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Purpose and Scope of StﬁdY'

in’ its role of support to the Warren Comn1ss10n

Foblic cencecn dur
has been a source of controversy-sznce'jhe FMKS?

. —Fi-fleen G ears . .
kﬁeep%ten a2 n. Critics
have repeatedly charged that the CIA participated

in a conspiracy designed to suppress information

I U
PR

During 1976 the critic's

assertions were the subject of official inquiry

by the Senate Select Committee to Study.

Governnental Operatlons (berelnafter SSC). The

SSC, in its report regarding "The Inves+1caulon

of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy:

Performance of the Intelligence Agencies" reached
Lindin
the following Geaeéasgs o L

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

-

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

o~ o =
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The Central Intelligence Agency's performance.
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from 5¥ Which 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
Warren Commission or those
individuals within the FBI and
the CIA, as well as other agencies:
of Government, who were charged
with investigating the assassina-
tion. (9SC, Beok X, P &)

This Committee has sought to examine in
greater deﬁail'the general findings of the SSC.
The Committee has particularly focused its attention
‘on\the‘specific issue of whethef the CIA or any
employeé or formér‘emplofee of the CIA misinformed,
or withheld informétion relevant to the aésassinam
tion of President Kennedy from the Warren
Commission. In addition, the Committee has
attempted 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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fesult of a conscious intent to do so by the
"Agency or its employees. |

The Committee has sought to examine the -
issue detailed above in both an objective

— T

and disciplined manner. In order to accomplish

this goal the Commitégé has utilized a 1977 TasK Tmcce

S T adm

Report by the CIA™s\ In=m

rl (hereinafter
TR L . . :
77 3JZR). This Report was highly critical of.
pertainina~tsdhe ﬁMMSHaPCZo:TfOl\
the SSC findings™and asserted that the SSC
Final Report conveyed an impression of limited
effort by the CIA to assist the Warren Commission
TER
in its work. The 77 was in fundamental
disagreement with this characterization of the
SSC findings and noted that "CIA did seek and
collect information in support of the Warren
Commission. Additionally, it conducted studies
and submitted special analees and reports.*®
TFR | . .
(77 Z6R, Introduction to Tab E.) o
In order to demonstrate further the scope
oﬁisupport provided by the CIA to the Warren

171? i ]
Commission, the 77 .contained a comprehensive

listing of CIA generated material made available
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to both the U.S. Intelligence Community and

R,

the Warren Cogmission regarding the assassina-

tion of President Kemnedy. In this respect,

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

CIA generated material) is appropriate to

% 1 N o S o

consideration of the extent of the CIA efort.

to the extent that it reveals something'of

g—

the results of that effort." (?7 ;g%f:Introd;ction
to.Tab E)

In examining the Agency's'comprehensive
listing of CIA generated material referenced above,
the Committee has paralled its review to the'/_

N

structure given to these matorlalsby the 77 IGR.
I

In this regard the 77 IGR details four inter-—

NS, R, 9T

.

e

related compilations of Kennedy assassination

material. These four compilations are:

.

1) Agency dissemination of information #§p o, *
to the Intelligence Community (Formal

and Informal Disseminations)

G,

2) Dissemination of material to the

Warren Commission

v

i,

kA
)
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3) Agency dissemination to the FBI et al

regarding rumors and allegations

| : A ' regarding President Kennedy's
ég _ : assassination o
: ‘ 4) Memorandum submittgd by CIA to the
gg Warren Commission bﬁ Rumors and
Alleéations Relating to the President's
Assassination (77 zgg?zIntrqduction

to Tab E.)

, In reviewing these compilations,
p _ . the Committee focused upon thcse

77 P
CIA materials which the 77 documented as having

been .
“ made available in written form to the Warren

Commission.
During the course of tnis study, additional
Agency files have been reviewed. These files have

been examined in an effort to resolve certain

issues created by the review of the Agency's O,
compilations discussed in this report. Where

apparent gaps existed in.the_written record,

files have been requested ané reviewed in an effort

to resolve these gaps. Where significant substantive

Classification:
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~ . _and analysis have not been located. Whether t@@;e

Classification: e ottt O
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issues have arisen related to the kind and

LAY,

gquality of information provided the Warren

Commission, files have also been requested and
reviewed in an effort to resolve these issues. .
As a result, approximately thirty files, comprising

an approximate total of ninety volumes: of

“EHRT. AT

material have been examined and analyzed

in preparation of this report.

The findings set forth herein are subject
- to modification due to the following considera-

tions. During the course of the past fifteen

)

years, the CIA has generated massive amounts of

information related to the assassination of

g

PreSLdent Kennedy. / ' In spite of the Agehcy's

\.\

/sophlstlcated docunent retrieval system, certain

~—— SRS iy

documents requested by this Committee for study

e~ D .

documents merely have been filed incqrrectly or

destroyed, gaps in the written record still do

5, 009605
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exist.

T Secondly, due to dissimilar standards OIanestlgaulV
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rélevancy adopted by the CIA and this Committee,
;" certain flles requested by the Committee for .

review . -.-_. T E e Tt et T,

- - ~ -

+ .. | have been made available to o
the. Committee in a sanitized fashion. Therefore,

to the degree reflected by the Agency's denial

of access and/or santization of certain materials,

this study's conclusions are based upon the

best evidence available to the Committee th_ough
this may not be all relevant evidence to which

the Agency has access.

One must, moreover, give due consideration

to the role that oral discussions, oral briefings,

and meetings of Warren Commission and CIA
- representatives may have played in the supply of
assassination-related information by the CIA to

the Warren Commission. The subject and substance

may not always be reflected by the written
record made the . subject of this. study.

Therefore, the Committee has conducted interviews,

;0

A-L i ‘10\
4 c:A Files ?er’*l«nuxjfoﬁ'("rfﬂd{r‘ ! sraSa Tmensy,
Idid {n O b gIg"’ﬁ 3NN SA+ Nox 1o gy - :

v ocila !;avmw-n—a—sﬁe-%cgﬂ Agency
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key Warren Commission staff and members and
former or present‘CIA representatives in an
effort to resolve questions that are not
addressed by the written record. The results
of the Committee's efforts to chronicle this
aspect of the working relationship between the
Warren Commission and the CIA will be a subject
for discussion herein.
In addition, this report will examine the
following subjects generated by the Committee's
study as outlined above, in the following general
order of discussion:
1) the  organization of the CIA's invesﬁigation
of President Kennedy's assassination;
2) the working relationship of ﬁhe Warren.
Commission staff and those CIA representatives
concerned with the Warren Commission inqui®y; o

3) the standards of investigative cooperation

which the Warren Commission staff believed

to govern the quality and quantity of
information supplied by the CIA to the

Warren Commission:;

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

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

November 22, 1963.

II. ‘S&i-e_:,i‘c-amrhxf‘t{{‘_ CD‘-’*""‘"Y.L. e .
. ) B ) om . —

Information Made Available by CIA to Warren

A Commission
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"L . Organization of CIA Investigation

of President Kennedy's Assassination

In his Executive Session testimony before the Select
Committee, Richard Helms, the CIA's Deputy Director for
Plans'during 1963, ‘described the CIA's role in the
investigation of President Kennedy's assassination as
"follows:

This crime was committed on United

States soil. Therefore, as far as the

Federal government was concerned, the pri-

mary investigéting ageﬁcy would have been

the Federal Bureau of Investigation without

any question. The role of the CIA would

have been entirely supportive in the sense » e !

of what material we are (sic) able to

acquire outside the limits of the United

States with reference to the investigation.

... For investigative purposes, the Agency

e SEEREE 998099
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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
their requests, but we were not initiating
any investigations of our own or, to my
’ recollection, were we ever asked to.
(Executive Séssion Testimony of Richard
Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 17-18.)
On November 23, 1963 Helms called a méeting of senior-
level CIA.officials.to outline the Agency's investiga—
tive responsibility vis a vis the assassination. (SSC, 4
Book V, p. 25.) At that time, Helms placed John Scelso,ﬁ@é%jﬁ

péxice o
Branch Chief fo

. o~ | RS, LA
Amerieer—endfPanana,) in charge of the Agency's initial |, % . %

investigative efforts. (HSCA Class. Deposition of John

Scelso, 5/16/78, pp. 111-112, Exec. Session Testimonyéf',
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of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 10.)

