investigation, was dlrectly responszble for the

/
investigation of President Kennedy's assaSSLnatlonllndﬁsz
A pelity viga risVha Warren Commission,

» He testified to the Committee that the

made every effort to be as responsive as possible

T i,

S,

'Warren Commission requestsQ‘r(Exec. Sess. Text. of Richard

Helms, 8/9/78 p. %g_Lgﬂmg. Helms added further testimony

regardlng the manner in whlch the CIA prov1ded its 1nfor-

mation to the Warren Commission. He stated:

An inquiry would come over (from the Warren Com-
mission). We would attempt to respond to it.

But these 1nqu1r1es came in individual bits and

pieces or as al items...Each individual -
item th came along we’ care of as best we 5 3

f
could. ((Thid, 2. LodI §
5
oz

(qu N However, it was Mr. Helms' recollection that the CIA

provided information to the Warren Commission primarily

Classification:
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{ ~ Classified b_y derivation:
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‘oath he supported this proposition:

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

Mr. Helms: That is correct.

I want to modify that by saying that
memory is fallAble. There may have been
times or circumstances under which some-
thing different might have occured, but
my recollection is that we were attempting
to be-responsive and supportive to the
FBI and the Warren Commission. When
they asked for something we gave it to
- them. : o )

A As far as our volunteering information
is concerned, I have no recollection of _
~~"Whether we™ unteered it or not...... S "/
' (Ibid., p. 34.p» - '

s

(if73 - 'Mr. Helms' characterization of fulfilling Warren
. . I ' 220&*. R .
Commission requests on a caseAbasis rather than uniformly
‘volunteering relevant information to the Warren Commission

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

of the CIA's investigative responsibility. Mr. Rankin was
asked by Cormmittee Counsel whether he_worked under the
impression that the Agency‘s-responsibility was simply to

reépond to questions that were addressed to CIA by the

ég

Warren Commission. In response, Mr. Rankin testified as

follows:

(:g&) Not at all and if anybody had told me that I
would have insisted that the Commission com-
municate with the President and get a different

_ arraqgea&ts skiﬁéaaﬁs riwie_vmlght no_t‘- as.k thev right | g
| SEC R :3: e élassiﬁéd by deri\':;gi-pn::[}:‘ﬁ3 3
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questions and then we would not have Egs’ﬁff;ﬂﬁw“
information and at. . would be absurd.

HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin,
8/17/78, p. 4)

LX“\ Mr. Slawson added support to Rankin's position
testifying that Warren Commission requests to the CIAa
| 7
were rarely specific. "The request was made initially

that they give us all information pertinent to the

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

i

of

@avid Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 29)
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the subsequent exposure of the CIA's anti-Castro

assassination plots
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2 CIA's working level representatlve

—”"fﬂ
a‘/{n Comm:.ssa'o’ff'gbeenwreq'uested by the
,—f

Com‘ﬁflssﬁfgft reseggsch"and report on/a»nf“an Ad,a&‘fl.

,_:.,/

XQ/ CIAxa’ntJ.-Cast’fg assass:.patlon 'eratlon‘f Rocca's

agph-rkn\tlfh* Aﬂgw
d‘would ,ha:ve produ no stbstantive informa-
tJ.on. (IEJ.d., p. 49’)‘k/
((,,\ The record mg&\ fevealS that the CIA desk

officer who was initially given the respons:.blllty

by Mr. Helms to investigate . . ' Lee Harvey"

Oswald, and the assassination of President Kennedy

i A

: Iz cvlj,&],(:rat:).on 3 - (HS Class. Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/75—\
s =B IR ETARFA o + 8 WMIASH epdl TS
_ { pp. 73, l—-H:-}:-l2)9 Mr. Scelso testified that had he

.Wﬁsassxnatlon plots the follow:Lng

action would have been taken: . - : ;

had no knowledge of such plots during his investi- /{

() \ "we would have gone .at that hot and heavy. g
Qv\ : We would have queried the agent (AMLASH)
about it in great detail. I would have ,
had him polygraphed by the best operative } §
security had to see if he had (sic) been V4 ;
- a double-agent, informing Castro about - 51
our poison pen things, and so on. I Lp@
"would have had all o ' '
gueried about it."

" (Ibid., p. 1669

e

(L,PS\) As the record reflects, these plots were known

Eo"‘_*‘gc,-f ;-ﬁe& he wous netin a?\"fl"’lhkuswqucgﬁaﬂg ,.((“i-—'_,(_’.‘,‘_‘ﬂ-a
‘ nv.*-a*fta ‘ﬁ“*‘*wﬁ.wwﬂ.ﬁl rat-te be q ne WSk ﬂ—v OTNLS W ho umm*‘wd\mnd‘

) LQ"‘\W\QFL«MM ,ouui I\M‘Q NM ‘ fhuu\*ﬂf '\vd‘lar\ @wcaziw

u/f o Classification: _ S3 /‘?: "T e G §

r}’\*See also HSER=Gtaaeitdad Dep051§:_lon oF James Agletorf‘ 10/ 5778,
L ‘~ “17°\ pp.25%7wherein Angleton stateshud nedid ) _
: g&’“@‘ﬂ’““i‘mﬁwﬁ Fider C.\.‘-“"’Gi Al &‘Gﬂh“"ﬂ.&ézs:ﬂcn \atiﬁsfav\g?g$ 'W -

- L G

by few within the CIA. Mr. Helms' testimony regarding. g
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these plots reveals that the Agency compromlsedyJ‘“lF°h°ﬂ St
3ts Pirector
,l%s;promrse to supply all relevant information to .
; ndat-gonn gume,_?—loum'm ) -
the Warren CommlsSLOn. The following exchange

between Committee Counsel and Mr. Helms illustrates
the extent . of the Agency's compromise:

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

~Castro assassination plots.

Mr. Helms: I have never been asked to testify
before the Warren Comm1551on about
our operations.

Mr. Goldsmith: If the Warren Commission did not

' ' ' know of the operation, it certainly
. was not in a p051t10n to ask you
.about it.

Is that not true?

- Mr. Helms: Yes, but how do you know they did )
- not know about it? How do you ;
know Mr. Dulles had not told them? , 4
How was I to know that? And besides,
I was not the Director of the Agency
and in the CIA, you did not go
, traipsing around to the Warren Com-
\ ' ‘mission or to Congressional Committees.
or to anyplace else without the
Ve Directorfs permission.

{x ' , whether the Warren Commission
’ o should be informed of the anti-Castro

assaqolﬁablon,plous°

it
/‘f{‘f’ - Classﬁlcaﬂon.

’@J Mr. Goldsmith:  Did you ever discuss w1th the Director ) g

1 Classified by derivation:
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Mr. Helms: I did not, as far as I recall.
(HSCA Exec. Sess. TeSET0T rd
Helms,) 8/%78, pPp- ‘30—3l.§‘CMp"\a‘5‘!}/

Mr. McCone testifed that he firstv became aware

¢
f

of the CIA's anti—Castfo assassination plots

involving CIA-Mafia ties during August 1963. He

stated that upon learm.ng of these plots he dlrected @@

that the. Agency cease all such activities. . é

@ D;pc. of John McCone, 8/17/78, p. 13)

When asked w_h_ether the CIA desiTed to withold informa- g

tion f:om the. Wafren Conunissien about the Agency anti- |

Castro assassination plots to avoid embarrassing the §

Agency or cauSing ‘an international cri.ses he gave

the fdllc‘ming response: g
"I GCannot answer that since they (CIA

employees knowledgeable of the
continuance of such plots) withheld
the information from. me. I cannot ,
answer that question. I have never .=
been satisfied as to why they with=ul, L
ﬁheldwthewinﬁermatienvfrommm Ibid.,

16) | - _ ( g

- Regarding the relevancy of s_uch plots to the | ‘
Waf:ren Commission's _wbrk,, Warren Commission counsels - 3
'@.pk(n) Slawson an'dVSpecto_r 'were in agreement that g

such information sheuld have been reported to the

Classification:

|_ Classified by der,iﬁrﬁne_ﬁ_g'_S_
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(This form is mgal @@cw&\m g

from ClA—contr ' nfs )
Warren Commission.

(Exec, Sess. Test. of W.

David Slawson, ll/15/77,>p. 27; Exec. Sess. Test.
of Arlen Spector 11/8/77,'pp. 45-46; CF, Exec.

Sess. Test. of Wesley Liebeler, 11/15/77, p. 71 .)

/ )
'/ where he states that possible witholding of . ~
/ ~ information by CIA about Agency attempts to

{ assassinate Castro did not significantly affect -

\ o

\\, Warren Commission- lnvestlgatlon) ‘ : (Nm$»“““

T — —, e e s AR T ST

lhﬁm&—the—eiA*s—perspeet%ve,Mr Rocca
téstified that had he known of. the anti-Castro
assassination plots his efforts to explore the
.possibility of a retaliatory a;sassination against

~ President Kennedy by Castro would have been intensi-

fied. He stated'thati " a completely different
procedural approach probably would and shoulda;giﬁfra
been taken.ﬁwJ%HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rdcca

s ‘.’%e.‘ e

/17/78, p. 45) T

- . John Scelsb the*above-ca.ted CIA desk off:.cer ..... g %
L e \

who ran the CIA's initial lnvestlgatlon of President

/

\\*-—~was.g1ven to the CIA s counterlntelllaence staff, w,x//

Kennedy's assassination until that responsibility 'f g%

£ e B T e smermg

offered a highly critical appralsal_of,Helms

non-disclosure to the Warren Commission:

Classification: _ ;’Z:Qé(ET "
| | oty sona@D0029_

Classified by derivation:
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- Mr. Goldsmith: Do you think Mr. Helms was
acting properly when he failed
to tell the Warren Commission
about the assassination plots?

-Mr. Scelso: No, I think that was a morally
highly reprehensible act, which O
he cannot possibly justify under 7
his oath of office, or any : A%%af
other standard OprtpfeSSlOﬁal

public serv1ce,3 (HSCA Class s

<:;2jij;.ef John Scelso, 5/16/78

-

:
ooz
L

) ' . P —N—f?f'&.‘ e C{ C{,ﬁ‘m
IT. . Tt . Agency Geﬁeern for the S@metity

of Sensitive Sources and Methods - Factors Affecting

' CIA Resporise to Warren Commission Requests
~The length-of time required by the CIA to

‘respond to the Warren Commission's requests for
information was dependent upon 1) the availability
of information; f~2) the compleXity of the issues
oresented by the request and 3) the extent to which
the relevant information ‘touched upon sen51tive CIA

sources and methods. On the first two points, Mr.

7 oen

Helms testified that when CIA able to

satisfy a Commission request, the CIA would then send
a reply back:
rand some of these inquiries obViously
e took longer than others..
. For example, some mlg/z(l volve.
Classification: o é
. | 099640 |

| Classified by derivation:
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checking a file which was in Washington.
Other inquiries might involve trylng to
. see if we could locate somebody in some
overseas country. - .
Obviously, one takes longer to per- _ofs
form than, the other. /l{EXec. Sess. Tesk
“Of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pP. &}Larwrrmw

AstcoﬂEérn for protectlng its

ces andamethods causeﬁ the Warren
/ /"

getting re‘ééant lnformatlon than’@hen {e protec-
-

not at issue.

OK ol !tbf\l b
J. Lee Rankin expressed the opinion thatv€we Agency s

effort to Protect its sensmtéve sources and methods,f&eﬁﬁnﬂwf“

/
tion of such sourcég and methods w

o affectﬂthe qguality of the information to Wthh (72—
the Warren Commission and 1ts staff ‘were given {/z’ é
Q*;”access. KHSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin 8/17/78,)

T E o st 8 e %B&»Mpom.&»e.hw ‘/\OW“"" ‘
An a resuTt of ehe—eiAusweeaeern in some instances

..a;:ﬁ“j' )

the Agency RS

limiégéccess & Z
(%SGAwClgsgﬁwDepo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78 P.
M "‘*’“t’* AL RN TS
The Committee has identified two“areas of
. AL pIh Ty oy )
' concern in which the Agency's. éesr%e—te protect ts
nor\"p(léﬁwt"f"k n
sensitive sources and methods” impedes. the Warren

T 5 A s Y.

zadt?

%

-Commission's investigation. These are:

CIassnflcatlon_: 800041
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Classification: 25t

T i (Thls form is to be used for material exfrccted ¢ el A\Z}K’ﬂ e
:) <= from ClA—controlled documents.) & . ot s :
l) Wltholdlng sRforEiiion from the Warrcen
Ot ue Lo( J "T\r~p
Ccmmission = . pertaining to she—photes
\{—1 i‘\‘?e/_.uu (/“‘{‘,

e

ope;eééans of the CIA's-Mexéeo“efty*Station
2)<£s a relg:edwcnnSLdﬁ:a tion, the Agency s,«x/

retieermce to reveal the origin of She photograph
2 omn VCNY U, o ‘QA ™\ iy \,/A\LL\ hed s f“‘\iﬁm
o}

5}3—&-"‘ A‘Leﬁ; PS4 .j’s/- <»0£ v

. Qliﬁ‘é{ .5:' N M Con u(rn -th' R.u-eul. ne
SenKative S ey ’Ma+ha¢s

The CIA's concern for reveallng the existence
Sovra. and ety g
of sensitive technieal operationsy “as outlined ‘abovep

et e e e

was evident from the inception of the Warren Commission.

Mr. Scelso commented that "we were not authorlzed
S . o : EJ'(,N t‘i"‘! JQ]

»Mgpgfirsx-to;gsz\al all our (technical}-operations."”

(Ibid., p. 158) But Scelso did testify that:

were gozng to give them 1ntelllgence
reports which derived from all our sources, 4
including Eee-h-n-xea-i sources, including the g
pt and the information

gotten from the interrogation of Silvia s
¥7<
Duran, for example, which, corresponded o
R iigoi: exactly with the lnformaq n from ,Pf
\ . . DG

cercepts F T bd Jo O
w ‘

Mr. Scelsco's characterization is supported by

examination of the background to the first major CIA

report furnished the Warren Commission regarding

Classification: s =T . o | g
T - DDeb4z

g Classified by derivation:
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~ from ClA—controlled documents.) Py =
,_Lee Harvey Oswald's trip to Mexiigmsigz}//%cizf>

e e ey, S _\_.,...,m_w"""

DOC. -FOIA “509 803 1/31/64 emorandum foe J.