N

Scelso testified before the Select Committee,
that he was given charge of the Agency's investigation

on the basis of two considerations: 1)rhis prior fi?

experience in conducting major CIA security investi- °

gations and 2) the observance of Oswald by CIA

RS

surveillance in Mexico, (Scelso's operational concern)
_ . :

less than two months prior to the assassination. (SsC

k. WERR SO W

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

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

R

during the course of his investigative efforts, Helms i}

-
\

"

did not pressure him to adopt specific investigative “‘ \ov

¢ Ny

theories nor reach conclusions within a set period of-
HSCR Class Pep. ok ’J‘okr\‘gcels’o s5/te] 7%, PH‘?"
time; Exe6u@&ve~$essaan~$esé&m@nyn@f s ,

8/9/78, pp. 9-10)* \

-
-
.
§§"ﬂ".!.$ .

e ! ¢

ST O 20K H
it

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

Rocca referred to this phase of CIA activity as
the GPFLOOR phase. (Ibid.)
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WINVETN

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

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

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

SEITRYN R AR I

- Durirg the course of the Agency's invetigation, Liaison

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

-
7

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

R e vat T

"~

a former FBI agent, was Chief of the Special’ Investlgatlons ;
Group of the CIA s Counterlntelllgence Staff. (HSCA Classified

Deposition of Birch O Veal, 6/20/78, p. 7, 52.) Mr.;O“Neal

T lk_,./”"’
characterized nis functions with respect to the Ageg;y
* ! *

as follows:

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

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

the investigation." {(Ibid. p. 133.)- It wasfﬂié . g\‘:

Aiigalectlon, however, that throughout his tenure as (‘LE\

coordlnator of the Agency's investigation, the MeXlCO
Ao

City Station was the only CIA field station directly

> i e ——

Footnote * -- continued from bottom of page 4.

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

7 T . &
\_ O'Neal noted that his office (CI/SIG) at the direction of :
the Chief of Counterintelligence, James Angieton,was

designated the central point for collection of assassination- f
related information made available to the FBI. (Ibid. pp. 52-53. %

Slassifeation; ——— 000013
' zzz:?ed %; Siaten: ———  _

2000310




%ﬁeaizeﬂ ESH=h

g iy form it 13 Be yied for mafsfié' axrsstad
fam a—caniralied dssumentsy

i

involved in investigatory activities related to President
/3 -

-v*'\‘\\. 1

During the latter*haif—bf”December{%%celso

Kennedy's assassination. (Ibi

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

as incomplete by comparison to assassination-related

information then available to the FBI but not provided

to CIA until late Dec. 1963. (Ibid. p?. 114-115.) (CIA

’c"g-«'@x-&

: 3
Document Report by John Scelso to C/CI, é@'nec. 63.)*

.. -
LA

Following issuance of this report, Helms shifted ‘.-

responsibility for the CIA's investigation of President

Kennedy's assassination to the Counterintelligence

Staff. (HSCA Classified Deposition of John Scelso,
cF

5/16/78, p. 136,/zf. HSCA Classified Deposition of

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

responsibility shifted from Scelso to CI Staff on

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

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

from CODSWc[ﬂgs%(P° «F:ro/\ Sce/f"ﬂ@ﬂﬁid
?’ﬁ—————
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responsibility was a logical development because the
iﬁvestigation had begun- to take on brpader tones.
(Executive Session Testimony of Richard Helms, 8/9/78,
pP- 14, see also HSCA Classified Deposition of Johﬁ
Scelso, 5/16/78, p. 138.)

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

'7//7/7?
(HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca, pp. 12-13.)

Rocca added:

Yoki

It was entirely appropriate in the

GPFLOOR phase that he (Scelso) would

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

a commission set up outsilde the line

obviously had to be the Director, and from

the Director to his Chief of Operations

overseas, because the spread involved

then all of the divisions. Here you had

Mr. (Scelso) belng asked to sign off on-. ,
cab s tha;P d‘w1g? thef Netherlands,;T‘ ¢

-

-
LY '3 U X »

with U.K., 1 and it would
have-seeme toﬁme utterly administratively
simply a hybrid monster. (HSCA Classified
Deposition of R. Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 12.)

!

|

4

James Angleton supported Rocca's belief that "the

spread (of investigative responsibility) involved...

ittty
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2m, Ca—santralled

all of the (CIA) divisions." Angleton testifed
to this»Committee that the Agency's efforts to
gather and coordinate information related to |
the assassination underwent a metamorphic
transition. Initially, Angleton noted, the
Directbr, Deputy Directbr,'Division Chiefs and
Case Officers approached Warren Commission.
reguirements in a piécemeal féshion. However,
Angleton testified the Agency was eventually
able to focus its resources fo avoid duplication
of effort and provide a system for the central
referencing of assassination related information L
as such informaiion was developed. (HSCA

Classified Deposition of James Angleton,

10/5/78, pp. 76-77, see also 3§CA Cléssified B . "
Deposition of Raymond Rocca, ﬁ/l7/78,

p. 23.)
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The record reveals that during this second phase
of CIA information collection efforts in support of
the Warren Commisssion investigation the c0ncentration

of Agency resources shifted ln emphaSLS from exploratlon
-/f”‘f,' ~~~~~ v
of Oswald's activities in Mexzco ‘City” to "his residency —

e it

in the Soviet Union during 1959-1962 and possible
association with the Soviet intelligence apparatus. *“(Sféf ?'W)
(Ibid., pp.32—33,44,Executive’Session of Testimony of
Richard gelms, 8/9/78, p. 23.)° _;fﬁ&ﬁJ&iﬁ%ﬁé)ROCCa commented
. that during this pbase pfiiary interest in support of the'
Warren Commission Qés to follow-up on Soviet leads:
on the assumption that a person who spends ’ .
four years**in the Soviet Unlon, under his
circumstances, had to be of specific interest
to Soviet State security and their collateral
~authorities. (HSCA Classified Depositioﬁ of

. T4
Raymond Rocca, pp. 32-33.) (Satfq%%f‘ )) " o

Therefore, Rocca concluded, the areas the CIA tended

4 *

to concentrate on concerned the Soviets:
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee
Counsel sheds further light on the difficulties encountered .
by the Agency related to its investigation of possible.
Cuban involvement in the assassination:

vS

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

SR

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

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

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

e papt

N

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

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

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

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

press was fllled with it at the time. .
’ & ! #

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

£
%
5

-‘EVTH"%“
! <

o,

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

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

H,

DTN

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

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

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

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

Es
S

4

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

~bequn to come out and they came out later, the Cuban &
defectors. ‘ &
So, I can't -- I really can't say that (a) the
Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The
press was filled with it at the time. . gé
. po Al ._. ;.:

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

a AL, ‘-'m")-&)hl

Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection

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

N

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.

52, N 14 N

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

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

TR

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

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

B/, ‘W

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.

~obaA,

Is that correct?

Mr. Rocca. Well --

N Y _
Mr. Goldsmith. Based upon what you knew? ¢

..
L3
~ .

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

VA, r'\i%"

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 Comm1551on.

Earlier I asked you which area received emphasis
and I believe you indicated that the Soviet area (did).

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

B s et SR DS

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

\_ (Discussion off the record.) . v”"?mg,ﬁﬂ“

T e e e e e fen T SR ¢ T ST

‘—Mr. Goldsmith. Let's continue. _ .

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

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

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

T WEASR. VMR I W

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

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

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. With the advantages of 20-20 hind-

Rih. R N

sight, I could say probably not. But at the time if, seems, ,
to me that they gave due attention to it -- within the
information that I had at my disposal. .
e y \ &
O SoSaee T . . :
**In fact, EHO spent 2 years, 8 months in the. Soviet Union i#
October 1959 - June 1862
é
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q‘\ because the people he was in touch with in
Mexico had traces, prior traces, as XGB
people. They were under consular
cover and obviously could have been
doing and were undoubtedly doing a
consular job in those earlier contacts.
(Ibid., p. 33)
However, Rocca did indicate that Cuban aspects
of the CIA investigation were not.ignored "because
there was a lot of material that came through and
went to the Commission that concerned the Cubans."
(Ibid., p. 44)

Mr. Helms éléo testified that the possibility

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

¢ =

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

~in the assassination was very difficult to-obtain.

(Ibid., p. 138)
Angleton was in agreement with Rocca's analysis
that during the second phase of the Agency's support

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

resourcess or@%ﬁwsihle Soviet influence on 0 0 0 0 2 }_
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Oswaldf {Angleton, p. 86) He stated for the record
ith }egard to the Warren Commission's investigation
(with the CIA's support) of possible Cuban involvemeht
in the assassinatién:

I personally believe that the United

States intelligence services did.not

have the capabilities to ever come to

an adjudication (of the Cuban aspect).

I don't think the capabilities were there.

HSCACIEssified Dep051tlon of James Angleto‘;)

SS s Aad E o s ol ey o

10/5/78/ p. 93)
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- As noted abové, the"CI Staff assumed responsibility
in late December 1963 -~ early January 1964 for thé
coordination of CIA efforts to assiét the Wafren
Commission in its’ investigation. At that time, R#ymond
Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for CI Staff,

was designated point of contact with the Warren

=X
Commission. (Hségsé&agiiééeémﬁepesitiwn*cf«&ames
Aaglreton, T67/5778, p. 77.) Rocca's Research and

Analysis component was concerned with:

"analytical intelligence, analytical
brainpower, which meant all source, all
overt source comprehension; a study of

cases that had ceased to occupy opera-
tional significance, that is, closed cases,
to maintain the ongoing record of overall
guality and quantity of counterintelligence
being performed by the entire DDP operational
component; ... the Deputy Director for Plan
(HSCA Classified Deposition of R. Rocca,
7717/78%78ee also HSCA Classified Deposition
of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 77.)

Mr. Rocca testified that assassination-related
information generated by CIA components was directed
to his staff (as designated point o f contact with the

Warren Commission) in the normal flow of day to day
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work (E¥bdid., pp. 16-17.) This information was then

G

reVLewedahy\§occa or his assxstants who lncluded
— ::?"‘\
Thomas Hall, (Sov1et Expera),//aul Hartman (general
..-/“/

..“‘

gj

research and search man for the U.S. Intelllgence
=

e
—

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

e

had transferred to the CIA from the FBT & number of

years prior to the assassination) (Ibid. p. 17.) %
During;the course of themWarren Commission investi-

gation, ﬁall Hartman and Dooley~;orked with those ' . ' £
CIA divi510ns producing substantive information %

related to the assassination. (Ibid.)

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

Mr. Helms or any other concerned Agency official with

. a. ¢
the Warren Commission. (Ibid.; Rocca testified thagwhelther

CI Staff nor his staff displaced the CIA's Soviet

Division (represented by David/Murphy, Chief of the

*
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SR division and his assistént, Téhnant Bagley) 4in
N

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

displace John Scelso in his contact with the Warren

Commission.) Rocca testified that in some instances

J. Lee Rankin of the Warren Commission would gb directly

to Helms with requests, and in other instances David

Slawson, a Commission Staff counsel, conferred directly'

with {Tom Hall f Rocca's staff. (Ibid. p. 36.)*
| 3 |

i g

The record reveals that on certain issues of

particular sensitivity Rocca was not permitted to act

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

He testified that “"compartmentalization was observed
notwithstanding the fact that I was the working level

point of contact." fHSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond

* Although James Angleton functioned as Rocca's direct
superior during the course of the Warren Commission
investigation, he did not participate on a regular
basis in the Agency's efforts to supply substantivga
information to the Warren Commission nor did he dea
on a direct basis with Warren Commission representa-
tives. (excepting Allen Dulles on an unofficial basis;
.HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca,?8/17/78,
p. 17-18; HSCA Classified Deposition of James Angleton,
10/5/78, p. 78.) However, Angleton testified to this
Committee that he did attempt to keep apprised of
developments as the investigation progressed through
consultation with Rocca. (HSCA Classified Deposition of
James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 81)
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Rocca,‘;Z/l7/78,_ o 18) Rocca cited by way of example

the case of the Soviet defector Nosenko. Rocca

. S

testified f.hat he did not attend any of the Agency .
discussions: pertaining to Nose_'n]/cé‘s case (Ibid.)
Rather, (as it affected the Warren Commission investi-
gation) | responsibility for the Nosenko case was

assigned to D;a'irid Murphy, Chief of SR Division, in Tt T

addition to Rl\ch‘ardHelmsCT-'blCO : L e

Rocca described the CI staff mail intercept program,

JEm. EER. GED

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

the Agency's support role to the Warren Commission.

L e,

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

&
Z
£

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

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

N\ N ? ' L4
including O'Neal, was: repository of HTLINGUAL intercepts;
louck see HscA Clasr De_? o€ Birch O'ne~k -7{2° 1% JS’Z-—E"!

4
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In summary, it was Rocca's testimony that an internélly

decentralized information—reporting function best

characterized-the organization of this second phase

of the Agency's lnvestlgatlve efforts to assist .
W R Cixgy Pepo of Rii&es ced,?17/7¢

the Warren Commission. (¥bid., p. 10; HSCA Classified

Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 75, 80.

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

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

'19Z3C wherein it is stated that Helms remained senior

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

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

Regarding Warren Commission-CIA Relationship

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

working relationship during the course of the Commission's

investigation. (HSCA Class. Depo. of R. Rocca 7/17/78,
p. 18) (See also Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helms,

8/9/78, FF?24,) William Coleman, a senior staff counsel

'iﬁwﬂ

for the Warren Commission who worked closely with Warren

Commission staff counsel W. David Slawson on matters

which utilized the CIA's resources, characterized

the CIA representatives with whom he dealt as

R e

“/
gt

highly competent, cooperative, and intelligent.
(See HSCA staff interview of William Coleman,

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

.

regarding the Agency's cooperation and quality

1

000623

)
3
-
E

';i.L _' | . - ‘ : aggzmgg Ey g&_wc i0n: ___,C_.__B_EI‘(

r valiton:




—

. - g H
'ﬁ' S22 M /2'1‘-‘-"k ¢ %J ! g e

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

ssification: _Seewet—

assiricarion:

(This form is to be used for material extracted

g&}'ﬁ SEAm_is teohed l&fg&rfiggﬂy?menal extrocted

from ClA,—-ccntroHed documents
~10~

G

of work. (Executive Session Testimony of W.
David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 17;see also JFK
Exhibit 23.)

J. Lee Rankin, General Counsel for the
Warren Commission, testified that ﬁhe Warren
Commission and its staff were assured Sy the CIA
that the Agency would cooperate in the Commission's
workT%?(HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin,

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

R, WD R UR.  WBe

8/17/78, p. 9)

John McCone, Director bf Central Intelligence
at the time of President 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
the Warren Commission as both responsiYe and

comprehensive. (HSCA Class. Depo. of John

for ensuring that all relevant matters were

{\/\,(‘\ A
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conveyed by the CIA to the Warren Commission.
(Ibid., pp. 5-6) In this regard, Mr. McCone
testified that:

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

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

- 4, +nelia policy 20x nof to
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v”ix Materials Be Made Promptly Available By

A CIA To Warren Commission

Mr. Raymond Rocca, - tal » a.‘n\in:;i.:l.i‘,mgu.:.wfd’?r‘o'(" ciag i
the Warren Commission investigation,
.characteéerized the Agency's role as one of :
¢ o, ,

full support to the Warren Commission. Mr.

Rocca, who served as the Chief of the Research and

099059

[ Classified by desivation: ——C._Berk




Classification::
Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
s Etxm—-dorieothed @-@d,nﬁ@mgmferiol extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

-10b-

;

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

directive:

. on a.n “}'/\l
(Ehl material bearing la—aﬁy—wayﬁgiat
could be of assistance to the
Warren Commission should be seen by Clgf
staff and R anﬂ A and marked for us. He
i issued very, very strictly worded
© _~ indications -~ they were verbal in so
far as I know -- that we were to leave no
stone unturned.
(HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca,
7/17/78, pP. 24)
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Mr. Rocﬁﬁis 2RARGs Yh e vk Bismdiawladdaed Mr. Helms'

' —controlled documents. -
orders were fo&io é to the letter %y all CIA employees.

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

Commission lnvestlgatlon/

CIA's investigation of President Kennedy's assassxnatlontlndfTNa
25 FalishmeaX of ClA pelicy Vida o Vha Warcen Commission,

(Ibid., p. 23.) He testified to the Committee that the

CIA made every effort to be as responsive as possible to

was dlrectly responSLble for the

Warren Commission requests. (Exec. Sess. Text. of Richard

Helms, 8/9/78, p. 10.) Mr. Helms added further testimony

regarding the manner in which the CIA provided its infor-
mation to the Warren Commission. He stated:

An inquiry would come over (from the Warren Com-
mission). We would attempt to respond to it.
But these inquiries came in individual bits an§§
pieces or as individual items...Each individual
item that came along we took care of as best we
could. (Ibid., pp. 10-11.)

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

nrovided information to the Warren Commission primarily

s
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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 1is that we were attempting
to be-responsive and supportive to the
~ FBI and the Warren Commission. When
I they asked for something we gave it to
‘ - them. : C

s 3 _ , As far as our volunteering information
. Wt is concerned, I have no recollection of
‘ ' whether we volunteered it or not.

- SN (Ibid., p. 34.)

Mr. Hélms'vcharacterization of fulfilling Warren

. B by Cagh )
Commission ragquests on a CasgzbaSlS rather than uniformly

‘volunteering relevant information to the Warren Commission

stands in direct opposition to J. Lee Rankin's perception
.of the CIA's investigative responsibility. Mr. Rankin was
asked by Committee Counsel whether he worked under the

™ e

impression that the Agency's responsibility was simply to

respond to questions that were addressed to CIA by the

Warren Commission. In response, Mr. Rankin testified as

follows:

Wj, ¥,

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

grrange@%tsﬁfﬁeaﬁ%ﬁie might not ask the right

N 4
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questions and then we would not have the :

information and that would be absurd.