Lee RanKifn ¥rom Richard Helms) Much of the
information provided to the Warren Commission
in this report was based upon sensitive sources
and methods, identification of which had been
deleted cbmpletely from the report.

. The CIA policy limiting Warren Commission -
knowledge of CIA sources and methods'was articu-
iated as early as December 20, 1963, at which
time a cable was sent ffom CcIa headquarters to
the Mexico City Station which stated}

yucte Our'preSent plan in passing information

. to the Warren Commission is to eliminate
[sewri™” *w)\.

mention ofptedepiSire=taps, in order to
- - protect your continuing~eps. Will rely
"instead on statements of Silvia Duran : '“?Eg
, L _ and on contents Of[g %$~Q nsulaxwﬁlluq'aé5~’ v
77\ .~ which Soviets gave %ﬁé&n -2
T %&?Qu&:?ww12/20/63 “Dixr~ 90466) § T

i,
The basxc*pbimcywartrtuiated in the December

20, 1963 cableais alsohaetfforthfin a CIA memorandum
;_'of December l;f‘I;ES(;; it specifically eoncerned

- ‘the CIA's relatlons w1th the FBI ,/‘“f”'TCIA Memoran a %

TR IR

?t:éer Flle, 12/20/63 Blﬁchua-uea“~ 1ncluded 1n w1th Soft

file materlalsy In that nemorandum, BT?th~@#Ne@i£cm EWPJ#L

"- ?"

-
{jﬁ)ov; of the CIA CounterlntelllgenceZEPec1al Investlgatlons

Group S%g%é wrofe that he had been advisad by Sam
o lassi |cat|on e e =

n..&-nu- E

Classiféed by derivation: 0 8 9 0 li ;';
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(Thts form is to be used for material extracted
Papich, FBEo&ﬂAsennftde&HecmﬂEm;)that the FBI was

anticipating a request from the Warren Commission
for coples of the FBI's materials which supported
or compllmented the FBI's five volume report of

" December 9, 1963 that had been: subm.tted to the
Ccon Qw,y‘»‘-/{él

Warren Commission. Papich provided @*ﬁe*al with

this report which indicated that some United . i
S (VY P05 B R s T A A 2R
States Agency was t&ppnrg—t*e‘-rep'hbnes J.n.Mexlco o

and -asked hJ.m whether the FBI could supply the
b Qp&v&“r‘ 2
Warren Comru.ssz.on w:.th the source of the ~Jae:'!:ephjone
e TR g Do leres’s
’;o tapsy™ o*'v‘e*ai:s memorandum shows that he discussed

this matter with Scelso. After a discussion

with He_lms, Scelso was directed bv Helms to prepare .

CIA material to be passed to the Warren Commission.

LT Agad, Gopleges ERL e
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He (Scelso) was quite sure it was not
the Agency's desire to make available:
to the Commission at least in this ;
manner--via the FBI-sensitive informa-./ =75
tion which conld.relate toﬂtéléaﬁén‘"// .
tapsanCIA Memo for File, 12/20/63 by “Fme
~'~a1,iincluded‘in Soft Fiifrmaterlals)*wx

Vﬂ‘f‘—-q

ok The opinion expressed by Scelso as of December
20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, 1964 in a
formalized fashion., (4’hen Helms expressed his
concern regarding exposure by the FBI of Agency
sources to the Warren Commission. Helms wrote
that the CIA had become aware that the FBI had
already:

called to the attention of the
Commission, through its attorney,
that we have information [{as deter- .
mined from Agency sources)) coinciding
with th€ date’when Oswald ‘was in Mexico
‘City and which may have some bearing
on his -ctiv1t1es while in that area.

, A s e Ly lBetH O, ¢ |4 Fo /A TPocu perr
SIET: g7 7Y (]

| V@ﬁ@g ~

ST )

" Mr. Helms further indicated that the CIA might
be called upon to provide additional information
acquired from checks of CIA records and agency
sources. He suggested that certain policies be
employed to enable CIA to work cooperatively
with the Commission in a manner which ‘would
protect CIA information, sources and methods.
Among the policies articulated were two which
‘Helms claimed would enable the Agency to control
the flow of Agency originated information. 1In
\ this way the CIA could check the possibility of

: revealing ' its sources and methods inadvertantly.
The policies articulated were:

NG

1“

i‘ﬂ

o S - .,
Classification: - . 088445

Classified by derivcﬁén; )
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The CIA policy of eliminating reference to Agency

sensitive sources and methods is further revealed
| by examination-of an Agency cable, dated January‘29, £o
1964, sent from CIA Headquarters to the CIA Mex3eo “TZfﬁs

e o i
° Caaty»vStatrorr’J (CIA Doc. FOIA m398 204 1/29/6

T

; DIR 97829) \Thls cable 1nd1cated that knowledge of i
Agency sources” and technlqueq was Stlll belng with~-

"held from the Warren Commission, and stated that. on

Saturday, February 1, 1964, the CIA was to present
‘a report on Oswald's Mexico City activities to the

Warren Commission which would be in a form

protective of the CIA's Mexice~@ity-~Statien's

et

sources and techniquesy” (Ibid.)

(Footnote cont'd from pg.. 23.) -
1) Vour Bureau not dlssemlnate 1nfornat10n re-— ¢
ceived from this ZAgency . w1thout prior concur- I
rence i

2) In instances in which this Agency has provided
information to your Bureau and you consider
that information is pertinent to the Commission's
7y ok interest, and/oxr complihents {s#cY or otherwise .
- is pertinent to information developed ox '
received by your Bureau througn other sources
and is being provided by you to the Commission, ;
you refer the Commission to this Agency. In - 3
such cases it will be appreciated if you will
k, advise us of such referral in order that we may & .
9 antic Qate kthe possible. ﬁ ptﬂre_igtggggg;ggijgk;)!W e {
Commléﬁ§5ﬁ534§“59”%ka ratory speps to i
meeting its needs. .

TSI
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Telepnone Taps v ~——

Mr. Helms offered testimony regarding the CIA i

reticence to inform the Warren Commission, at least ™.

-

/ during. the initial stage of the Commission's work,
{ T
f of the CIA's telephonic-and~photo-surveititance
opesa@&onsmin ;ex1co City. -

The reason for the sensitivity of these : i
telephoene~taps-and-surveildance-was not
only becy@se it was sensitive from the
Agency's standpoint, but the <tedtephone
tap? were-running-dn=conjunction-with _ /
the~MNeéxdcan«authorities and therefore, & I
- i1f this had become public knowledge, o

K o " between Mexico and the United-.Sta es,,ﬁ«mg§
S and_that.-was _the.reason (Exec. Sess.™

it would have caused very bad feelings ‘ o

it at

S stfiiof Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 51- 529“

Ry
—. R AAAAAIE

pch ol
e
e AT

The/7%: s/unw1lllngness to inform the Warren

Com :}ssi;n/zﬁ//gf/early stages of %;s/investigation

s

P xr"'"

he«above—descrlbea survel;lence operatvcns 1s

/ ‘_('M.;\(’ ’_,,« ,
/;6G;;e/of copcern to_ this Commlttee. Itwis

/’

1nd1cat1%e of an. Agency polacy de51gned to skew
,4 f"

. -
iﬁ 1ts/favor the form and substance of lnformatlon

yé//felt uncomfortable prov1d1ng the Warren
/ »”“
commni¥Ssi

on. (HSCA Class//Depo. of J hn Scelso,

-

7
5/6/78, p. 158) Thig " process ght well have

- /

 hampered the Commission's ablllty to proceed 1n

¢
5
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its an&;%}gﬁé}f&C&J{g e l:ifocum %)ga ¢Esbefore it. '
As noted previously, on January 31, 1964, ?53

the CIA provided the Warren Commission with a . % ?§
. e ,

]

memorandum that chronicled Lee Harvey Oswal

' | aldtmagh 1 7k A
Mexico City visji uring Septe 963 — Scib s ;K-;{,L.;L/;&
((CTA Doc. FOIA ¥509-303 1/31/642 " g L it
October 3, 1963\ at.memoran mentlony,, o 3._/,43 PNy
. = R 4 ,74, oot

that Oswald's various conversations with the.Cuban =~ ""/‘ "‘°§
and Soviet Embassy/Consulates had been tapped and

by the Agericy's Mexico City Station
.subsequently transcrlbed. Furthermore., that memo-

‘randum did not mention that the CIA had tapped

and transcribed fconirersations between Cuban Embassy

employee Sylvia Duran and Soviet officials &t the - -

< e(lon,made OE—TM@({‘

Soviet Embassy/Consulate @x WS
anfgre51dent Dortlcos

and/cta(n Ambassad/r o Mexz:co %rmas which the CIA \

the conversaizi/ns betwee

‘had also ta;pz_/ana traﬁscrlbed/ . ,,,,,‘,,/J
2€| OK- On February,lh 1964, Helns appeared before the'
e T A R
,” 5 Commission and rtkely olscussed che memorandum of = ¢

_ | % .
wES O, WH. U O

Jagy,a_gz;kﬂé_‘lz@./ﬁCIx Doc. FOIA $498- 204, 1/75/%%,

5 \/;;R 97829) JfOn Pebruary 107 lﬁw—“ﬁeﬂm Wrote

a"‘} S in _regard to the CIA memorandum of January 31.
QK Doc. No. 3875 A review of Rankin's letter

gumTET &
Classification: "~ N 4T §

i i Classified by derivation:
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»lndlcates that as of his wrltlng, the Warren

7S fn'»:f"‘“ *i‘*",_ﬁm' = i’
COmmlSSLOn had no substaptiwe kﬁew&edge*of‘
C,lfh Seni Bue paveos ¢matioddy thet Ty /me
elephenTe“surver%laneeﬂoperatton or the production 4
+-."-‘{- «""é‘" m“"{_‘é}"‘ Ob\ éfwk‘b@/g
i.€., ey sbranserdpts lfrom—%hat—eperatmon

Rankin 1nqu1red in the February 10, 1964 letter

whether Oswald's dlrect communlcatlon w1th employees'
of the Soviet Embassy (as stated in Paragraph 1

of January 31 memorandum) had been facilitated by;uﬁ LR

| Eelephond .or—intesview. Manifestly, had the Warren
A ‘ e

LA RULRY S

Ty )
Fen ..ﬁ,ﬂtw«}-gj y
"4

fo

Commission been informed of the gg%épf

snnve&l&aneeﬁﬁﬁ”fataoh

eapping

Oswa&dlthls 1nqulry by Rankln would not have been

made.

Raymond Rocca's testlmony tends to support
this eoncluSLOn. It was Rocca s recollectlon that £
between the time»perlod of January 1964v--Aprll 1964, Eg

Warren Commission's representativeS“had visited the

CIA's headquarters in Langley, VJ.rgJ.nJ.a ‘and had

AL v Xé
been shown varlous trgnsﬁffﬁf$ resultlng from the
g e/\i ﬁ W DT G op e aioed 4 ' %
cIA@‘t SR reitrance-opErTtions—in Mexi ,

Gity.j (hSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/l /Z,,

ﬁg
%@

e ‘,“..,)-ml"

p;~iil//§owever, Mr. Rocca did not Dersonally make
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this material available to Commission representa-
tives and was not able to state under oath
precisely the'point in time at which the Warren

Commission first learned of these operatlons. (Ibld )

o) s On February 19, 1964 the CIA responded to‘
(CDB%‘{ Fordte
Rankin's lnqulry of February I e--Ageney

response Qld 1nd1cate that Oswald had phoned the

Soviet Consulate and was also 1nterv1ewed at the 9
) el d/ Lé /\4-/{

Consulate. However, the Agency |

the source of this information,in—its-respense—ko

the~€cmmission,normin&icatedwthat~this~seufee~'

wouldabe«revealed_by—etherjmeans~+e—g——by—eral»

£ o

..,er_.ef-a:ng:),: _‘.(I“b‘ ‘ ;9‘”",,

>y

"Warren CommlSSlOn Knowledge cf CIA T

Durlng the perlod of March - Aprll 1964
David Slawson drafted a series of memoranda which

among other issues concerned Warren Commission know-

R,

ledge of and access to the productlon materlal
SFen v DU OW—(A/G N -
derlved from the CIA—be%ephen&e—surver&iance»eperattens—-.

G

-in Mex1co Clty. A review of these memoranda tends

to support the Committee's belief that the Warren

gé
gi

Commission, through Mssrs. Slawson, Coleman, and

- Classification:
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Surveillance materials until April 9, 1964. On

that date, Coleman, Slawson and Willens met wn.th ax
- G wf VS

Win=Scott, —the CIA@@hl 2 *f“'S‘fa‘Eloﬁ ~in Mexico

City, who provided them w:.th van}e&s—-wanscraapt«s»

& e
and-transtations derived from IA te%eme

ofl_L,CuQ__ .and.-Sev-J.et-Emba-ssyfeorrsu-]:at-es .