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

8/17/78, p. 4)

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

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

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

.- - .y ™~ . . . .
CIA's "Failwrd toBisclesns U% Anri
e BTsessi ndin A B D0 Sacre
Newe TTO HRIO AT IR Plawas T MACICA

~ . . .
WO rN M 5L N 2 —

9n unfortunate consequence: of 53 uTin Lomrnisiion ~diane on

DGR R R T Ry Wil

CIA f;\.\%‘t}-{'-\:\ P retic et l i

the subsequent exposure of the CIA's anti-Castro

g

assassination plots /(SSC Book V) see also(Alleged

Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders, Interim

~ . | N, WA
Report, SSC, ll/20/7517l Paragoxteatiyr—evenr—tf~the ¢

HaTTer-Conmissi A
‘Tt«c recork ('¢\/WS‘T'M‘1"M
pErotsy, 4§ CIA's point of contact with the Warren

Commission. weuwkd—pet—have-peen—abte—to~provide=the.,

0000
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COmMtESTON WitH I NLOrmation S0~ requested—As
"Wh’dzecc»\

MITROEET & CesEimony Yevexls, 4= had no

knowledge at the time of the Warren Commission

investigation of Agency efforts to assassinate
Fidel Castro. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond
Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 50{ﬁ7 éﬁt/)fgc‘
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tg Warren Commi§§ioﬁfg;gg,reqﬁ€;;;d by the

c°A/ﬁ;jigﬂf:::fgg;;xcH’Egg’report o 7¥;i:2¢@li _
CI ti-Castfto assass%gatlon eratioms, Rocca's
- % Rt lding | s '

effortd would have produ

/E;;;. (Iﬁzgjj’p. 49fw// ;

alse L
The record g@ékt%aﬂ;¢i$ that the CIA desk

. no stantive informa-

officer who was initially given the responsibility

by Mr. Helms to investigate L Lee Harvey

Oswald, and the assassination of President Kennedy
had no knowledge of such plots during his investi-
d}&»catlon. HS Class. Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78,

A s Jda=f{4F dthr eaocd Yo e FMLASH qpareat /o
pp. 73, EEEX—H12)A Mr. Scelso testified that had he

known of such assassination plots the following
action would have been taken:

“we would have gone at that hot and heavy.
4 We would have queried the agent (AMLASH)
- ++ . about it in great.detail. _I would have
. Qhad him polygraphed by the best “operative
security had to see if he had (sic) Heen
a double-agent, informing Castro about 2 &
our poison pen things, and so on. I
"would have had all our Cuban sources. )
queried about it." (Ibid., p. 166) QﬁﬁﬁB

R, OEh. . R YRR NEh wEe,

-
L Y

As the record reflects, these plots were known

by few within the CIA. Mr. Helms' testimony regarding
) EO\-‘-% Acot »—ﬂe& hWewes netin *17"“41 "‘%Mfﬁ-i!“qwﬂ{?an; {-(ldf"\—f-"’lﬂpk
AKiza ?{n ls p.‘ja.“\‘(f‘w*" lel\m raite e q e SeSA Ay oTLS Ko u-&f“inn"‘“‘l hain &
_ c.amrr\u\r‘i—s.N m yoa.ul (\NCQ NJJ LR Fiw i nTH ﬂvx‘i’t:f\ Cr-wc.kz ﬂ)

T e .- —~

Clcssnf:cahon- Bdednhiotes 5.‘
*See also HSCA Classified Deposition of James Ancleton, 10/ /78,

pp-£5 5 7wherein Angleton statesiud nedid °Tr§fb J%»e -y TTTOCTS
'T'O &Y S.os ¢ ﬂ.ﬁl’f- s .1.<,. C _\.s*"u YAt aEwe” »—{q_,.@cf?im \..Y. égr?%& 2 1 T:.:K
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these plots reveals that the Agency compromised‘4k&4foud SC
i+s Pirecter '

See SttmentetJonn Mg,uo(\G f toaner’em
the Warren Commission. The following exchange

betweenlCQmmittee Counsel and Mr. Helms illustrates

———s

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

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 ta be informed as to
why the Warren Commission was
not told by you of the anti-

Castro assassination plots.

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

Mr. Goldsmith: If the Warren Commission did not
know of the operation, it certainly
was not in a position to ask you
about 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 the%h
How was I to know that? And besT™Hes®
I was not the Director of the Agency
and in the CIA, you did not go
traipsing around to the Warren Com-
mission or to Congressional Committees
or to anyplace else without the
Director‘s permission.

¢ @

RETE

AR,

4,

Mr. Goldsmith: Did vou ever discuss with the Director
whether tha Warren Commission
should be informed cf ithe anti-Castro
assassination olots?
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Mr. Helms: I did not, as far as I recall.
(HSCA Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard .
Helms, 8/9/78, pp-. 30-31.5, emphasis
added o

)

Mr. McCone testifed that he first became aware

of the CIA's anti-Castro assassination plots

involving CIA-Mafia ties during August 1963. He

—
—

stated that upon leafning of these plots he directed
that the. Agency cease all such activities. (HSCA

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

When asked whether the CIAAdesired to withold informa-
tion from the. Warren Commissiqn about the Agency anti-
Castro assassination plots to avoid embarrassing the
Ageﬁcy or cauSing an international crises he gave

the following response:

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

+

Regarding the relevancy of such plots to gﬁé ¢

Warren Commission's work, Warren Commission counsels '’

,Egggkiﬁj Slawson and Speptqr'were in agreement that

such information should have been reported to the

643
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Warren Commission. (Ehec. Sess. Test. of W.

David Slawson, 11/15/77, .p. 27; Exec. Sess. Test.
of Arlen Spector 11/8/77,-pp< 45~46; CF, Exec.
Sess. Test.-of_Wesley Liebeler, 11/15/77, p. 71.
where he states tﬁat possible witholding of
information by CIA about Agency attempts to
assassinate Castro did not significantly affect
Warren Commission»invesﬁigation)
Frem—the—€IAls—perspeetive, Mr. Rocca
testified that had he known of the anti-Castro
assassination plots his efforts to explore the
-possibiliﬁy of a retaliatory assassination against
 President Kennedy by Castfo wéﬁld have been intensi-
fied. He stated that: " a completely different
. procedural approach probably would ana should have
been taken." (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca
7/17/78, p. 45) |
John Scelso, the above-cited CIA desk officer
who ran the CIA's initial inves uigation of Presidént
Kennedy's assaSSLnatlon’ﬁntll that responSLblllty
was given to the CIA's counterintelligence staff,

offered a highly critical appraisal of Helms'

non-disclosure to the Warren Commission:

A . pe . - No=
Classification: == =L
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- Mr. Scelso: No, I think that was a morally -

‘CIA’Reépodse to Warren Commission Réquests

.of information; 't 2) the complexity of the issues

Classification:

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

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

R

{

R B8

highly reprehensible act, which ~
he cannot DOSSlblY justify under
his oath of office, or any !
other. standard of professional
public service. (HSCA Class.

-Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78)

'
‘

i N 0 N

L ,&lﬁ2<ssuan5 T RNy
o. T Agenczgeeﬁeern for the. Sanctlty

of Sensitive Sources and Methods - Factors Affecting

R

The length of time required by the CIA to

WG,

respond to the Warren Commission's requests for-

information was depéndent upon 1) the availability

RS

oresented by the request and 3) the extent to which

the relevant information touched upon sensitive CIA

¢ 7

sources and methods. On the first two points, MR o

Helms testified that when CIA had been able to

satisfy a Commission request, the CIA would then send
a reply back:

"and some of these inquiries obv10usly
took longer than others.

For example, some might anolv

o =
J‘-Nt\A!J

RUAE

.
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checking a file which was in Washington.
Other inquiries might involve trying to

. See if we could locate somebody in some
overseas country.

Obviously, one takes longer to per-
form than the other. (Exec. Sess. Test.
of Richard Helms, 8/9/78 p.- 25)

A

o
es thezdﬁi's coricern for protectlng its
},r

ces and-methods caused the W§rren
- /ﬁ . - Ln////

n to experlence greater dlfflcﬁlty i
getting re»evant 1nform tlon tham when e protec-
tlon such soureés and methods w not at issue.
J. Lee Rankin expressed the opinion that the Agency's

effort to procect its sensitive sources~and hods flrfuuUAr(
wn‘n ijo.(‘-k o Qi suriillance oprekions (aMehico (1‘11

;¥ . effectithe quality of the information to which

the Warren Commission and its staff were given

mmmmmwm

access. (HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankln 8/{2/7 d@ i5 ens i
‘ [

2.. R Lo Pfofic;cu g (NN S
22) As a result of éhe—eéA S concern, in some instances

NN

the Agency SLandmdmriTieitrto \rxl'fwadtng
@% [Ya) é M-L e - - . \
llml cce o C “ﬂaterlals Y ghe Comm1551052> u.»n Q .
’)\\’JV\ @Q e “{h é
(Hsca ass. Depo. of John Scelso, S5/16/7 15&8 . . B
: . , ¢ :
ve L‘-f-é\
The Committee has identified two areas of
concern in which the Agency's desire to protect its 5

C‘Qh‘p(‘MWI'R'
sensitive sources and methods impedgees the Warren

Commission's investigation. These are:

e

.