P e OO

Memorandum of April 22, 1964, Subject: Trip to

Jpoas

P

Mexico- City P;;L:r) ' - -
’ rior~te-April 9,it appears doubtful that
o . | ret X o

the Commission had been given e “oass] access,

to thel refersmeed material. Nevertheless, by March g

12, 1964 the record indicates that the Warren

ot _

Commission had at least become aware ’ehad: the CIA q O
Lend ey ;)‘, SaaTttda, ‘T'\\d [ /e SN N ; é\/l Afs e . = -

d:.d—ma-l-nt telephon;.cws&rwea‘llame-ef—&re-%ubagé

s.vép

EMWSlawson memorandum, March(ﬂ;z,) g

{.. /\3 N ".;;‘ o

B

% Subj: meeting with CIA representatlves) j

Slawson's memorandum of March 12 reveals that the Warren

Commission had learned —that the CIA possessed m g

ﬂ\(l/\'\;'— C O s g W
scr‘afptvsmefwconversatlons between the Cuban Ambassador

bk hadbin sammar
/ m_QmQ(ﬁ"
crAa ‘s JKAW“,—E? P AR

Q&(‘f\\
Dn | l(\ Fl(O CC‘ﬁ?QG, T .
( - Classification: .
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Commission representatives at [n¢¢7q7§,5 with

CIA officials, including Richard Helms;.concerned

Silvia Duran's arrest and interrogation by the ’Mfw3c7:L’
Mexican Federal Pollceﬂd/QSlawson Memorandam o
——

a o AR AT

@22, 1964, pp. 3, 19, 45-46)5 Heins s responded

to the Comm1351on s request for access, stating

that he would attempt to arrange for the Warren

(‘,.. TR S e SRS o
‘Slfﬁf?n Memorandum of March 12, 1964, p. Gfﬁ*\>

Comm1381on s representatlves to review thls materlal.cT'g

Another Slawson memorandum, dated March 25,
1964 concerned Oswald's trip to Mexico. In that memo
Slawson wrote that the tentative conclusions

he had reached concerning OSwald's Mexico trip,

-were derived,from CIA memoranda of January 31, 1964
R Vall
j-and'February 19, 1964 (S1awson Memorandum of,mafEEY’

B ST

25, 1964, p. 20) ﬁﬁd in addltlon, a Mexican federal - 5
&‘[___/M \
police summary of interrogatio 'conduitgd Egortly——”"ifﬂ——‘_

anfeed 0T
Mkdﬁfg

[4
STviA P [$oras! s :
after the assass:Lnatlon,w1th - e T i e g %

- 7t T J Slawson wrote:

A large part of it (the summary report)
is simply a summation of what the Mexican
police learned when they interrogated Mrs.
Silvia Duran, an employee of the Cuban

Consulate in Mexico City, and is there— js‘ 5
- fore only as accurate as ran's ‘M '*“*Li %
testimony to the police. Ibld y p
: 'Ye o f o : 8

sfe . o e b iU 4, b5
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These comments indicate that -Slawson placed
qualified reliance upon the Mexican police summary.

Moreover, there is no indigation that Slawson had )
: Al aocto iy da T e i B4

) v I

been provided the {D'uran te- _ :
"-Lv/ hedl L Cpin,  abttuined f)s-’ e il u/
scr-rpts | In fact, by virtue of Slawson's comments

S T s R
concerning the Mexican police report, it would - <A é
fo\Jf(,Q-.
appear that the Warren Commission, as of March 25, wed
’ /‘f‘(('"“‘,&r

had been provided-little substantive information
pertaining to Silvia Duran. As Slawson reveals,

the Commission had been forced to rely upon the two

€ind" e
memoranda that did not make reference to the susweil-
Q‘Qﬂgx 3:(4/ 4

la-nee—-c'perat'rons ¥ and a summary report issued by

the Mexican Federal Pollce. Thus, the Agency had §
Sl e P_(eu‘udﬂ-o\' .
‘ 2T * for over three months .= exposing
},«.h G e eara*a) TR AL SR T “f‘e"‘c«e‘ achu—\ N\LMS S
/\ku tﬁe-eawerﬁ:ance*-epem@mns tc the"rev:.ew of the g

e tt

concerned Warren Commission staff members. As was

. ol stated in the CIA cable of December 20, 196[ to its

‘Mexico City Station:

Our present plan in passing information
to the Warren Commission is to eliminate
mention o ee-isepheae-e&ps, in order to
protect your cend: - radt s. Will [\(‘4{@- >"'?“'~% _r_._/
rely instead on statements of SllVla

Duran and on contents of Sowvi
file which Soviets Ja’g

' (CIA Doc. FOIA $420-75 BTy o
IR 90466 Y A
DR S_'huk Deff"‘

B S

Classification:




Classification:
(This form is to be used for material extracted PP
AN T ]
from ClIA——controlled documents.) Lyuenc
The Commlttee s belief that Slawson had i et
" (r\z-u';
not been given access to the DuranZEranschpts lS b et
e e i e, e g™ © b .
further supported by reference to his memorandum }(‘0““‘””'
o Ly
AT of March 27, 1964 (eF®%%) wherein he states his - c o

cenclusion that Oewald had visited the Cuban -q’ﬁ

FE SNARR S O
{}-/ a‘} 'C("\* —‘ [ . T /mlg & W‘ \ 0,__;.N(,;_ Ay
(5: ©'~ Embassy orf three occasions. QIbid, pr“?) his

. again : .
concluSLOn,he wrote,was based upon an analysis of

et

PN

Silvia Duran's testimony before the Mexican poliée.

~ This memorandum bears no indication that he had

An OQM(, F/(/\./(Z_.Afp«;“‘ e Pedd LA

. Furthermore,

reviewed any

' /7f;ad Sla 32/292 d;ﬁep/ﬁzcess to thes transcrlpts,
ce aln%y heir s tance wouldMHave beenv;ncorporated
w,?'

iaﬁgfﬁf; aaaky51s anigjigg ﬂ/fgly noted for threﬂ//

Tk,

P

*:purpose‘//gls analgx; would hav reflected the fact
_ d |

of‘ Hls rev1ew elther by. ltsaébrroboratl n or

S
B ‘@%‘9‘

et
,;J' F;:‘-"

:cr1t1c1sm of’the above cited Mexican pollce summary report.

1id . x;

5%?' ambiguitr?é{y For’ “example, Ow'Septembe;fé7, at 4:05 p.m. Feo
S , ' _ ' ya . - -
(Slawepﬁ{Memo;iﬁgdﬁrof Apr{i‘Zl, 1964, Subj: Fntereepts }

M

rom Soviet awd Cuban Embassies in Mexico, p. 2) ?u« S aF

S 60\0\0 Fsentence

)
Fui
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i
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v

Cldssiﬁcation:

Classified by derivation:



Classification:

: Silvia Dur:(ems

stated 1:haf

\meric was pre
Cuban Embas i it vigi > ‘ g
er jc /t ifed | '

hlS calculat ns of Oswalg"rs activigies in Mexlco

- City would have been moré firmly established than
:’r{i—\agd Vo S D £ anduana

they were as”*of March 27, 1964.
| The reéord supports the Committee's 'finding %
that as of April 2, 1964 the Warren QommiSSion had %
AR by S U RIS duenk
serles of"te&e-phen&e——bastne-r-eep S, -}'nemorandum of
-that date by Coleman and Slawson, : posea one .

-questlon to the CIA and made two- requests for :Lnformatlon
" Q

S R T o S S it

frwwlawson - Coleman Memord N | ‘};;\
April 2, 1964, Subj: Questions Raised by the Ambassador >
ann File){ rColeman and___§}iyii9*x wrowt#e’; > N .
\ , ' ]__)‘What is the information source »referr_e_d ;

to in the November 28 te_legram that

cf E
<

gl el o
oy i i,
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Odessa;

2) We would like to see copies of the

s, translated
- if possible, in all cases where the

» ) A(—{&:’-g,(
T v S refer to the assaSSLnatlon
/ ’ “{ - ’

or related subjects;
3), We would espec1ally llke to see the
‘ { “AAuJi«i&j
' inkseseept in Wthh the allegatlon that’
money was passed at the Cuban Embassy -

. o ,ﬂ"'v""‘ ‘x\ e rwm‘r& {,__).__‘u-“zw'—s ;\;’,
is dlscussed (Ibid.) Gt o ,

-

The question lnltfglly posed by (Item I).in

. R R @R Wl

the above-referenced memorandum of Aprll 2 concerns

%;iilﬁb aptaairar-
@e,\ TA teteptofts '""‘t‘ér"c‘”é"pt of—-—Sept'emb‘e”r“~’2")""'—}:96-3~

‘ | S—
\TEN

. i S i Cj
at—lGAdizfjm:jﬁ(Slawson Memorandum of Aprll ng::Rﬁ

e i A e R i, e T S
e SRNE-RRRSe e

1964 p. 1) Ymhv1ously, lf olawson found 1t necessary

“to request the source of the information, he had ;
not as yet been provided access to the original

’material by the CIA. ..

NER,

Item Vumber Two of the above- llstlng tends to show .

- that the COmmlSSlon had ruﬂ:been glVlng access to the==a%ertegr

' ' concerning” the assassination. - 4
C et~
wa~”’"’“
, _ A édg{a.
Classification: _ Si-ssd . 0%oGze 3
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Item number three of the above "’ llstlng

“T”{\

!Qb".‘\ﬂ\‘/'( /\KL/J ,t(r\ g
reveals that thé*rnterceP the Dortlcos-ArmaS_

conversation of November 22, l964;-in which the
passing of monies was discussed had not as of April
2 been provided to the Commission. The Commission

-+ i et 6 X A
had spec1f1cally:E§§ﬁésEeﬁTfﬁe*DUrt:cos-ﬁrmas—4gvbvé*%¢5h

transertpts at a March 12 1964 meeting between

Comm1551on representatlves,and,Age _re resentatlves.

............ e /0/
(Slawson memorandum, March 12, 1964, Subj. Con;;;£;§§§;’~

\\Xifﬁﬁfff*on March 12, 1964) j—
//

On April 3, 1964 Coleman and Slawson expressed

their concern for receiving complete access to all
materiale relevan£ to-Oswald's Mexico City trip:
The most.pfqbaﬁle final reeult of the
Venfire investigationvof Oeﬁald‘s_acgivities

in Mexico is a conclusion that he went

there for the purpose of trying to reach

s,

Cuba and that no~bribes, conspiracies,
etc. took place.

...In order to make such a judgment (that

G

all reasonable lines of investigation that

might have uncovered other motivations or

Classification: ___ “‘ ot - 0'080‘37?
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possible conspiracies have been followed

through with negative results), we must

become familiar with the details of what

both the American and Mexican investi-

gatory agencies there have done. This

means reading their reports, after trans-

lation, if necessary, and in some cases

talking with the investigators‘themselves;

AR g ey e g

s Slaws To) s\ and““Colem ¥,

\

WMemorandum, Ap i

/ }Qw%l964ﬂ*8ubﬁ Addltlonal lines of )

Investlgatlon in Mex1co Whlch May Prove/' C 1
O _ o QmpheaSis I,,.w g
~WOrthwhlle,,p., 1.).-
: (Y‘(_,r4c,o K IE A o (/"u)u.)
}/Ouﬁmﬂ?"“ Manefesfiy, Coleman's and Slawson s desire %
v ‘ , tme&‘za(
for a thorough 1nvest1gatlon —Se=\Y 4

bc, /S: - ex Soir\c(f(;“(v ‘S‘ub‘/c«;ﬁ" 'OsLu //m f—mji:,w);_.
c .
lmqvxm\the CIA ‘S cancern Test its sources and methods,

L-

”however ”relevant to the CommlsSLOn s 1nvest1gation,

be—eupesea. ‘Considering the-gravity and. signi-

ficance of the Warren Commission's 7nves‘tigatiéri/\' +hoo

=
4

‘Ehe
l'hh/( ,/\.(/(.s‘«-y(fc

Agency SAw1thold1ng of materlal from the

wyw W S b, / >‘~7-/z: rea b
CommlsSLOn staff was‘e%easéy—*mgfepe

G\CU‘/V‘O‘K( MASOI‘\Q COI\(_(KJ[DA.{ "“’('{’7\ rc(k@;‘(‘ ) C}SuJaJ,dj—
At 'h € .,Al\ /(e (n Mex co Qtfb
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On April 8, David Slawson, Howard.Willens,'
and William Coleman flew to Mexico City, Mexico
to meet with the representatives of the State

Department,_gg;{ CIA; and the Government of Mexico. _

s - S = .,,_e';}';j )

f(Slawson Memorandum, April 22, 1964, Subj- Trlp \‘\

: s
o Mexico City, p. 1) rior- arture,
R

omas Mannvvthe U.S. Ambassador to.

—

they met with™

wMexicqié?élng~Oswa157;"§151t to Mexico Clty_iég*ét‘ """ e ;2

t he t ime of Presid ent»—Ké'ﬁﬁ’“e”ai}"' ‘s 4ssas sIhé'tio _

AmbassadorvMann told the- Warren“CommlsSLOn*representa—
o &(5"\' d E":__( Y J““’ ) 0(‘; M‘hoib’) Y —--un‘ o Ji’
tives thatutheJCIA s~Mex&ee«€é@yv&t&tmen~was:§g§@vely

-engag edJ*ﬁ“?he%esunnem%%anT‘W’”*“
o ‘C- ) SQVleta and’“*eﬂbaanmbaSSy" D ST

osh

: faf—-Upon the group s arrlval in Mex1co Clty, they e ’?
D <§;””/f

were met by U S Ambassador Freeman, Claire Boonstra

of the State Department, Clargg Anderson of the FBI, '?‘Qo'

Cin Siprell.. ,hr-uej wwwwwwwwww
and Winstomr-Scott—ortie=~eI& (Ibid. pp. 9~ 10\ =3

o : That same day, é—u—fﬂ:ﬂg——-a—«mee-t-a;ag—be-tween—t-he- : &

~feRL a,_&; iR _ vV
, €ommessxbn &epresentatlvé} -Hrp=seottirSeat v

+‘/\L ML” d <%t’ l“’\\é‘)"ﬂ“’"‘- RN ;EE_‘ .

avallable to the group actuad-transcripts of the——%¥ﬁ*s i

(,e)f\ tnsing Oswtd ad Lo et b feotm por @Vl vy . o

Jt e;ephgn&casusueﬁé&enee“epe”“'f 1S accompanlea'_fthwff*““ "“7(
(A f)PQ/cJ"I:«.f 7 _ .. @ _

tha,mensw‘ofq i1tion, )

=
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Qgﬁj n for the time period covered by Oswald's visit.

EC(A WM e l

".. . dee-Seott stated at the beginning
of his narrative that he intended to make
a complete disclosure of all facts,
including the sources of his information,
and that he understood that all three of
us had been cleared for TOP SECRET and
that we would not disclose beyond the
confines of the Commission and its ,
immediate staff the 1nformat10n we obtain- o
ed through him witho first clearing it éﬁ€7

with his superiors in Wasii n‘gt@nf—-&gg"ﬂ .
agreed to this." ( (Ibid. : _
C he (iR M@/‘-‘”‘\‘s\i’ﬁs,‘i A : 5;1’{ f“"f wklps

;

p i N

Mre=Scottr d escrfged to the Comm1551on

A\re g:Hq
sentaﬁives the CIA's course of action 1: = =

G
Stk s;‘n

follow1ng the assa551natlon, 1nd1cat1ng that his

"staff 1mmed1ately began to conplle d0551ers on

L

k) _Oswald, Duran, and everyone else throughout Mexico

i

\\\\whom the CIA knew had had some contact w1th Oswald
. A <
(Ibld ) Séget-revealed that all known Cuban and Russxan,

lntelllgence agents had Tqurekly been put under
surveillance following the assassination. Slawson

v _ concluded : ;]

ECla IQQW«J"MV& )
narrative plus the material we

were shown disclosed immediately how

- incorrect our previous information had"

been @n Os g s contacts with the Soviet
N and Mexicaz baSSLes. Apparently the

- CIussnflcahon' S /‘:;/ T
' “'Mrdu‘eme ;uwcj. &&»:u(;’ “ ?