303041
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1) Witholding information from the Warrcn

- ‘:l\

; Commission = = pertmifiing/to the—phote-
A i G ey

T

operations of the CIA's Mexico City Station
2) As a related consideration, the Agency's

reticence to reveal the origin of the photograph

now referred to as that of the "Mexico

Ccit Stery Man" developed oyt aak Mex«.aCn‘\y ?ho‘fb -
‘:ka.(%(tf‘(o\mﬁ {\bﬂ‘ loms b& , A
Q1A I‘n;f'sax Qon ctrn S R¢;~¢~l. na %

5?.!‘\ S4tivl Senr &y JM'WW.‘H'?«LQ

The CIA's concern for revealing the existence

of sensitive technical operations, as outlined above,

9 was evident from the inception of the Warren Commission. §
Mr. Scelso commented that "we were not authorized "
) at f:.rs*- to reveal all our technical operations."
(Ibld., p. 158) But Scelso did testify that: 4 l_,;wﬁ\ g
. } . ¢

. "We were going to give them intelligence bﬁ';ww'd P
e "/) reports which derived from all our sources’,& ST 3
A N\ (;{. including technical gources, including the’ 03 ‘éf(" E
Q/‘( Q 2\ <‘?5 Ete‘léphoﬁ'é “intercept ;End the information o2

N v}f’ gotten from the interrogation of Silvia ©
_4}<°‘ ) Duran, for example, which corresponded A
h @ almost exactly with the information from g
( the gelephone intercepts. ] ;

Mr. Scelsco's characterization is supported by

examination of the background to the first major CIA

report furnished the Warren Commission regarding

Classification: q—wf';“"ﬂ“ . 000642 g
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Lee Harvey Oswald's trip to Mex1co City. (CIAa

poc. FOIA “F509- -803, 1/31/64; Menorandun=for—J.. 66 oo it

M

Lee Rankln from Richard Helms) Much of the

information provided to the Warren Commission

in this.report was based upon sensitive sources

and methods, identification of which had been

deleted completely from the report. |
The CIA policy limiting Warren Commission

knowledge of CIA sources and methods was articu-

lated as early as December 20, 1963, at which

time a cable was - sent from CIA headguarters to

the Mex1co Clty Station which stated:

. Our present plan in vassing information

- “¥o-the~Wa¥ren Commission~is to eliminate

mention of[telephone tapsa in order to

- protect-your contrnulng“bbs. Will rely

"instead on statements of Silvia Duran

A .. and on contents of Soviet Consular file _

7?;6\( — which Soviets gave[p !’,~G1A*DOCT“FOIA? v
~ _ #420-757, 12/20/63, Dit 90466)

g,

é The basic policy erticulated in the December

j 20, 1963 cableAis also set forth: in a CIA memorar®im ¢ '

7 of December l;ftI;ES(;; it specificaily concerned . '

%g " the CiA's,relations‘higbythe,Egljt_ ~ (CIA Memorandum
12/20/63’{E;EEE_8;§Ei£e~lnClud ad.in. w1th Soft

for File,
: . . ~
2 file materials) In that nemorandum, Birch O'Neal

N N N

‘:'-.- T [ 4
A~ . e A ; ;
,dﬁ)o\ of the CIA Counterintelligence/Special Investlgatlons

G

Group S%gﬁb wrote that he had been advisad by Sam
Class: ication: .
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(This form is to be used for material extracted
Papich, FBFodiidsannttdle¢deciEats.) that the FBI was

anticipating a request from the Warren Commission
for copies of the FBI's materials which supported
or comp%ﬁnented the FBI's fi_vé volume report of

December 9, 1963 that had been submitted to the
—

Warren Commission. Papich provided 6}Neal\§itﬁ'

N —

this report which indicated thatisomglUnipgd

~—
—

States Agency was&tapping “telephones]in Mexico N

-and asked him_wheﬁher the FBI could supply the

Warren Commission with the sourcé:of thelitelephone

i N N

N
G§JL taps)j diﬁfiié/ggmorandum shows that he discussed
this matter with Séeiso. After a discussion
with Helms, Scelso was directed by Helms to prepare
CIA material to be passed to the Warren Commission. §
_"0'Neal wrote: o
| ¢
5
&
N B, e ! ¥ ?

R

ptactin g

009314.
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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—sensitEve informa-
tion-which could relate to| telephone
tadps, (CIA\Meno for File, 12/20563 by

W
IS
-

WWW

Birch\o* Neal,,lncluded in _Soft FL1¢ materials) *

bt S Y'\' § I i S5 red v
_("__:f‘{u’ )/\ _fan -3 3\ 7J ’3*\" = T '\‘

O R e

~ > R -"\ 'R r‘\—"w‘-. & foXe) 4( ‘) B J\‘"‘—..Q'\.—-—Q/“‘ 7

The opinion expressed by Scelso as of December
20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, 1964 in a
formalized fashion,” (si’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 sourcesu coinciding ;
with thé€ dateswhen Oswald was in Mexico
City and which may have some bearing

on his activities while in that area.

. (CIA dissemination to FBI, 1/14/64
. CIA 7 CSCI-3/779/510. FOLA q14-4q)

~ 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:

L R VSR N S T
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The CIA policy of eliminating reference to Agency
sensitive sources and methods is further revealed ;
e \ . A b
by examination of an Agency cable, dated January 29, ’
;964,xsent from CIA Headquarters to the CIB Mexico 5
ol o; o ' 1 AN . k
& / City Station. (CIA Doc. FOIA 398-204, 1/29/647° 4
' ‘\.,\ , L
DIR 97829) This cable indicated that knowledge of .
.f'..
Agency sourcos and tvchnlques was still belng with- .Z
held from the Warren Commission, and stated that on
Saturday, February 1, 1964, the CIA was to present ;
: v
a report on Oswald's Mexico City activities to the
Warren Commission which would be in a form 5
: _ _ 4 ' ]
protective of the CIA's Mexico City Station's ¥
sources and techniques (Ibid.) '3
i‘.
.?'
(Footnote cont'd from pg. 23.) o
1) Your Bureau not disseminate information re- ‘
ceived from this Agency without prior concukg . . , !
rence ' :
2) In instances in which this Agency has provided
information to your Bureau and you consider
that information is pertinent to the Commission's ,
fﬁi°k interest, and/or complihents {s#c¥ or otherwise e '
= is pertinent to information developed or
received by your Bureau througa other sources
and is being provided by you to the Commission,
you refer the Commission to this Aconc). In
such cases it will be appreciated if you will
C advise us of such refarral in order that we may ¢ -
Do antic&gage thefgdsswblc pzufé interest of the ~uitl«
~ Commiss S iEAG AR iata e . i a;epg'to
meeting its needs. (Ibid. )a&h-a )
P i |cssxf|°d by derivation:
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. !
Telephone Taps

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

during. the 1n1t1al stage of the Commission' s vork,
T

of the CIA® s[Eelephoulc an{lpho;o survelllance'

operations in Mexico Clgy.
The reason for .the _sensitivity of these
[teleohone tapifé‘_]*ﬁand urveillance was not
only oec% Bse it wa$ sensitive from. the.
Agency s -standpoint, but the[félephowe

<taps weref> 6&
< _—land] therefore,

if this had become publaic Anowledge,

it would have caused very bad feelings
betweentMexicékand the United States,

and that was the reason. (Exec. Sess. :
Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 51-52)

The/7iP s/ﬁ/hllllngness to inform the Warren

'/::' ) . .
§/;n xﬁ//; é/ly stages of its-investigation

Vel

P

tne abov,fdéscrlbed s%izii}lence operdt*cns 15

a . urcefor conCern tg/phls Commrﬁtee. Itdls
1 / )"

I - ,-

1nd~cat1ve 5f an. Agency po11cy deSLgned to skew

al

iﬁ’i;§/§évor tH:,form,and sub%;gnéé of 1nformat_qp

~

the i;i/ﬁéf:’uni9mfortable/provad1ng the Warren
-~

CommniSsion. (HSCA Class.,Dépo;{jf/gpﬁg/;;elso,
5/6/78, p. 158) Thi proceii/, ght well have

’ 7

- ~

ission's ability to-proceed in

hampered the Cor
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As noted previously, on January 31, 1964,

RN

the CIA provided the Warren Commission with a

.

memorandum that chronicled Lee Harvey QOswald's

. . o . . g,(‘l’/\-»o‘z/\ ,fg(,:_z‘-(
Mexico City visit during September 26, 1963 — Scbswe,t,0L4 -

ACIA Doc. FOIA £509-803 1/31/64). ,77?15'?&,':?2@@-?‘
October 3, 1963 . That-memorand not mention, s sl e

Fb.

17 - ) St - J:’ :,-’}‘\'.
that Oswald's various conversations.with the.Cuban ., /20 g
and Soviet Embéssy/Consulates had beenitapé@d-and $-
by the Agency's Mexico City Stati -

N

subsequently]trahscribed Furthermore, that memo-

QR

randum did not mention that the CIA had[fapped
anq]transcribed conversations between Cuban Embassy T

employee‘Sylvia Duran and Soviet officials at the

RN

a————y )

. . g
Soviet Embassy/Consulate(Q;r wég’ eﬁglon,made of ( égée
the conversations betweeﬁ////an P—“Sideng,DGEticosJ

-~

TR

an - Ambassador-to MexiTo Armas-which the iij:ﬂs

alsor-ta;zped a‘nd] trafhiscribed. /

11964, Helms appeared before the

:’, -.y:'.;;'ua_\,«
On Februa

G,

Commission and »=%x=l¢ discussed the memorandum of < &
January 31, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA £#498-204, 1/29/%4, o ' * %

DIR 97829) On February 10, 1964, J. Lee Rankin wrote
Helms in regard to the CIA memorandum of January 31. %
| 7

(JFK Doc. No. 3872 ) A review of Rankin's letter

' &
&
?
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- indicates that as of his writing, the Warren :} Y
CommLSSLOn had no substantlve knowledge of[%he‘y}fc
[telephonlc survelllancéLppéfEEion or the production
i. e.J the tapes and transcrlpts Cfrom that operatlorﬂ

Rankin inguired in the February 10, 1964 letter

whether Oswald's direct communication with employee.s.'{-.C:‘C'k
< {1

of the Soviet Embassy (as stated in Paragraph 1 ¢

\LV’? B

-

& o\ of January 3l memorandum) had been faCLlltated by 1
s yutelephone or 1nterv1ew Manlfestly, had the Warre;Y\
Commission been. informed of the[telephonlc
sufvéillancé]qperatlon and its success lpE%applngJ
Oswald this inquiry by Rankin would not have been
made.

Raymond Rocca's testimony uends to support
this LoncluSLQn. It was Rocca's recollectlon that
'between the tlme«period of January 1964 - -April 1964,
Warren Commission's representatives had visited the

CIA's headquarters in Langley, Virginia and had 35y

been shown various transcripts resulting fro{:the

: e

~ran

"EQIA's'teléphénic surveillance]'operations in Mexico
City. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78,

p- 89) However, Mr. Rocca did not personally make
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i
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this material available to Commission representa-
tives and was not ableﬁﬁo state under oath

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

On February 19, 1964 the CIA responded to

(P 384, Fo ANs. T TR-FoF i

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

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

—~.

Warren Commission Xnowledge ct[CTA melenbcnxc Survelllanve7
.- ‘e . . . N .- - : ‘

During the period of March - April 1964,
David Slawson drafted a series of memoranda which
among other issues «concerned Warren Commission k- o ¢
ledge of and access to the praoduction mauerlal
derlved from the[CIA telephonlc survelllancé\bperatlons
in Mexico City. A review of these nemoranda tends

to support the Committee's belief that the Warren

Commission, through Mssrs. Slawson, Coleman, and

Classification:

Classified by decivatioa:
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% 12, 1964, the record indicates that the Warren

Ciassiﬁcaﬁon-

~ el

O(-‘J\; k‘—""

“and Wllle,*(Q"'5c15.‘21“‘nt5t'°CJB‘°t':a””‘?‘fj é?fc@ggr'dofﬁﬁtegelephonlc

from ClA—controlled documents.)
sarvelllance‘materlals until April 9, 1964. On

G,

that date, Coleman, Sla%son and W};lens:metfwith

“&;§TEEEEEZ>the CIA's Chief of Station in Mexico

\

City, who provided them wiéﬁ‘various.transcripts”

AR,

and translatlons[derlved froﬁFEE;—j;;;;;;;:zhpsT }‘
of the Cuban and Soviet Embassy/ggj;ulates:éf{Slawson
Memorandumwof\é?ril 22, 1964, Subject: Trip to
\“‘I\\iexico' . Clty P Al) |

T Prior t& April 9,it appears doubtful that
the Commission had been-gi&en.even pértial access

to the referenced_material. Nevertheless, by March

Commission had at.leastlbéCOme*awage that(the CIA

N GRD. ER. ORE.

did maintain telephonic surveillancé]of the Cuban

Embassy/Consulate;~ (Slawsbn memorandum, March 12, z§
-1964 Subj. meetlng with CIA representatlves).» 5
Slawson's memorandun of March 12 reveals that. the Warren 4
\CommiSSLOn had learned that the CIA possessed trdp o, ¢ - §
scripts of conversations between theé Cuban Ambassador
Wepaats - = £
C) pQ; to Mexico, Armas, and the Cuban President Dortico The g
2
Dorticos—-Armas conversations, requested by theée darren
it he 8
&'\ «L\l’:\doél’\ ﬂmmmw"‘w ~t i} ) %
wht nee _Qm%fﬂ- ~dtir =3 //3/ o %
cip's Tanosra 3] g LDt 50 B
c;é(r\\ 2 o;ﬁ
ch\ voe. T,
l—c:r\/dp e xiCa, C‘C'R ST - =
3 “E’T}. L %
~ ¢ Classification: _ §
K Slavtin whon (o driieseh b T mdile 9995 i

g*—rdceJ\ -hqdru bszc‘k,hrxtz_c\_@uf
04? C\Atgfot‘HaAulo JUNWJ”f.

W ¢ \"‘ : Cressdled—%y derivation:
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CommlSSlOn representatlves at rnbu«u:7; with

CIA officials, including Richard Helms,.concerned
Silvia Duran's arrest and interrogation by the
Mexican ?ederal Police. (Slawson Memorandum of

April 22, 1964, pp. 3, 19, 45-46) Helms respondea

to the Commission's request for access, stating

that he would attempt to arrange for the Warren
Commission's representatives to review this material.
(Slawson Memorandum of March 12, 1964, p. 6)

Another Slawson memorandum, dated Marcﬁ 25,

1964 céncefned Oswald's trip to Mexico. In that memo
Slawson wrote that the tentative cbnclﬁsions

he had reached concerning Oswald's Mexico trip,

were derived from CIA memoranda of January 31, 1964_V
and'rebruary'l9; 1964, (Slawson Memorandum 6éﬂ§arch
25; 1964, p. 20) and, in additioﬁ, a Mexican federal
police summary of interrogatiops

. . i X7 v th, AT nv —
after the assassination{with. ~ ==

-

o .- Ts_J Slawson wrote:

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

- fore only as accurate as Mrs. Duran's
testimony to the police. (Ibid.)
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) These comments indicate that Slawson placed
K qualified reliance upon the Mexican police summary.

Moreover, there is no indicationmth§E<Slawson had

been provided the Duraﬁ[telephoru.c iﬁtercézpt] tran--
scripts. 1In fact, by\;ifﬁﬁémbf Slawson's comments
concerning the Mexican.police report, it would
appear that the Warren Commission, as of March 25,
had been provided-little substantive information
pertaining to Silvia Duran. As Slawson reveals,

the Commission had been forced to rely upon the two

memoranda that did not make reference to the surveil-
lance operations, and a summary report issued by

the Mexican Federal Police. Thus, the Agency had
i\l T e . (QL{U.JQA

TR L for over three months ‘Xz - : exposing
.o R S “actusd atanalysds
the surveillance operations tc theftreview of the

concerned Warren Commission staff members. As was
Ep(pk, staﬁed”iﬂ”tHQNCIé cable of December 20, 19Q§ to its
Mexico City Statign: . s TIPS
Our present plan in passing information
to the Warren Commission is to eliminate

mention of&telephone.taps,]in order to
protect yo

rely instead on statements of Silvia """
: Duran and on contents of Soviet cénsular
P Je file which Soviets gage ODAgiggﬁere.
S (CIA Doc. FOIA $#420-7577=pec. 20, 1964,3
" QIA_p 2344~ DIR 904656)
f\; o\L’ ' ) S s ™y =T

- @Y e N AN L
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The Committee's belief that Slawson had
[4{‘«2?)\44.;. lr\;&ff-“f"f ]
not been glven access to the Duranftranscrlpts is

i

further supported by reference to his memorandum

Lob .
Eﬁﬁk:& of March 27, 1964 (e€p56%2) wherein he states his

conclusion that Oewald had visited the Cuban
I sk et Wi anas bbbl o ~
(T; ©'  Embassy orf three occaslons. ’(Ibid, p. 2) This

. again )
conclusion, he 'wrote,was based upon an analysis of

e

Silvia Duran's testimony before the Mexican police.