Fldssnfled by dﬁ Q,Q,D
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disftar Ciongonndedtdsmdons to which our/’
information had been subjected had {
entered some place in Washington,
because the CIA information that we
were shown by uScett was unambiguous on 7
almost all the crucial points. We had %
previously planned to show SG@%Z Slawson's j
reconstruction of Oswald's prob
activities at the embassies to get Scott s
opinion, but once we saw how badly distorted
our information was we realized that this

[cA4

/WﬁJaTeﬁzixv‘ 3

/

G .

e ‘ would be useless. Therefore, instead, we
‘decided to take as close notes as possible_ N\HNZ:TW //
from the original source materials at some
later time during our visit." \SIbld, 24)
'3{ A geparate Slawson memorandum of W964 regz dsg

CIA Rgputncetucbive’s L
materials that he did following Sﬁotths disclosures.
L _fens L S S L«ja_(
" These notes dealt exclu51vely with thestelephonic

|
the results of the notetaking from orlglnal source » !
!
{

fntereepts*pertaining to the Duran and Oswald -cenver-

) ,@3_,1: T «5) wron'uL%Cm,
(m r~1emm 4 ;-«A;g&:i:fd ‘ 2

¢

v'm—the_SQKMNt ;and Cuban EméaSSLes in Mex1co City.

ret €net, “+0 /M/Mm U) //4/\00"\/')«4 @i w'-?{\

or;g;n source ma rials,. anahlS fﬁ

eillance i§xércepts' » ‘ ﬁ;

the Commissjion's ablli§?£10 draw acgurately y
1S regardingfgswald‘s‘sojburn in 4 %f

’meant thatgéé of April#i/; 1964,

. QJ@ -
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investigation, t Comm1551on

Y /S /\.Lf{,.fw/ ; ‘

a- to r74race
the factual path by which it had structured é%wald's
activities in pMMexico City. t further reve‘led.that

e stcemaon <

the Agency hdd provided aut? ous'informag

the Commisspion when, in fatt "on almost aﬂl the
crucial p 'nts"'51gn1f1c ntly more prechée materials

could haye been made available for anaﬂ®31s by the

Commiss on.,(Ib;d.) thus, the- Agency.s early pollcy
‘ ' r‘mu\u‘i;oxf

of no prov1d1ng thefCommission with v&e&%&y—retEVant

de?SLtlvemsources

winad the investigation

and;possibly foréclosed lines of fnvestigation eLg.,

Cu an 1nvolvemeﬁt, that mlght hafe been more serlously

_.?

'con51dered had ‘this materlal been expedltlously

'prov1ded.
Wﬁy—%ef-y—%arr FP ¢ apl o be e deTh o Rel

0 \(
[ CL v \ Gl

On November 23, 1963, FBI Spec1al Agent Odum

showed Marguerite Oswald a photograph,pf a man

bearing no physical resemblance to her son (Warren

Classificdtion: '

| Classuﬁed by denvoflcﬂ g 0 8 JUUIe ?



@ Corun1351onﬂiﬁé5§8’ﬂ: '5p *°35‘4} ”/S ot "@%Eoéfgﬁﬁe%ad ‘been g
po needu documents / {7 | |

4 %M supplied- ‘to-the FBI on November 22 ‘by the CIA,

AQA $ 'Y‘*‘ Mem&aw»seattonafter—ikqeﬁeyzrepresentatlves
-ha

ir—files—in-an—effort—to~tocate
Ibj

& e
(CIA Doc. DDP 4~ 1;55, 3/?5/64, :

f}oL« -information—en—Gswa

4
k’@ren Commission Doc. ﬂ;—‘ghls photograph, which was one

/::Ta serles/l—rewi:ts.-ngsﬁrom the CIA@phet—es&sve&—l—Laaee

‘c ) OQW!‘-‘J \7
f})o operaumsagmmhe-sm&e assy‘/iom&a-eeq
had been llnked by

PrJ.or to the assass:.nat:.on_,_/

e / g
the—Mencc*Crty—Statton to Lee Harvey Oswald (Ibldsﬁf g

L
) Rlchard -.Helms, in a sworn affidavit before the Warren

Comm:_ss:.on, stated that the photograph shown to ' :
o R \ W% Al &'( "'//M \,D;\:é :\\ s B

Marguerlte Oswald ad been taken en-ectobe‘r"ﬂ""'l%B _
QUa kO etk Al (o it ale doar, e RS S -»“é" i
‘in Mex:tg?"‘ Cityand- T:fl“staken»}:y—»l«a;nked—a-t that—time—to ? gf
Qe 3 4o Nore 20 & SR N S [ s =
Oswaid‘/(Warren Comm1ss:.on AffldaVL of Rlchardﬁ ?
(/ ' A o (e~ Cominid§ionplar: M}é :
8/7/64, Vol XI, pp. 469-~470) ¥

et
N e
e 5
o R TR

bruary..10, 1964 “““ Marguerlte Oswald testified g
before the Warren Commission and recounted the cir-'

cumstances under Wthh she was shown the photograpt}bé}. i /2 OF

PR e s Ry

/M
Q\(Weien Commission Report Vol ;?15 frs. Oswald testlfled

G

that she believed this Dhotograph to have been of Jack

‘ - Ruby. (bld% Oﬂ /2”‘
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Thereafter, on February 12, 1964, J. Lee

Rankin wrote to Thomas Karramesines, Assistant DDP
requesting both the identity of the individual

depicted in the photograph and an explanation of

the circumstances by which this photograph was

f(Letter 5¥’3t Lee Rankln, Feb. 12, 1964, JFR Doc.
$3872) FolA S 3= DHEIA L _

On thatAsame day, in a separate letter,

obtalned by the Central Intelllgence Agency/{/ 2—-’7/ é

Rankin wrote to DCI McCone regarding materials |
that - the CIA had disseminated since November 22, - g
1963 to the Secret Service but not to the Warren

Commission; Rankin requested copies of these

D,

materlals which lncluded three CIA cables. - The
ot L sees -
cables concerned the photographbsubqequentiy shown fa.btr

by the FBI to Oswald s motEef/éf the 1ndlv1dual

4’a~f W‘"V’ i /;L_MJ-“Ac.{I‘ v mt
orlglnally identified by tire=Hextouthty=Giadios

3
2
=

, as” Lee Harvey_Oswa;gﬂéb(Letter of J. Lee Ran in

b. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. #3872)' SH Iy

r?aisqﬂf’genlnated by the CIA

RS,

R

That cable.concerned \__;9»

G
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Classification:

{This form is to be used for mcterlal extracted
the DorticRszAURAS FRONGLSARARRT 2nd disclosed the
CIHA Jens ‘h\/—l: i Op £ (—41 IS +L»«/( ISR SN _///C i
Aﬁﬁ@e“vperatmens '

existence of

S ——y‘ A

i |'\‘—1\l~/" PR

in Mexico: @ity at the time 6F the assass:.natlon : g

p — S,

andAOswald's earlier visiéﬁzu%E a result the CIA was . / x

r@ “freluctant to make the material disseminated to

John Scelso testlfled regardlng the c1rcumstances

™ Iy . P K
;b'__‘ _/ _»-) 3 RN "“_‘Jf( nat

surroundlng the” eventual explanatlon given to the

Comm15510n recountlng the orlgldn of the photograph 1n

question. Scelso stated:

Warren Commission all of our techadcal, {anxﬁ“
operations. 1In other words, we did not
- initially disclose to them that we had .
.v’,phetes&ﬁve%&ianee because the November ... /=Y
photo we hggf (c£MMM) was not of Oswald.

e There:ore 1E.did-not-mean dAVERINg, you
e . - eZ" H 6 CA Class DQPO ;Qh Seelso, 5'//

"We did not initially dlsclose to the ' 4}

Mr Golasmlth ...50 the Agency was making a unllateral
o decision th s was not relevant to the Warren .
. 1 < Commission{=r k. <&" ST e & » §
<L F : &
at first, N4

o~ / Py .
’ wﬁ;>s’elso:_ nght, we were not authorized,
 //F to reveal all our technreai op

(( By February 12' 1964 the Warren Commission had

@nadvertantly§requested access to te&ephenLctsangAAlance

piéa£8%$§n, a cause for concern within the ¢X0594‘“3/

N e
A d

000085 P

Classified by derivation: .
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due to the sensitivity of Agency sources. .and. methods .~ *“j\*

/ }\uu’ -j—»iJk (o e gl é

) Slmllarly, the possible dlsclosure of theuphe%esugve&&&anciﬂ/

L pitg e laesl B2RS a)f’w&fd? ST
*,;»/operations to the Warren Comm1551oﬂVhad also bequn to cause

concern within the Agency.
G ol On March 5, 1967' Raymond Rocca wrote in an
internal memorandum to Richard Helms that "we have

a problem here for your determination.ﬁ’f;;;;;\\\\\\\

outlined Angleton's desire not to respond directly N

to Rankln s request of February 12 regardlng the CIA \

materlal forwarded tOrthe\Secret Serviceg, since

A "'“:7““““”" /e g
November:- 23, . occa then stated:

"Unless you feel otherwise, Jim would
prefer to wait out the Commission on the
matter covered by paragraph 2 (of the
above-referenced February 12 letter to McCone
requesting access to CIA reports provided

¢ 72=the Secret Service after November 22, 1963
. myi- ${JFK Doc>» 39629 . If they come back on this
Q¢9 : point he feels that you, or someone from
here, should be prepared to go over to show
the Commission the material rather than pass

‘them to them in copy. Incidentally, none
of these items are of new substantive
interest. We have either passed the material
in substance to the Commission in response to
earlier levies or the items refer to aborted
leads, for example, the famou 51x >hotographs

/ (§579-250, 3/5/64;

Mﬁﬁom 9/4 EA 909666“
o mwmmfm_c__?_e_{}.i
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wherein he states that the only reason ) .
for not providing the Warren Comm15510n with™

access to C 1s (e« ﬂH&A}/Ji?
was due to the Agency's concern for

protection of its sources and methods) //"
_’M,/ -
B . IS e . .
— e
908557 ﬁ
| €¥e§§mea' S«y dorivatian: —

IIII



AfJ.-Lee Rankln March 16, 1964, JFK Doc. # 3872 Slawsoﬁ

W March 12, 1964) -
B " . ‘//
-

{

\\Eahkln, March 16, 1964 paragraph 2, JFK Doc. No.3872)’

V_ﬂ,rthat: “the paraphrases%nﬂaeemp&eter”“'(Letter of 3. L7

Claésification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted

from ClA—controlled documents.)
On March 12,,1964, representatives of the

Warren Comm1551on and the CIA confered regard:.ng , : g

the February 12 request for the materials forwarded /j%cj

b o St

to the Secret Service by, theﬁAgeneyf# (Letter of
FoTth od -2 5 st

The'record‘indlcates that the Commission at . /3[

the March 12 meetlng pressed for“access -to- the f? \
5(‘/’3 A ALt 4 Ve td- | _g..l, // ) &
Secret Service materials... Rankln wrote-to- Helms a gg
on March 16 that it was his understanding that the
CIA would supply the Commission with a paraphrase of
each report or communication pertaining to the Secret
Service materials "with all indicationsfof your
confldentlal communications technlques and confldentlal

sources deleted \/You w1ll also afford ‘members- of

review the actual file so that-they may give assurance “/ 1?

P oot

— &

our staff worklng in thls area an opportunlty to - "\ : g%
Lrd

gr

Foik Lo~ 25 f

AN bt e, S A
S T A A AT oy e
Ry

Rankln further lndlcated that the same

AR eI

procedure was to be_followed regardlng any material

in the possession of the CIA prior to November 22,

Classification:

.‘CIass_ified by derivation: _
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1963 which had not as yet been furnished because;f/y /ﬁa

it concerned sen51tlve _sources. and methods,/szhzﬁ.,,,;)
— o R

P SR
e imamer e

-Helms responded to Rankin's March 16 letter

g; ~!- on March 24 (POIE"¥"€72"258) by two separate : iEng'
@ 6’(’ Fo/ﬂ&»:fpg&
communlcatlons/(CIA Doc. DDP4 1554, herelnafter CD6631,~

e ‘w
@‘ 4<;/24/64 CIA Doc., DDP4:- 1555 3/24/64, CD 674 herelnafter)

st ST

éﬂ/ﬁy CD 631 provided the Comm1551on with a copy of the

s 4 k::' Lﬂ}i-October lO,_l963 CIAa dlssemlnatlon to FBI, State Dept., _g§
_J&¥Z;;;i INS and Navy Dept; (and' to the Secret Service on
- 22 Nov ) regardlng Lee Harvey Oswald and his: presence-
‘at the Soviet Consulate in Mexmco Clty. The response
&~ i further revealed that on October 23 1964 CIA had

o
7

A gpmtthelﬁwy
requested two coples of the most recent photograph

~

of Oswald in order to check the ldentlty of “he person ‘

/:' b 1 X"' ' g et .' ﬁ:
believed to be Oswald in Mexico Cmgy HFurthermore, %%

‘the CIA stated though 1t dld ‘not . 1nd1cate when, that

it had- determlned that ~the photograph shown - to Marguerlte

gc'}ﬁ

. 2z
{E@ _i Oswald on Hovember 22

,4 (" g ;, i --(_'.,

«nm“w”“ : photogrig
agalnst the press photographs of Oswald generallv

'
-~

~available on November 23, 1963, ST ﬁ T f77

) CD 674 reveals that on Nov. 22, 1963 lmmedlately followt

,/ 909089

Classitied by derivation:




Sadsiis,

!

3
s
i
;

e
/

o - 4 "~y
o e s __?;j{‘;ji'
Classification: Doy .

"(This form is to be used for material extracted

aedThis - e
the assassEiaEiRn. ARfeflodRUsEper 23, 1963, three

cabled reports'weré_received at CIA headquarters

ot iy = oo

-/'/_’-“\‘-:4::.\,/:""‘“ T e . )
from the CIA Mexd LLs--SEatddn regarding photographs / 3%§

of an unidentified man who had visited the Cuban ggg/ﬂéff\
. . . . ED o1 J
Soviet Embassies during October and November 1963{\__w“//

Paraparases of tiiese cables, not revealing sensitive = qu

e
A,.~(;‘_y !

7 - . ,«’)M :jf(_; ; ;4\3,
sources and methods, were attached to CDQQZi;,;mui
Agency wrote that the subject of the photo referenced

in these.cablés was not Oswald. It was further

stated that:

"In response to our meeting of 12 March and
your memo of 16 March . Stern &dnd;Willens

+o Wk review at Langley the original copies
of these Z disseminations to the Secret

based,. as well as the hot‘fﬂfmjgggggidenti— — 7
fied man.” _ (CIA--Doc. DDP4-1555 €p63#d724 - y"W g
March—1964) S=tkat ocein 0 ;*Qfgs.‘“ ‘ | -

gt ok

. Service and the cableskeg;which they were ‘

On March 26, William Coleman wrote in a memorandum

for the-record:

7 "The CIA directed a memorandum to J. Lee Rankin
N op=Mareh—24r—1964 (Commission Document No. 631)
in whi¢h it set forth:the dissemination of _
the information"on Lee Harvey Oswald. I realize
that this memorandum is only a partial answer
to our inquiry to the CIA dated March 16, 1964
and I hope that the complete answers will give’
us the additional information we requested.”.-. . /4(
(Memorandum of William Coleman, March %fﬂ 19647

&
V

. B T T o e

LTI el et o parts e chern ey AT T

Coleman went on to state:

SR

"As you know, we are still trying to get an
explanation of the photograph which the FBI.
showed Marguerite OS%?;Q@_A after the

Classitication:

Classified E;y derluaﬁo ﬂlg__
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(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.) ‘
assassination. I hope that paragraph 4
(e of the memorandum of March 24, 1964
o [cD 631) sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA

is not the answer which the CI _7744/{f‘7//
to give us as to this 1nqu1rv " (Ibid7,

L W\ ach 2 '
The following day, as agreed by Warren Commission

and Agency representatiVes, Samuel Stern of the

Comm1551on v151ted -CIA headquarters in Langley,.;”;Mix

ORI eV e

'ég xm, Sterns' nemorandum of hlS v151t revealS~

he reviewed Oswald's flle with Raymond

indicated that Oswald's file contalned those materials

4 2 TR S ST T

furnlshed preV1ously to the Warren Comm1551on by 4flgr

the GQ‘J g

"Cable reports“of November 22 and—ﬁovember

The flle also contalned;w

23, from—%he—eiArs—Mexiee—etty—Statton

.x“'.i 4

relatlng to_the-photograpb of ehe-unadentl—

fredftﬁdtvrdua%—mastaken&y~be&reved*to*be
’ \V\ W

Lee—Haraey—Gswald ‘and thé reports .on thdse

by C /A

cables furnished-on November 23, 1%6} g

’; P A (,;' e

the Secret Service.by—ehe—eiﬁ (Me
’PA(’MS%'“ w’~t M':«-’f’ 05 ~f~(C’//4,,L, v et

€ Sy

rn—-March‘“ﬁ"‘l964) ST

Stern noted that these messages were accurately

paraphrased in the attachments to CD 674 provided the

* ?.kr'&sm.{ar\ 4ot eb b3l s dakd ot CIA conchtecike )

17\'\01'0 ra—fh;?("un_u&tni-;tﬂ ' r\ix/wuui A d AQT_‘.LQP l'c‘.T‘

?"IESS Pha'b«r»-'c_:hs o{— Lol

MW T e '
d S i iyt
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Warren Comﬁﬂ@éﬂén”%ﬁ"ﬁ&ééhﬂmﬁnﬁi96 TP e A1s0

(4

@3,@ reviewed the October 10 1963 cable from CIA:i>4,ﬁﬁL}i j;i%*“
Q g.w”wﬁggzzg;égty~8tafi”h to = CIA headquarters
reportlng Oswald' ontact w1th the Sov1et Enbassy
. }1/7|0

in Mexico Ci ty_//in ddition, Stern examined ‘the

October 10, 1963 cable from CIA headquarters to

7 /L?F/.x.mﬁ L. (,‘.Am&vw
the Mexico Clty-Statten reportlng background lnfor-

. matlon on Oswald.? (Ibldfa ~StefD recorded ™ / / 7

that - these mnessages were

e »,’,

oL

R%rﬂCf paraphrased accurately as~set—fefth in the CIA's January

31 memo to the Warren Comm1551on reporting Oswald's

AR

Lastly, Stern noted that Rocca provided him

Mexico City trip. »—9‘4

for his review a computer printout of the references

to Oswald -related documents '6EZE?ZE§thheA‘£QGYkSA: 5'/
—~ LY r ‘ ’

electronic data storage sys stated "there is

g,

R (3 L3 W—Q N i
4% 5« no item listed en_the—pséa%eut whlchxghe Warren Com-.

\Q_

PenrC
m15515§1n&s-not been given either in full text or

e

o ‘V
paraphrased."f (Ibid. )’ o ¢ 5-
\"*v.._m&'nx ,,/: )
Thus, by the 27th of March, a Warren Commission i
@
K representative had been apprised of the circumstances %;
surrounding the mysterious photograph.
' ‘ i

Classification: _ Sz 2~
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Luisa Calde?On

Approximately five hours after President‘
Kennedy's assessination a Cuban government employee‘
in Mex1co ClFY named "Lulsa" received a telephone

cg;l»from an. un;dentbfxedumannspeaklngMSpanlshM7/17’”

/SS

TN M*’%/@
(i&SfijifznyL”—;ﬁw 5 ll/27/63, 173 615 attachment

This call had been in

'Ci£¥ﬁ8tatioq/as subsequently reported to CIA

headquarters, identified the Luisa of the conversa-
tion as Luisa Calderon, who was then employed in

the Commercial Attache's office at the Cuban Consu-

late o

"During the course of the conversation, the

unldentlrled caller asked Luisa if she had heard
- (of the assa551natlon) g N
the latest news. Lulsa replied in a- Joklna torne:

"Yes, of course, I knew almost before Kennedy."

A CIA's

Paraphrasing the telephone-intercept—transcript,

it states that the caller told Luisa - the person
‘V Vj/( . »;f_?lg"- e b g ""‘:" ——ll'( 2 .,-‘ { f O ( /J / /\_\{16'“/9 /',g_\:h,}" SN
© ‘f:- C'L{/ ‘r’t LroN e E; ‘/:‘"":' iyt r\. . ’
« age . ot {‘ 7™ "; .
Ciassification: _ SECRET

Classified by d%@{.jj?
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apprehended for Kennedy's slaying was the /5mﬁ7

itfees of the Fair

replied that she also knew /),?

' qﬂggiggntij/éfb
fied caller replied, "yes " isa told her caller
that shé had learned notﬁing else about the assassina; G/
tion and that she had 1’é?£§ about the assassi on /@ ;
Ei:ﬂ;e unidentified caller %

only a little while ago
commented: |

We think that if it had been or had

seemed...public or had been one of

the segregationists or against :
- intergration who had killed Xennedy, ' : g

then there was, let's say, the
possibility that a sort of civil

war would arise in the United States;
that contradictiens would be sharpened...

who knows oo A\ le e | §

Luisa responded:

Imagine, one, two, three and -ew74tha$\§%jr2§””!@ﬁf§

makes three. (She laughs.) (Ibid, -p. 2¥

Raymond Rocca, in response to a 1975 Roékef

feller Commission request for information on a

>

" possible Cuban conspiracy to assassinate President

" Kennedy wrote regarding Calderon's comments:

N

Y
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Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex post facto

suggestion of foreknowledge. This 1s the

only item in the intercept coverage of

the Cubans and Soviets after the assassina-

tion that contains the suggestion of fore- o
‘knowlege of expectation: (CIA~DOC~ ﬁz*“zr*‘“/<;7
Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for DC/OPS, t)

5/2\3/75 P. lSl*észr'?““SSatw*}

Standing by ltself Luisa Calderon's cryptic

comments do not merit serious attention. Her words

may indeed indicate foreknowledge of the assassina-

- A Wa W wRm

tion but may equally be interpreted without such a '

sinister implication. Nevertheless, the Committee

has determined that Luisa Calderon's case should

have merited serious attention in the months following

the assassination.

In connection w1th the assas51natlon, Lulsa

Calderon's name first surfaced on November 27, 196ﬁ/

in a cable sent by then Ambassador Mann tg,the State /(a5
[ = o 4 )

Department %CIA Doc. DIR- 85573, 11/27/63)
NSZ8 Poe.

S
In that cable Mann stated:

"...Washington should urgently consider _
feasibility of requesting Mexican authorities
to arrest for interrogation: Eusebio Azcue,
Luisa Calderon and Alfredo Mirabal. The two
men are Cuban national and Cuban consular

officers. Luisa Calderon i Se retary
in Cuban Consulate here." <(jb1d ) e f (5o

Ellsusifisation: —secrer_ L e
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*Regarding the issue of whether Calderon's comments
could reasonably be interpreted to indicate possible
foreknowledge, the CIA position is as follows:

During the Rockefeller Commission inquiry,
Calderon's conversation was identified

as a possible item of information from

the Agency's Cuban and Soviet telephone
intercepts that might suggest foreknowledge

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

had heard the latest news, Calderon said:

"Si, claro, me entere casiantes que Kennedy."
The verb entere 1s mistranslated. Me entere

(the first person of the verb enterarsepgde,

past tense) should be translated as ".J.I found
out (or I learned) /EboEt it -- the assassinatiog7
almost before Kennedy /did/." In other words,
Calderon was saying she heard about the shooting
of Kennedy almost at the time the event took
place..." (CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding

Luisa Calderon conversation, p.l). ‘

5
f
)
g
1

ST The Committee fundamentally disputes the
. narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments
jbﬁﬁ assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee's
Lo ¢ position that translation of Me Entere as

) either "I found out" or "I learned about"
does not foreclose interpretation of Calderon's
comments as a suggestion on her part of possible
foreknowledge of President Kennedy's assassination.
The ynierpretation, | nang evert, showld h awe soxn|eftto
1 -t&%}¢e§k¢uta€++uLbamw&aCaaunisskn)71-1'?70_Q1F¥

095076

i oy sivaings,




Classification: fi

Classification:
(This form is to be used for material extracted

m Q%'n_?%og%d %%ﬂ’wgpt%ferial extracted

from ClA—controlled glgcuments.)

This cable does not state the basis for

erreSdnq Calderon.* However, the CIA's copy of this
cable bears a handwritten notation on its routing
page. That notation states: "Info from Amb Mann
for Sec Rusk re: ...persons involved with Oswald

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

cifa,

;Q{} terms: "They may;quickly be returned to Havana in

/]

order to eliminate any possibility thae/yextcan
LeAES
{government could use them as w1tnesses‘(\ (Eb&d Y
According to CIA files, Calderon made

reservations to return to Havana on Cubana Airlines on

December'll,vl963- less than four weeks after the
_ e
assassination. (CIA Doc. CSCI-316/01783-65, 4/26/6f)

-
,ﬁkg:ﬁ -Celderon,.Azcue and erabal were not arrested -
nor detained for questioning by the Mexican federal
police;ﬂq%owever, Silvia Duran, a friend and associate Zg
of Calderon's and the one'persdn believed;tb have | ¥

3

—\ I’Tr\-u A (A~ C.oUJ/A '\.)-f el adh r" L enoti J—a’*-‘o’f}"""‘ H "‘”:‘t-e:(\/‘w{‘k W.‘JW*(W"\"""I\”
t is he Committee's belief that Mann was prompted p
to request the arrest of Calderon on' the basis of S
Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte's allegation that Calderon
- was present at the Cuban Embassy when Oswald
was allegedly given a sum of money presumably to
e. assaSSLnatlon“of PreSLdent Kennedy

T SRR s e e S T

S wmcﬁ_ﬁ_ '555557’
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had repeated contact with Oswald while he was in

Mexico City, was arrested and questioned by the

/
Mexican p011cewon“two~separate occa510nsj/ﬁ(CIA R
é e

¢ -/ Doc. DIR 84950 ll/23/63 CIA Doc. DIR 85471,7 ¢ A
l

11/27/63)

During her second interrogation, Duran was

questioned regarding her association with Calderon.