This memorandum bears no indication that he had

reviewed any 0of the Duran transcrlpts;//igythermore,
_./(’“ on b ﬁ/give ccess to thef transcerﬁs,

nelr stance woul

Gve been ncorporated

| laﬁsfﬁis anaiysxs and accg inglz/zg;ed for thlsf//
?flpurpose. His analx;xgz;;;jd hav reflectea he fact

AL

-
& l‘.“"‘\

of- th review alther by lts, orroboratlon or

cfit1c15m of” the above cIted Mex1can-pollce summarY' report. E?

. Logicallx, accvés to the[C' 's telephptiic
‘ £
\g%esurveillance roduc;;on would have clarified some M o * &
Py & 7

é@” amblgultles Forﬁexample, oy September#27,

: 7 £ . .
(Slaweyn Memorandum of apr{l 21, 1964, ™\ =
= 7

rom Soviet and Cuban Embassies in Mexico, p. ?u« e




@'ﬁvw <

Classification: __ SRET

3 silvia Durap, ushgahopesd jfhe GeviakPwRassn and £
stated thaloBSAmseVled documents) <7 ntly at th 7
Cuban Embc?;;: requesting an -transit v1,s/i/t to %
Cuba. Thds Amer'can was l/ter determijied by CIA' .analysts. 4
' to be Qswald. fAgain on',ebtember 2 .
Duragr_r" teleggx/c{xlxed the ’ox‘rlet Consu}ate statjng that %
an Americig, subse éntly identffied by {IA anaiysts )
as Oswadd was at ét/1e Cuban Embésy (fbid. P. 4) g
/ f Corrotoratiog a\AaLd/s vcs.f-si’rv\“f&. C.«JCQAMO"Ss:j?

Had this: information*been mdde avallgble to;Slawson,
his calculat}ons of Oswald's activifﬁies in Mexico §

City would have been moré firmly established than
o e ieczd | o RES M  stdhoana
they were as”of March 27, 1964.

TR,

The record supports the Committee's finding

that as of April 2, 1964 the Warren Commission had

A,

still not been given access to the above-referenced - ‘ol ~
b O(f'f N\Léoxj.((.bm:ﬁ/ﬁ'ivk ul\t““l")ﬁ NoR L AL "(“'l\&l k]\t

Niffs

- fl

serles[o telephonic :mtercep 7S : — memorandum of

. Py
that date by.Coleman and Slawson, © posed one ;%

guestion to the CIA and made two- réquests for informatién
from the Agency. (Slawson - Coleman Memorandum Of?§ . . ff
April 2, 1964, Subj: Questions Raised by the Ambassador 4
Mann File) Coleman and Slawson wrote: %
1) What is the information scurce referred ;}
té in the November 28 telegram that
iy | -
Classification: _ S 000635 g
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(TBwddrd Intetdegeddorsaratelial quwgstetn
from CiA——controlled documents.)
Odessa;

2) We would like  to see copies of the
transcripts[of thevintercepts] translated

7

if‘ﬁﬁ?;ib;?, in all cases where the

D U edeh

Entercept§lrefer to the assassination.

~

T

or related subjects:;

3) We would“ngecially like to see the
[intercept] in which the allegation that

money was passed at the Cuban Embassy

D, R

is discussed (Ibid.)

The question initially posed by (Item I) in

the above-referenced memorandum of April 2 concerns

the[CIA telephonic intercepgﬂdfuéépééﬁber'27, 1963 &
...... . . - ~
at 10:37 a.m. (Slawson Memorandum of April 21, 4
1964, p. 1) Obviously, if Slawson fohnd it necessary ; ; i
to request the source of the information, he had fjw‘ﬁi 5

not as yet been provided access to the original |¢V¥ 77 !
A X
b P17 <
material by the CIA. e, 3

& Item Number T of the aboggfffgéing ;spds to show

b‘ p 3 h ‘ 3 . . '1/, . T
é}J that the Comnission had»runibééh giving _access to the 1nterceg§
concerning”the assassigatibn. _ 4
3
’ .o . -5;;%E;§€?f? : SR %
Classification: TR 099636 g;,
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Item number three of the above listing

reveals that[‘th’é E{i’i‘tércept]*af]the Dorticos-Armas

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

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

On April 3, 1964, Coleman and Slawson exprassed

T N N 4§ N 1 N

their concern for receiving complete access to all

materials relevant to Oswald's Mexico City trip:

N

The most probable final result of the

antire investigation of Oswald's activities

R

in Mexico is a conclusion that he went

there for the purpose of trying to reach

Cuba and that no bribes, conspiracies, i TV v %

etc. took place.

...In order to make such a judgment (that- ;
4

all reasonable lines of investigation that

might have uncovered other motivations or

e




Classification: -

(This form is to be used for material extracted
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possible conspiracies have been followed

AR

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.

e S N

(Slawson and Coleman Memorandum, April
(T3 of A3, 1964, Subj: Additional lines of
Invesﬁigation in Mexico Which May Prove

2mphasis addad
Worthwhile, p. 11l.)

A7

{#,r-coofd ealki v SASD .
}/OUAAxﬁ’G‘ &aaefestﬁy, Coleman's and Slawson s d°Slre %
for a thorOLgh investigation had-heefa.u %2#§kh¥ : 7
by /S: ex f&pewz-" ‘S’uojaa‘ — ko /,,,,,——rz:;v‘/-,\_, .
. i - [ o
(mqnxmfthe'CIA's concern its sources and methods, &
1 5
however relevant to the Commission's investigation, §r
be-enposed. Considering the-gravity and signi- .
ficance of the Warren Commission's investigation " , %
\ ! : &
} : the ‘ ’
,nrh;./( “ar /M/I{Q‘A{‘

Agency'sawitholding of materlal from the
rhafylwxoc tnprded g adé /,y3-¥a e Ky
Commission staff was elresxdy—Rpreper.

a. Conr ol peasoned Conclugians TN :\e(c.ed +o OY@M;

idsd.,

A (It ¢y while (a Mex o Cv(‘rb ) | EU/// g
{ o
0086353 4
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from ClA—-—coPérglAed documents.)
On April 8, David Slawson, Howard Willens,

andAWilliam Coleman £lew td Mexico City, Mexico

to meet with the representatives of the State
Department, FBI, CIA, and the Government of Mexico.
(Slawson Memorandum, April 22, 1964, Subj: Trip-

to Mexico City, p. 1) Prior to their departure,

they met with Thomas Mann, the U.S. Ambassador tot'
Mexico during Oswéld'e visit to Mexico City and at

the time of President Kennedy's aésassination. (Ibid.)
Ambassador Mann told the Warren- CommlsSLOn representa—

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

T e

engaged in photosurvelllance opcratlons agalnst the

.SOVlet and Cuban Enbassy/@eﬁsc*ateg‘TIola., p. 3)

Upon. the group's arrlva1 in Wexvco Clty, they
were met by U.S. Ambassador‘Freeman, Claire Boonstra

of the State Department Clarke Anderson of the FBI,

Rd

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

That same day, during a meeting between the A&

T T

Commission representatives an& Win Scott, Scott made

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

.

telephonic survelllancé,operatlons ]accompanled ith

Iy ( Tl 4

?ngllsnntranslatlons of the ‘transcripts. In addition,
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he providdd R ™5, be s }ﬁd fore pigtegie! ﬁﬁa%wraphs

from }&?A——comro“ ocumenfs

for the time period covered by Oswaldls visit

that had resulted frog photosurveillance of the

———— fb P ’{

Cuban and Soviet Embassy entrances David Slawson

wrote: i “*~\

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

Mr. Scott described to the Commission repre-—:

AN ("C(.{'(L{
sentatives the CIA's course of action 1. — = I

follow1ng the assaSSLnation, indicating that his
staff immediately began to compile dossiers on

Oswala, Duran, and everyone else throughout Mexico

whom the CIA knew had had some contact with Oswald

(Ibid.) Scott revealed that all known Cuban and Russiani"

L)

intelligence agents Had “quwieily  been put under
surveillance following the assassination. Slawson
concluded : o ~“~“~\\\

{  "Scott's narrative\plus the material we
. were shown disclosed immediately how
“Jncorrect our previous information had
been _dn Osz ig's contacts with the Soviet

and Mexica aCSLes'aﬁhpoaront’y the
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
disfiex Ciongomnfledddcs@dons to which our
information had been subjected had
entered some place in Washington,
because the CIA—-information that we
were shown by (Scott) was unambiguous on
almost all the>erucial points. We had
previously planned to show Scott, Slawson's
reconstruction of Oswald's ‘probable .- \‘\
activities at the embassies to get Scott! 'S
opinion, but once we saw how badly distofted -
our information was we realized that this
would be useless. Therefore, instead, we ®
~decided to take as close notes as possible
from the original source materials at some