There is no indication in the reinterrogation report i/’)d

- e

e {4‘
accountlng for theﬁguestlonlng of Duran aboutrQalderon. ' ég

\
4\\PIA Doc. DDP4- 0940, 2/21/64) -The 1nformatlon regarding

Duran's 1nterrogatlon was passed to the Warren Commission %E

on February 21 1964 more than two months after

1

Calderon had returned to Cubax\ifiif«;:> 4;3

oy
%

Information was reported to the CIA during
May 1964, from a Cuban defector, tying Luisa
Calderon to the Cuban Intelligence apparatus. The
defector, Aﬁ&GG 1, was himself a Cuban Intelllgence

Officer who supplied valuable and highly reliable

information to the CIA regardlng Cuban Intelligence . /7 & 7

e e A T S ot e et L)

operazigﬂi;f’(CIA Doc., Memorandum of Joseph‘fa §M3Ch“—~\

to Chief, Office of Security, 6/23/64) Calderon's /)
. _ ‘ S

Elassification: —sgfle—— 009078
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(7
ties to Cuban intelligence were reported to the n
Commission on June 18, 19§A4//{EIA Doc. FOIA #739-31

e e e e e e et o e e P2

i

{ 6/19/64) However, the Committee has determined from

its review that the CIA did not provide Calderon's

* conversation of November 22 to the Warren Commission.

| Conéequently, even though the Warren Commission was aware that

LRy

R

800673

20003 | | s
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farrlved in ‘Mexico Clty from Havana on January 16,
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Calderon had connections to intelligence work,
as did other Cuban Embassy officers, the Qital
link between her.backgrognd and her comments
was-never established for the Warren Commission
by the CIA. The Agency's oversight in this
regard may have forclased the Commission from -
activelydpursuing a lead of great eignificance-

Calderon s-201 file reveals/that shé/

e e
. ,

T e e

1963, carrylng Cuban Passport E/63/7. Her date

of blrth was belleved to be 1940 (CIA Doc. Dispatch
t‘.;.\t.'(.
HMMA21612 no.date—given) Calderon S presence in

\

Mex1co-C1ty was fr;st reported by the CIA on July

§

15, l963}in a dispatch;from the CIA's Miami field

office to the CIA's Mexicq City station and to the

BIVALN

Chief of the CIA's Special ﬁﬁgairs Staff (for Cuban

operations). (CIA Doc. Dispatch\dFéA—lOO95, 7/15/63)

G

That dispatch had attached to it a report containing
biographic data on personnel then aSSLgned to the

Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. At page tnreé\of the

N,

attached report Luisa Calderon was llsted as Secretary

of the Cuban Embassy's commercial offlce. The

g

' ST v .' R ENR) | s
Classification: SR {)ﬁ. %
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notatloqkindicated that a ‘eﬁort was pending on , g
No such report is present
Calderon. (Ibld., p/’3 of attachment) ‘The '1n<2ﬂdenxﬂs
| 201 File. .

Agency has attempted Without\success, to locate

“_"- H {o PENC
Lmﬁ".«f:“; P

. the report . ‘-;-:,.._ crme wamay :‘;-‘
Luisa Calderon's association with the Cubah

DGI was first recorded d by the CIA on May 5, 1964. ,/m74%

,«‘/-P.\ o
.’(CIA“Doc:é lind Memorandum of‘Harold,Swenso FOIA

Chief of Counterintelligence for the Special Affairs
Staff, reported the results of his debriefing of

the Cuban defector, AMMEE~-1. The memorandum stated

-~ that Amégc-l-had no direct knowledge of Lee Harvey
Oswald’or his activities but was able to provide

e

items of interest based upon the commente}g;/gertainﬁ.1-75
Cuban Intelligence,Serv1ce officers (Ibid.)) —;géifically,

~M§UG—1 was asked if Oswald was known to the:Cuban

|G

R,

intelligence services before November 23, 19563.
AﬁﬁﬁG l told Langosch "Prlor to October 1963, Oswald ?
visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City_on-two or
three occasions. Before, during ahd after these

visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion

Classification: _____ ;;:5,.;;,;-_‘;' - 908631
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General De Intelligencia (DGI), specifically_

with Luisa Calderon, Manuel Vega Perez, and

i 7 Ca
'Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez."

Langosch thereafter wrote that Calderon's
precise relationship to the DGI was not clear.

As a comment to this statementyhe set forth the

/

ﬂ,_ CIA cable andAdispatch traffic which recorded her

e

Jp— arrlval in Mexico durlng January 1963 and departure
\

L’for Cuba\Ylthln one month after the assassination.

On May 7, 1964, Lahgosch recorded additional

information he had elicited from Aﬁgés—l regarding B /72;

i e

e
Oswald's,99551ble contact with the DGI. (CIA Doc“W

ey i}~FOIA 687-295, attach. 23 5/7/64){"Pare§reoh 3 of
g _\ . - [ e _,4-

tbls memorandum s*ared in part-

N

a. Luisa Calderon, since she returned
- to Cuba, has been paid a regular.
salary by the DGI even though she
has not performed any services.
Her home is in the Vedado section
where the ts are high.

b. Source (Aﬁiﬂg) has known Calderon
for several years. Before going
to Mexico, she worked in the
Ministry of Exterior Commerce
in the department which was known
as the "Empres®, Transimport."

Her title was Secretary General

of the Communist Youth in r?g,,»f“ f‘?c?

R

D,

deoar*ment ma
sentence. ((Ibid?)

Classification: ¢ _ 005632
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On May 8 Langosch further dlsclosed AMMUG s
_..a-——-"—“‘—"—*\

| /5D
Ay s knowledge of the Oswald cas (Ibid, attach. 575<§?r‘"
et -1 { <> R i

Langosch paraphrased 's knowledge of C Calderon

. as follows:

I thought that Luisa Calderon might have
had contact with Oswald because I learned
about 17 March 1964, shortly before I made
a trip to Mexico, that she had been _
involved with an American in Mexico. The
information to which I refer was told to -
me by a DGI case officer... I had commented
to (him) that it seemed strange that Luisa
Calderon was receiving a salary from the
DGI although she apparently did not do
any work for the Service. (The case officer)
told me that hers was a peculiar case and
that he himself believed that she had been
recruited in Mexico by the Central Intelligence
Agency although Manuel Pineiro, the Head
of the DGI, did not agree. As I recall,
(the case officer) had investigated Luisa
Calderon. This was because, during the time
she was in Mexico, the DGI had intercepted
a letter to her by an American who signed
-his name OWER (phonetic) or something
similar. As you know, the pronunciation
of Anglo-Saxon names is difficult in
o o Spanish so I am not sure of how the name
NI W " mentioned by {Hernandez should be spelled.
It could have been "Howard" or something
different. As I understand the matter,
the letter from the American was a love
letter but indicated that there was a
clandestine professional relationship
between the writer and Luisa Calderon.
I also understand from (the case officer)
that after the interception of the letter
she had been followed and seen in the
company of an American. I do

G,

T N

Classif}ication: 000633 %
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On May 11, Raymond Rocca wrote a memorandum

to Dlrector Richard Helms regardlng the lnformatlon‘ﬁ

ra Mfr L S

A
Swenson d ellc1ted from AM@EEJ?EIA Doc. FOIA 681-295'
\' " R S s g o MM
\\5/11/64, Rocca Memorandum) R;cca proposed that "the
\\—-—_ g

- 4——_'/" 4
DDP in person or via a designee, perferably the’
-
former, discuss the AMMUG-1 situation on a very

restricted basis with Mr. Rankin at his earliest

convenience either at the Agency or at the Cormission

headguarters. Until this takes piace, it :Ls_lmt e ;83
desirable to put anything in writing:x;i%bld p: §A\~\

On May 15, 1964, Helms wrote Rankln regard;;o
AMﬁéé ; information about the DGI, lndlcatlnc its ;,a}gft/

ron

sen51t1v1tyuand operational smgnlflcance./’(CIA Doc.

T bt 1 i
e v-—\—-..‘,_.,,._.___...

) £
' \\\\EQIA 697-294, 5/15/64, Helms Memorandum) / AEEached

....._,___ . ey

to Helms' conmunlca*lon was a parao rased accountln?:5~‘“
e

N P
J i

SED that

attachment the intelligence associations of Manuel

R

of Langosch's’ May 5 memorandum.

R,

Vega Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez were set forth.

However, that attachment made no reference whatsoever

&

to Luisa Calderon. %
Howard Willens of the Warren Commission

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

§)

Classification:
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o g A

access to the questions used in Langosch's 2{/'?6

. ra A~
2 2’0 interrogation of AMYG.

(CIA Doc. FOIA 739- 316 6/19/64 g

e

/ﬁémofandum) .JOrr’lTiiHéﬂlS 1964 Arthur Dooley of

‘/

Rocca’s eomterlntelllgence gesearch and Analys:.s
A- (s
Group took the questions and AMMEG's responses to

: s

the Warren Commission's office™s for Willen's review.
- _

“Willens saw Langosch's May 5 memorandum. The only
mention of Calderon was as follows: "The precise.
relationship of Luisa Calderon to the DGI is not

clear. . She spent about six months in Mexico from ‘

which she returned to Cuba early in 1964.\ (Ib:./ §
. ) \\\.___,,..Af'
However, Willens was not shown Langosch's
memorand'c\. of May 7 and May 8, 1964 whic‘x contained A : %

much more detailed information on Lulsa Calderon,
) 'S p«&f;ﬂ)f * -!'e{
1nclud1ng¢ her possible association w:.th Leo Harv\_y

| e <:*>‘”’"“’it’ﬂ §
" Oswald and/or American intelligence\ (Ibid. )* _

' The Warren Commission as of June 19, 1964, -

‘had little if no reason to pursue the Luisa Calderon %

lead. It had effectively been denied significant

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

indepencﬁlassémqhm other agency files.
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background information. This denial may have
impeded or prevented the Commission's pursuit

of Célderon’s po%éntial relationship to Oswald

and the assassination of President Kennedy. But
even i1f the Warren Commission had learned

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

conversation of November 22, 196[4).
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The Calderon 201 file Deare—he:

~

‘ N
reference to the conversation nor does it indicate-
that it was ever made known to or provided the

Warren Commission for its analysis. (CIA Comput

print-out of Calderon 201 file)

S e

In an effort to determine the manner in which the

treated the Calderon conversation this Committee
posed the following queétions to the CIA:

1. Was the Warren Commission or any Warren
Commission staff member ever given access
to the txranseript—of-a—telephone~gonversa-—
tion,. dated November 22, 1863, between a
female employee of the Cuban Embassy/
Consulate in Mexico City, identified
as Luisa, and an unidentified male speak- -
ing from outside the Cuban Embassy/Con-
sulate? If so, please indicate when -
this transcript was provided to the Warren
Commission or its staff, which CIA official
provided it, and which Warren Commission
members or staff reviewed it.

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

Classification: _
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orally or in writing of the substance of the
above-referenced conversation of November 22,
19632 If so, please indicate when and

in what form this information was provided,

nd-which CIA official provided it. (H
request lett““‘bf*ﬁugﬁ p )
The Cra~xesponded by memoranduTiﬂf;J;

"Although the (Meﬁiee~€é®y+—6tatien considered

the conversation of sufficient possible

interest to send a copy to headquarters,

the latter apparently did nothing with

it, for there appears to be no record in the

Oswald file of such action as may have

been taken. A review of those Warren

Commission documents containing information
provided by the Agency and still bearing a

Secret or Top Secret classification does ,
not reveal whether the conversation was _/‘7(]
..given—~or-shown.to_the Commission." __ )

(CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding Luiséa- ‘
Calderon conversation, p. l)w’”””ﬂwﬂmwf'

S e,
e ety e no——-

The available ev1dence thus supports the
conclusion that the Warren Commission was never
given the information nor the opportunity ‘by

which it could evaluate Luisa Calderon's

significance to the events surrounding President
Kennedy's assassination. Had the Commission been

expeditiously provided this evidence of her

intelligence background, association with Silvia

Duran, and her comments following the assassinatioq,

it may well have given more serious investigative

Classifieation: — s 000633
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consideration to her potential knowledge of Oswald
(This form is to be used for material extracted

.ad the Cubﬁgmqﬁxgggw@aﬁd%opgﬁﬁ&gle involvement in

a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy.

Two difficult issues remain which are raised
:by the Committee's finding. First, why didn't

+ the Agency provide the Calderon conversation to the

ﬁWarrenFCommission; secondly, why didn't the Agency
reveal to the Warren Comm1551on its full knowledge
of Calderon's intelligence background, her possible

knowledge of Oswald and her possible connection to

the CIA or some other American intelligenee apparatus.
The first question can be explained in benign

terms. It is reasonably possible that by sheer

. oversight the conversation was filed away and not

' recovered or recollected until after the Warren

Commission had completed its 1nve=t1gatlon and _ .
See P 05 ) Sirdea Pof‘flo«-\ *&S"b‘fn?&'\_e"e‘”

published its repor:.”' (See above CIA explanation)

RiE.

As for the Agency's withholding of information
concerning Calderon's intelligence background, the

record reflects that the Commission was merely

1nformed that Calderon may have been a member of / T/

2 s
“the DGI. ((CIA Doc. 5/5/64, S \Memoragdums

The memoranda which provided more extensive examina-

‘%@h-

tion of her intelligence background were not made

' E;ilzﬁfjl K * o
CIassnflcahon- \ - g ggﬁgq_ %

‘Classified by derivation:
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available for the Commission's review. Significantly,
the May 8 memorandum written by Joseph Langosch

-
follcwing his debriefing of Aﬂﬁ%@hl indicated that

-

AMMMUG-1 and a second Cuban Intelligence officer ‘ ,/ﬁ‘L*
" believed Calderon to be a CIA opsfigiggykr(CIA Doc X\
A et e T

- L

Y, W
EQ;Eﬁw FOIA 687-295, attach 5, 5/8/64) t is possible

that this information was not provided the Warren

" Commission either because there was no basis in ’ g
fact for the allegation or because the allegation

was of substantive concern to the Agency. If the

allegation were true, the consequences for the CIA
wéuld have been serious. It would have demonstrated

'Posgl %€
that #“CIA operative, well placed in the Cuban Embassy,

)

may have possessed information prior to the assassina-

tion. regarding Oswald and/o: his. relationship toAthe

g G

. ]
Cuban Intelligence Service , and that Services

possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate

R

President Kennedy.

Regardiﬁg.Calderon's possible association

R

\ with the CIA, Agency files reviewed reveal no

astemsitte connection between Calderon and the CIA.

o=
x4

Cldssifié_ation: - 006080
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However, there are indications that such contact
" between Calderon and the Agency was contemplated.
. A September 1, 1963 CIA dispatch from thé Chief

of the Special Affairs Staff to the CIA's -Ghief
k of—Station in—MexitoCity states in part:

...Luisa Calderon has a sister residing
in Reynosa, Texas, married to an American

of Mexican descent.

further identify the
exploitation section
tion to follow up on
levy the requirement

If (CIA asset) can
sister, our domestic
might be in a posi-
this lead...Please
on_ (CIA asset) at

i i .
AN ;p,-if;%f N,

o _~—-the-next, .opportunity. (CIA Doc. ~ -Hifi-
Y (41935, 9/1/63) T e

'An earlier CIA dispatch from the CIA-€hief—
of—Station inm MeXtco—e€ity to the Chief of the CIA's

Western Hemisphere Division records that:

Wilfredo of the Cuban Consulate, Tampico,
reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister

- residing in Reynosa, Texas...Luisa may go
up to the border to visit her sister soon--
or her mother.may.make. the trip--details
not..clear—(CIA Doc. m 21849, July 313

65 Py 28 . =
&gaﬁL SpARe

the above dispatches

@ ol

s £ A

At the very least,

evidenced an interest in the activities of Calderon

and her family. Whether this interest took

R

the form of a clandestine-agent relationship is

not revealed by Calderon's 201 file.

L]
®h-y

N
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The Committee has queried Baxid Ronis, the

autho:,of the above cited dispatch requesting
that Calderon's sister be contacted by the CIA's __ ;9%

"domestlc exp101tat10n section. t/’(HSCA Clast

S e
A ot e

K\Eiiffhfnterv1ew of David—Renmts, 8/31/78).‘ﬁeaLs'

was a member of the CIA's Special Affairs Staff

at the time he wrote the dispatch. He worked
principally at CIA headquarters and was responsible
for reCruitmentvsnd handling of aéents for collection
of ihtelligence data. Mr.-Romis;"when interviewed

by this Committee, stated that parﬁ of his responsi-

bility was to scour the Western Hemisphere division

for opéraﬁional leads related to the work of the

Special Affalrs staff. —Renis recalled that he

: ormally would send requests to CIA field stations

for information or leads on various persons. Often
'he would receive no response to these reduests, o ‘ :
which normally indicated that no follow-up had §

either been attempted or successfully copducted.'

It was Remis' recollection that the above-cited

domestic exploitation section was a task force

within the Special Affairs Staff. He also stated %

that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division

Classification:
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might have been regquested to locate Luisa Calderon's

sister. Remis told the Committee that he had’nd

recollection of recruiting any person associated

with the Cuban Intelligence Service. He aid recall

that he had recruited women to perfofm tasks for
the Agency. However, he did not recall ever recrﬁiting ég
any employees qf the Cuban Embaesy/Consulate in o
Mexico City. Finally, Mr.—Reﬁés-stated that he had
no recollection that Luisa Calderon was associated

ol e
* with the CIA.(iZiEig:;\éaj /Q ;

Various present and former CIA representatives

were queried whether Luisa Calderon had ever been
associated with the CIA. The uniform answer was /?‘7 g

that no _one recalled such an assoc1atlonw//(C1tZ;T§:‘

e e et bt e o S

£
fExec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 136;

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

' HSCA Staff Interv1ew of Joseph Langosch 8/21/33;2//

PR S 2

e
&r
N
ot

\\Efecctb, Interview ofﬁ /\

e,

Thus,““the~Agency's” flle on Calderon and the

- &
testimony of former CIA employees have revealed no %
connection between Calderon and the CIA. Yet, as
indicated earlier, this file is incomplete:the %

| 4

Classification:
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i

most glarlng omission belng the absence from

Calderen §
her 201 fllnggtcrvrcryptlc remarks

following‘thevassassination'of'President Kennedzg}

aasmtm—

B\M.ko(wt‘«k Al
AMMUG=1" = L n{ora~ Xm0 ‘l’"~1.-~--}. -

TNVALL S S B Y
This Committee's investigation of Luisa

T D e -
~ ‘- L"/\‘_\'(‘vlz :'\.,1

Calderon has revealed that a defector from the Cuban
Intelligence Services provided the CIA with signi-
ficant information about Lee Harvey Oswald's contacts

with the DGI in Mexico City.  This defector was N
A=/ o
assigned the CIA cryptonym AHHGG—I (A-l—heﬁeeaa*tex$~3

CIA files reveal that A-~1 defected from the
D3I on April 21, 1964 in Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada.

When he defected, a-1l possessed a number of DGI

" - documents which were subsequently turned over to

-

e

the CIA. @ Doc ©EPA IN 68894, 4/24/64)

Following his defeetien, a CIA officer, Joseph H.

Langosch, went to Canada to meet A-1, debrlef hlm,

‘Wh“and arrange for A—l S travel into the United States.

(Ibid.) On May 1, 1964, 22 reels of Langosch s

*It is now known that A-1 did prbvide si t here
§E?§?iz' »)

leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Calderc
nt that little of this information

'was maé gﬁg ig%@e-hu the CIA _+to the Warren Commission.

Therefore, the possibility exists that A-1 had

éprov1dea other information ta tQﬁ”@;ﬁbYdﬂWmmn
’rel, LO e Varren Comn1ssxon s wOrk walc

é
5
'

S
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debriefing of A-1 were forwarded to the Chief o%gggjg’

o | - D stk 2
g “f~ Station in Ottawa, Canadal (CIA Doc. Bispatrh-O0CHA

7763, '5/1/68)~—Effective on May 1, A=I was under

contract w:.th the CIA for operational purposes. (M é
iy T i <E£§»E?°' Contract Approv1ng Officer Memo, 6/6/6
+on <A’

p. U ’féy June 23, 1964 Langosch was conv1nced that A-l\\\

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

There is no question in my mind that
A-t aMMUG=1 is a bona fide defector or

that he has furnished us with accurate

and valuable information concerning
Cuban 1ntelllgence operatlons, staffers, ‘ijj

and agents. (CIZDSE - Langoseh- Memol SLOPE Fry o
Dk;ecter—eé—Securltyg 6/23/64)

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

1963 until his defection was ass1gned to the DGI s :;J31L~

- . T T>d i
o Illegal Section B CIA Doc. IN 68894 4/24/64

assignment in Latin America. His specific responsi-

bility pertained to handllng of agent operatlons - a8

s ST

whicn was responsible for tra_ining agents for o : §

in El Salvador. /(CIA Doc. Personal Record Q%estlod“\

1 i e e

o e S AL S i B AT gt A

‘ ‘,p% // L -vai
. @.re 6/4/64; CIA Doc. O;Jza In 68894 4/24/64) ﬂ_,___,‘,,//
2l '

A-1 identified for the CIA the Cuban Intelli-

gence‘officers.assigned‘to Mexico City. Langosch

described A—lﬂs'knowledge-of DGI operations in

Mexico as follows:

&y
l“uJ

&

4

- o : Q T
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In Mexico City, he knows who the
intelligence people are. One is the
Cuban Consul Alfredo Mirabal. He is
called the Chief of the Centre. That
is his title but he is actually the
intelligence chief, or at least he
was until the 16th of April at which
time a replacement was sent to Mexico
to take over. This fellow's name is
Manuel Vega. The source says that
the Commercial attache whose name is
" Ricardo Tapia or Concepcion (he is
not sure which is an intelligence
officer) and another one is Rogelio. : .
('I might say that some.of..these-names, ﬁ;mstCVf
are familiar to me.)./(Langosch debrleflﬁgn‘ :

Qf A-1,74/30764, p. 5 of reel 4, 4/23/64)

o

A o ) 404 4 e e AT

Thus, A-1l was able to provide the CIA soon
after his defection with_accurate information
regarding DGI opefations-and DGI employees in

Mexico City. '#A T Sect Ao ?‘72

The Committee has reviewed the CIA's files
concerning A, This_examinaticnvwas undertaken
to dete:mine: 1) whether A—l.had provided any
valuable investigative leads to the CIA'pertaining‘
to the assassination of President Kennedy;‘ and 2) '
whether, if such leads Qere provided, these leads

and/or other significant information were made

R R

ravailable to the Warren Commission.

o
£7
R,

BDCG96

Classified by derivation:
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The Committee's initial review of the
materials provided by the CIA to the'Warren
Commission did not disclose the existence of the
AMMUG files. However, the Committeé did during
the‘cbursa of its review examinela file containing
material passed to the Rockefeller Commission. That
file made reference to A-1l. Included in this
file was a memorandum of May 5, 1964 written by
Joseph Langosch which concerned information A-1

prov1ded about the Oswald casg;”¢JCIA Doc. FOIA €8 2§U3

IR 8

LQEESECh Memorandum, 5/5/64) Also contalned w1th1n

e

this file were the A-1 debrleflng memorando. of

May 7, and Iday 8, 1964 previously cited with regard 2&3(@ §

to_Luisa Calderon.(:XQIA Doc. FOIA #687-295, attach s
ot ‘| =
7 3 and 5) ollowing review of the memoranda, the
Committee requested access to all CIA files

or ,
concerning referring to A-1l.

From review of these materials the Committee
has determined that the Warren Commission did learn ﬂ'

during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey Oswald probabl

had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City.

-

Classification:
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‘the Director consent to an interview before the

%mmn.ssz.on t{eport APQ?'NZQ)(CIA Doc. FOIA 689-298,

(This form is to be used for material extracted
_ from ClA—controlled documents.)
-}-—fbg wWarren Commission
Prior to learnlng of Oswald's probable contact

with DGI officers, James Angleton, Chief of the-
CIA's Counter Inteiligeﬁce Staff_éassed an internal
memorandum to Raymoﬁd Rocca, also of the Counter-
intelligence Staff, Which stated that he had beén
informed by the DDP, Richard Helms, that J. Lee |

Rankin had contacted John McCone to request that.

Warren Commission on May 14, 1964, (J. Edgar

Hoover also appeared before the Commission on #M(~':LQ"7

that date prlor to McCone s appearancé)"Warren~~\

R S

Ba%m

et

o
ames~Angleton, 5/12/64) Angleton

.

also wrote: )

TR .
I dlsga§Sed with Mr. Helms the nature of
the recent information which you are
proce551ng which originated _with the
sen51tlveiWestern Hemlsphere source. I
informed him that in your view this would
raise a number of new factors with the
Commission, that it should not go to the
Commission prior to the Director's appear-
ance unless we have--first had some pre-
liminary reaction or made sure that the
Director is fully aware of the implica-~
tions since it could well serve as the
basis for detailed questioning. The DDP
stated that he would review this care- ‘g
fully amd made (sic) a decisieq as to. .
the question of timing. f(Ibidw h &

D, O,

- Classification:

Classified by deriv@iﬁzo_g_g_g_'__
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I t
Undo&g‘tc@l_-co’gf{o m&se source referred

T,

to in Angleton's memo was A-1. ThlS conclu51on is
based in part upon the date of this memo whlch
was quite close in time to A-1's defection. In
addition, Rocca's.staff prepared prior

to DCI McCone's appearance before the.Warren

a'Brief “
Commission for Fresentation to the Warren Commission

outlining various positions adopted by the CIA vis a

vis its lnvestlgatlve efforts and assistance to the

n &

Comm:.ss:.on\iCIA Doc. FOTA 695-302-3, 5/14/@‘)‘}/ S

Lﬂx

N T o PN 3 T iy 0 e

At Tab E of th;.s brief it states: : §

Within the past week, significant infor-

mation has been developed by the CIA re-

garding the relationship with Oswald of

certain Cuban intelligence personnel in

Mexico City and the reaction in Havana

within the Cuban Intelligence Service

to the news of the assassination of

President Kennedy. The Commission Staff .

is in the course of being. brlefed on the = /0

Cuban asspect./YIbld., mab ;
N e

S A e

é:\'.'.

T
N

On May 15, 1964, the day of McCone's 1nterv1ew,

the Warren Commission’received its first formal 4,6;"':2//

, s Z
communication regarding A—l.C’1CIA Doc FOIa 697—294,

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

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

\

e

the Agency indicate that the source of this information

—

- 7 t:‘ ’E |
Classification: o %
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was a defector then residing under secure ceﬁa”ilons
in the Washington, D.C. area. <xb1;?§§/ggz May 15
communication did . state that the Agency had
established contact "with a weil—placed invidivual
who has been in close and prolonged contact with
ranking officers of the Cuban Direccion General de

Intelligencia."

Atﬁached to the May 15 communication was a
copy of Langosch's above referencéd memorandun df
May 5, 1964 regarding knowledge of Oswald's pro-
bable contact with'the DGI in Mexico Clty. The

attachment made no reference to the source's status

as a defector from the DGI. (Ibld., attachmeny
/

As set forth'in the.sectLOn of“?EZS report.
concerning Luisa Calderon, on June 18, 1964, Howard
Willens of the Warren Commission reviewed Langosch's
May 5 memo and the questions upon which the informa-
tion set forth in the'ﬁémo was elicited. Néither_the
questions nor the memo shown to Willens made

reference to the source's status as a defector col-

P
laborating with the CIA. Qﬁﬁg{:;;c FOIA 739—é257;:2§’~

6/l%i—ifl:>
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Classification: | |

(This form is to be used for é: exfrocted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

"Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda,
the Committee has deterﬁined that significant
information regarding Luisa Calderon, specifically
of Nov. 22 _.details of her
her conversation andf}"sociation with Cuban Intelligence
,\o‘f‘"‘FB € LIATACY, :
were:ﬂiﬁhﬁsﬁa from the Warren Commission. This
1nformat10n asdescrlbedabove, was derived from
However,
debrleflngs of A-1. from the Commlttee s rev1ew
of the A-1 file provided by the CIA, the Committee
has not found any credible evidence indicating that
other information provided by A-1 to the CIA was
relevant to the work of the Warren Commission‘ However,
in its review the Committee has determined'that'a
as _
specific document referenced in the A-1 flle is

not present in that file.

The mlSSlng ltemls(ar conclderable concern to

the Commlttee._ It is a debrleflng report of A-l”fS ”4{&9

‘‘‘‘ ’P ‘)Pv\%""@( iuo
entitled "The Oswald Case."k (CIA Doc BispatTir-#PGW-

oiiatt it TR g o 1603 w5 550 1 1 u«v» S

oG35 3/23/65) n March 23, 1965, a CIA dlspatch
records—th& transmittal of the report along w1th 2 {7

Next to

eleven other A-1 debriefing reports'
the listing of the "Oswald Case" debriefing report
is the handwritten notation "SI." A CIA employee | gg

who has worked extensively with the Agency files

Classification:




()f\

]
4

-

)
: he does not. reca

-\ 'd“;u ]

&.Wﬂ

This form is 18 be ysed fsr msvsis e%zstramd
om ElA—¢snirslied dosimantsy)

-80-

system told a Committee staff member that this
notation was the symbol for the CIA component
known as Special Intelligence. Other CIA
representatives believed the notation was a
reference to the Counterintelligence component
CI/SIG. IN a CIA memorandum dated September 27,
1978, the CIA has adopted the posifion that
debriefing Report No. 40 is a duplication of
the origihal Langosch memorandum of May 5, 1964

concerning AMMUG's knowledge of Lee Harvey

é;%g??o..¥vf1k)

Oswald s possible contact with the th * "7+N‘L¢“
haS net resald 43 0 r_s m-mawq-r Pcone('ws-w
-. s.suw A & 2oplic RNian +ie i u11 § JAnnesih mémerandirn.
e Commlttee has questloned s case

officers regarding addltlonalAlnformation that A-1 may
have supplied about Oswald. Joseph Langosch, when
interviewed by the Committee, stated that he did nbt
have contact with the Warren Commission and does

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

brleflngs was supplled to the Warren Commiiiﬁgn’f/;;éCA

sameet

Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch 8/21/78; Cite al.

4»____..——-———-

Interviews of Héédago & P&eee&o)

~file also stated that

Vprov1ded any other information

Slgssificalion: —seip 009102

| el ?,% Ry dpsirdiens —e—Bexk

(\'~qf)
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*The CIA memorandum states in part as follows:

When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-l's defection
and considered the possibility that he

might have some knowledge of the Oswald

case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions
to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing
AMMUG~1...WH desk records reflect that
AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding
this questlonnalre.../B/ecause the debriefing:
on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive §i

matter, it was dictated directly to a CI
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on

5 May 1964. /Note- A-1 was debriefed on
several subjects on 4 May 64. -The procedure
was to assign each subject discussed a
debriefing number and they were written

up in contact report form by the WH case
officer. The instructions from CI staff
were to handle the Oswald case debriefing "
very closely and not to keep any copies in §§

WH DlVlSlon/ - The "Oswald Case" was .
logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing
report number 40, but the report itself
was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly
to a CI staff stenographer. There would
be no reason to include the number 40 on
the report of this special debriefing for
CI staff, since it was their only debriefing

- report. We are certain it is the debriefing-
report (#40) because  the date is the same;
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald -
listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic)
the only AMMUG-1 debriefing report in
Oswald's 201 file.

z Cluss o8

(CIA Doc., Memorandum for the Record -Rega;d&ng

)

W
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on Oswald's contact with the DGI except for that

set forth in the Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8

R A A e

rther effort to ¢ arify th/ssubstance

ing Oswald’ the Commlttee’has atﬁe pted

.

toiiocate A-1{ The Q;ilhasxélso attefipted to

o

locate A-l;/whose gresentf%elatlogshlp w1th
3 /}

4‘

the Agency is ambdi guousa but has been uﬁétle 1{)

Y
to determlne th present whereaboutix The CIA's.

7 J *

1nab111ty te/docate A-1 has beenja sou/ge of

concern to thls Commlttee pantlcularly in

light of hlS long association erh tne Agency
reonains tacemplate /u. 1thr b)

: Thu:/‘;‘_'\—.“.a ’;7/( f..o?ﬂ vl‘i/l forma,li:j?é/lALg]. :
may hav suéplie the CIA about’/Oswald. .He#e;:r,éwtth
the exception of the Calderon episode and on the
basis of the CIA's written reocrd, it appears that

\ ‘ the CIA provided the Warren Commission with all A-1
information of investigative significance.
A separate question remains, however. The

Agency, as noted earlier, did not reveal to the

Warren Commission that A-~1 was oresent in the

Elsssificgtion: __%%’;__

Fay -
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*An April 1978 CIA communication to the FBI regarding
A-1 states in pertinent part:

Since 1971 (A-1l) has not been involved
S in any CIA operatlon in Miami or elsewhere.
(& ol -Jegeph~Nerris is the alias of a CIA

. representative who periodically debriefs

(A-1) on personalities and methods of the.

DGI. There is n ggggr CIA involvement with
e M Rodriguez. (CIA DGE.; 0887602,—CIA 2024%7, 7/ /77
¥ Vol. 4, A-1 File 261-7495451)

However, a CIA handwrltten index card concernlng
the Agency status of A-1 states:

Informed "Calvia" on 15 April 1977 that
(A-1) is still an active contact, not
receiving any salary, but could be paid if
and when used in an operation. No problems
here. SPOB will k his contract in an

active folder. (CIA DBcd, Handwritten Note, £i
15 April 1977, containeé&fﬁx§ol 4 of a-1 file. o
201719650

it “m

envcmon

&! ’y fn&, ] (é!oss: %y derivation: ———C—f-—-Berk
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conditions, accessible to the Commission. Giving

-n TR

due consideration to the CIA's serious concern

for protecting its sources, the fact that a-1l's

status was not disclosed prevented the Warren
Commission from exeréising a possible option,
i.e. to take the sworn téstimony of A-1 as it
ICOncerned Oswald and the Kennedy assassinaﬁion.

On this issue, as the written record tends to

show, the Agency unilaterally rejected the possibility
of exerciSing this option. |
In light of the establishment of A-1l's
‘bona fides, . I : , his
proven reliability and his depth of knowledge of
Cuban intelligence activities, this option might

well have been considered by the Warren Commission.

‘ P : o Aéfe
The AMLASH Operation Qb:ﬂ- g;\i.z;o a}""‘ artraisa

During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General

g, vé&.

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

was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an

Classuflcatlon- Si‘éjk;f L
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Agency project referred to as the AMLASH ,7§/A

operatlgé;?;iA Inspector General Report 1957

{ pp. 1-74, 78- llZM. The AMLASH operatlon involved
a hi Vel Cuban official (assigned the CIA ‘

cryptonym AMLASH/1) who, during 1962 while meeting

with a CIA representatlve expressed the de51re tomwr';lczj>~ &

PREEE

assassinate Fidel Castr (Ibld., ~T~EZ?} As a
result of AMLASH's-expressed“BBﬁéEEI;g/;nd-the
CIA's desire to find a viable poiiticalralternative

to the Castro regime, the Agency'sﬁbsequently

22?.

provided AMLASH with both moral and material

support designed to depose Fidel Castro
e)’?«%

pp. 80-94). The AMLASH operatlon was termlnated

~§t;;L\,y the CIA in 1965 as the result of security leaks.

(Ibid. pp. 104-10 During 1965, AMLASH and his ' §§

conspirators were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting

againsﬁ CaStro. AMIASH was sentenced to death, but

at Castro's request the~sentence was reduced %;gﬂngg
twenty-five years lmprlsonment. (Ibid.. pp. 107 llO)

. In its examination of the AMLASH operation

the 1967 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both

- Classification:

SRR

003107
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The most striking example of the CIA's direct
offer of support £o AMLASH reported by the

1967 IGR states "it is likely that at the very
moment President Kennedy was sﬁot a CIA officer
was meeting-with a Cuban agent in Paris and'giving

hlm an _assassination device for use against CASTRO."

The 1967 IGR‘offered no firm evidence confirming

or refuting Castro's knewledge of the AMLASH operatien

prior to the assassination of President Kennedy. The

1967 IGR did note that in 1965 when-AMLASE-was
trted—iﬁwﬁavaﬁ:,preSS'reports'of Cuban knowledge
of AMLASH's a_seociatidn with the CIA weredated from - %

November 1964, approx1mately one year after President

. . - /“
Kennedy's assassmnatlonS/YIold. p. lT/j
;fzﬂ The Church Committee in Book V of its Final

ort examlned the AMLASH operatlon in great detall.

R e s |
k ic, Book -V, pp. 2~ 7, 67 \\39) The Church Committee %

NMM‘(M X ‘4/
concluded: ‘
v : The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the

Warren Commision work than the early CIA

assassination plots with the underworld.

Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH

Classification:

00108

Classified by derivation:
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operation was in progress at the time

plots, the AMLASH operation could
clearly be traced to the CIA; and
unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had
endorsed AMLASH's proposal for a coup,
the first step to him being Céstro's |

assassination, despite Castro's threat

to retaliate for such plotting. No one
directly involved in either investigation

(i.e. the CIA and the FBI) was told of

the AMLASH operation. No one investi-

gated a connection between the AMLASH

operation and President Kennedy's

- in contact with pro-Castro and anti-

Castro groups for many months before the

assassination, thé CIA did not conduct

' assassination. Although Oswald had been o %
¢
4

a thorough investigation of questions

of Cuban governmént or Cuban exile

e e

involvement in the assassination.{ (Ibid. p. SfSy
i

. ‘_‘,_.,..-w"""‘!

Classification:
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L T e
In 1977, the CIA issued a second- Inspector

General's Report concerning the subject of CIA
sponsored assassination plots. ThlS Report, in
large part, was intended as a rebuttal of the
Church Committee's findings. The 1977 IGR states:
The Report (of the Church Committee)
assigns it (the AMLASH operation)
characteristics that it did not have
during the period preceding-the assassina-

tion of JFK in order to support the SSC

. view that it should have been reported é 23 q

’’’’’

to the Warren Commission{ (1977 IGR P. {\)

The 1977 IGR concluded that pr ° the

assa531nat1on of Pre51dent Kennedy, the AMLASH

operation was not an assassination plot.

Nevertheless, the 1977 IGR diddstate: - f
- / P A
d to relnforce/the
(e Warren” Commission)
zp/e broader view
1 aventie of
Thes<CIA, £Oo, could.

igs/specific terms
then sagW in géneral térms--
he posgibilit ‘of Sg¥iet or Cuban
1nvolvéﬁent ih the ssa551natlon

because of,the temsions of the time. r
It is not ‘enough’to be able to po:.nt g

-
S

.
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(\Eestlmony of Richard Helms, 4/24/75 pp. 389-391,392)

The

-: tqwbewan;assassihggion Elgtiggxec. Sess. Test. of o
e et e 7

Wlms, 8/9/78, pp- 26~ 27)J ,,,5“ |

Classification: 5 E (A,
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to erroneous,critjcisms. made today.

The Agency ghoul hav t n bro der

initiativeg ther That’ : ) o

CIA employees At the tigle feltt-as ' JE T

they obvious dld—-th t the/éct1v1ties

about w jplch sthey . knew/had n ? relevance

to the Warren Commission inquiry does

not take the place of a record of

conscious review. (Ibld P. ll)

Richard Helms, as the hlghest level CIAa

employee in contact w1th the Warren Commission on
a regular basis, testlfled to the Rockefeller

Commission that he did not belleve the AMLASH

operatlon was relevant to the lnvestlgatlon of
,/‘ e et e e e

Pg»M;dent Kennedy's death (Rockefeller Commis€ion,
M AN B 22
In addition, Mr. Helms testlfled'before this

A kbl 0 e,

Committee that the AMLASH operation was not designed - 122?:?
) — ———

e b S o e

A contrasting view to the testimony of Mr.

Helms was offered by Joseph Langosch who in 1963

was the Chief of Counterlntelllgence for the CIA's Special—y,
Affaj
Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component Stas

responsible for CIA operations directed against

the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence &
e e ——— vg;

MU
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Sept. 14 lgzgwmg;;;L,/The Special Affairs Staff

was headed by Desmond FitzGerald and was responsible g
for the AMLASH operation (SSC, Book V, pp. 3, 8, 79)

Langosch, as ﬁhe Chief of Counterintelligence
for the Special Affairs Staff, was responsible for g

safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign

intelligence services, partlcularly the Cuban‘4£;ﬂ“ ;L

B
’__vc—l'-‘d v

Intelllgence Serv1ces>(HSCA Classified Affi vzi;>

\;,”f Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78 P. 3) It was )

e

Langosch's recollection that:

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

' operatij n—éaitia;gg\and sponsored by the
. CIA. éIbid., B. AP . wila

Langosch further recollected that as of 1962

it was highly possible fhat the Cuban Intelligence
Services were aware of AMLASH and his association

with the CIA and that the information upon which

he b;sed his conclusion that the AMLASH ’35267

operation was insecure was available to senior E?V 1 ).
: : 3

officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. ((Ibid., p. 4{)
. However, the issue before this Committee is

éﬁ&&ﬁﬁe&fi&n;_%”__; 600112
zecomu | -

1 ssnf lyycgerwc ation: __C'_._B_erk
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Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit

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

as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the
entire period in which he was Chief of the Special Affairs
Staff...and discygsed wjith him the AMLASH operation as it
progressed,;ﬁig;AfDoéﬁ, Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock,
executed eai.lSy 985 p. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically
contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASH operation
was characterized by the Special Affairs Staff, Desmond
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an
assassination operation. 1In pertinent part, Pollock
drew the following conclusions: - g

*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, this - gl

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

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

He also stated:

Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH
operation as an "assassgéﬁtion operation”; the

case officer did not; I, as Executive Officer, never
discussed any aspect of the AMLASH ‘operation with
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the other
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not
have so characterized it since they did not know
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.).
The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day
of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, p. 2/), (Ibid.,
par. 6, p. 3) T
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assassination plot prior to President Kennedy's

death. The broader and more significant issue,

as the 1977 IGR has identified it, is whether

the AMLASH operation was of sufficient relevancy o g

to have been reported to the Warren Commission. |
In the.caée of the AMLASH operation this

determination is a most difficult matter to é

resolve. Reasonable men may differ in their

characterization of the Agency's operational
objectives.
‘Based upon the présently available evidence

it is the Committee's position that such informa-

tion, Aif made available to the Warren Commission, o é
mighﬁ have stimu:late‘d the Commission's investiga- 4
tivé* cor:cérn for possibie éuban involvement or

complicity' in the assassination. As J. Lee Rankin g

commented before this Committee:

...when I read..:.the Church Committee's g
report--it was an ideal situation for ' 4
them to just pick out any way they
wanted to tell the story and fit it
in with the facts that had to be met

\ and then either blame the rest of it §

' on somebody else or not tell any more

or polish it off. I don't think that
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could have happened back in 1964.
I think there would have been a
much better chance of getting to
the heart of it. It might have
only revealed that we are involved N , \
in it and who approved it and all - ’)-”5% .
that. But I think that wo _ ’
have-at-least-eome_ont. _((HSCA Cl 'S"‘s.\\ ,

e
3,

\@: of J. Lee Rankin, 8/17/78, p.91) )

The CommitEtes 15 in agreement with Mr. Rankin ~ g

that had the AMLASH operation been disclosed to
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have

been able to foreclose the speculation and conjecture

that has s urrounded the AMLASH operation during

the past decade. As history now records, the AMLASH \
operation remains a footnote to the turbulent

, relations between Castro's Cuba and the United States. , §
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