NN

U,

GHE LN

later time during our visit." (Ibld, p. 24)
mff\/s‘.

w® A geparate Slawson memcrandum of April 21, 1964 records<£
the results of the notetaking from or?g:.nal source %
"materials that he did follow1nq Scott's dlsclosures. <
. - &

o s o &

" These notes dealt exclusively with the[telephonlc g?
intercepts]pertaining to the Duran and Oswald conver- _
_ 4 &
sations for the period Sept. 27 -  Oct. 1, 1963. ?;
(Slavson 4emorandum, Aprll 21, 1964 Subj [Igperuepts .
from the Soviet and Cuban Embassies ln.Mex1co Clty;i"y 'g
It is evident from SlgWson's record that the 4

re‘l"/c €ase 43S s de VP /-C/\Camnw/s: 2N LR

source ma érlals, in is g
v }3

the Commission's ability® to draw.acchrately _

‘ #

ed conclusioas regardln Oswald's sogourn in §

It/ meant that Aas of Aprll‘{/ 1964,

g,

Ny

000061
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nearing the halfway point of the WArren Commission

3 : : . —(*;D... ~ rkelsSars e f
lnvestigation, Commission waz—foreed: to retrace -
the factual path by which it had structured @swald's

activities in Mexico City. /'.further revealed that

H

I3

the Agency had provided am%fbuous information to

£
the Commlss on when, in faét "on almost all the
f

SlgnlIlC ntly more prec1se materials.

"

crucial p

Commission. (Ibid.) the-Agency s. early policy

{
could haye been made av llable for analiysis by the
f(a q ‘é)ll\C‘dL(D“‘Lr/‘C

of not,prov1d1ng the Commission with fvitadty-—relsvant
Cf Aé‘v’ (
in derive Lron BRPSEAR ~Se sitive”sources
‘*h hamperea . f . s
and--methods® agi‘ -s?fa:eab-}:y—m’-éeﬁnmsd the investigation

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

Cuban involvemegt, that mlghc haé; been more serlouslj

l

'conSLdered nad thlS ﬂaterlal oeen expedltlously

N

- a
H
-

- provided. _-"M;\x

e
s,

—

<
Mcym,o C. ‘1‘1‘ %‘bd(’mr\ ?}"aTDSs.A(J(lHM.OCQ a\r\.a\‘f'NL

— T

‘1mﬂ&@&@%@ﬁ%wﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁn?wm(a.‘w-h‘ﬂrrﬁgvﬁ-Mﬁ? GQA

ﬂ:.\cku e (pv(—{—
On November 23, 1963, FBI Special Agent Odum

shcwed Marguerite Oswald a photograph of a man

bearing no physical resemblance to her son (Warren

P S S

RN WD, WED. G Wik 4
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Comnission THe gL ip 103 be)usedfoy matesioh #248He% 23 baen
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ro#ﬂzar /;uppkied*to*theaggl on November 22 by the CIA's

GLeept e . . : . \ ' '

Amiﬂ%ﬁﬂ‘ Mexico City StatlonJafter Agency representatives
? ) o7

Nad -searched.their files in an effort to locate
L : | _Ibid. ‘ ' 4
(joL’ information on Oswald. (CIA Doc. DDP4-1555, 3/%5764,

4 , - '
GDDILwarren Commission Doc. 67)7/2This photographyWhiCh was-lQ
3 _

ne
N
{/’(E;?a series resulting from the CIA's photosurveillance .- ..
. NIRRT '
;onk;operations against the Soviet and Cuban Embassyﬁ@eaeeéeé@eﬁ.
o \i - - - . o ] i

{_gf}or‘tqﬂthe”aSSassipatioqL} had been linked by

-

-~

the Mexico City Station to Lee Harvey Oswald. (Ibid.)}
Riéﬁardﬂﬁelﬁg;uin a sworn affidavit before the Warren

Commission, stated that the photograph shown to

0

Marguerite Oswald had been taken ep—October—4, 1963
bl b O actr SHdls (o qit i e M.rg\rﬁz_?Qrab-ck :Tw-»‘;;l}
in Mexico Tity and mistakendy—linked—at~that-~time—to
1ak 3+ I\)or{/rv\«wglg,lﬁbs
Oswald. . (Warren Commission Affidaviv of Richard Helns
- ' : A WosrenCommiss a~iar 445
: 19 ’ -8/7/64, Vol. XI,'pp. 469-470) -

On February 10, 1964, Margquerite Oswald testified
before the Warren Commission and recounted the cir-

cumstances under which she was shown the photograph. ,

(Warren Commission Report Vol §?153)Mrs. Oswald testified

_that she believed this photograph to have been of Jack

Ruby. (Ibid.)f_—- |
q o X ISCIN Nre;-& pricy

et 080053
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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 apd an eiﬁianation of
the c1rcumstances by which this photograph\ﬁas
obtained by the Central Intelligence Agency.
(Letter of J. Lee Rankin, Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc.
$3872) Fo1 A s’%g ':g:»A

On that same day, in a separate letter,
Rankin wrote to DCi McCone regarding materials
that the CIA had disseminated since November 22,
1963 to the Secret Service but not to the Warren
Commission. Renkin requestad copies of these
materials which inciuded three CIA cables. The
cables concerned the photograph subsequently shown
by the FBI to Oswald's mother of the iﬁdividual

originally identified by the Mexico City Station

\ . .- e

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

Furd
Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. $3872) SY(-232

#k‘Among the materlals dlssen1nated by the CIA
{

fyide Hoet 52 GO e “Roni el
to @H%Abecret Serv1ce was a November 26 dissemination.

€ (cIa Doc DIR 85177, 11/26/64) That cable concerned

Fo/iA oG-
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(This form |s to be used for mcter4cl~extrocied

the DorticRsmleRas fROREusakeaRy and disclosed~the

existence ot[CIg telephonlc survelllancclpperatlons]
ln;MEXlCO Clty at the time of the ‘assassination
anéfOswald clearller visi As a result the CIA was
‘reluctant to make the material disseminated to

the Secret Service available to the Warren Commission

for in so doing the Agency wouid have necessarily exposed[&ts

E%élephoniC‘survéillance opérationﬁko the Commission.

&

.

~ -~ John Scelso testified regarding the circumstances

surroundlng the eventual explanatlon given to the

Commission .recounting the orlglég of the photograph in

question. Scelso statéd:

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

see?"y H §CA Class Depe of John Seedso, 5‘//(9/'?55’?!58

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

Commission.=t&Lw &

Scelso: Right, we were not authorized, at first,
to reveal all our technical operations.
Heed: \.,.a.abb- ~Depos T EIoRT3Cerso~57/1T67 78,
pads0y Tbid '
In sutmary the records shcows that
By February 12, 1964 the Warren Commission had

inadvertantly requested access to[telephonic] surveillance
production, a cause for concern withia the fX?gyv¢§}/

(“m\“*
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due to the sensitivity of Agency sources and methods. __

- .\
~
e’

Similarly, the possible disclosure of the photosurvellla ne
T~

—~—

Wvﬂm; :

operations to the Warren Commission had also begun to cause

concern within the Agency.
4
G ol On March 5, 1967, Raymond Rocca wrote in an

Ao

internal memorandum to Richard Helms that "we have

a problem here for your determination."™ Rocca

outlined Angleton's desire not to respond directly
to Rankin's request of February 12 regarding the CIA \
material forwarded to the ‘Secret Service since

@,1 A
November: 23, 1964, Rocca 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
-3672~the Secret Service after November 22, 1963, H
@ {JFK DOC™ 39829 . If they come back on this ;
Q5 point he feels that you, or someone from ;
here, should be prepared to go over to show o
the Commission the material rather than oass’m & 7
thelm to them in copy. Incidentally, none i
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 famous six photographs /
which are not of Oswald..." IA Doc. FOIA;g%__,//
$579-250, 3/5/64;)see also HSCA Classified

Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, pp.{%:/f

-
<

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

was due to the Agency's concern for

protection of its sources and methods)

2 o !
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)
On HMarch 12, 1964, representatives of the
Warren Commission and the CIA confered regarding
the February 12 request for the materials forwarded
to the Secret Service by the Agency. (Letter of
FolA oy -2 5t
J. Lee Rankin March 16, 1964, JFK Doc. # 3872, Slawson _.
Memorandum, March 12, 1964)
The record indicates that the Commission at
the March 12 meetlng pressed for acgess to the 5o =Y
g)"""l 5o 8 T~ 54 g.,‘r‘—w(_k-\ PV e
Secret Serv1ce materials. Rankin wrote to Helms
on March 16 that it was his understanding that the
CIA would supply the Commission with a paraphrase of
each report or communication pertaining to the Secret

Service materials "with all indications of your

confidential communications techniques and confidential

’, - —— ——

sources deleted. v&ou will also afforé‘EEEBers~otll‘\\\\\
our staff working in this area an opportunity to \
review the actual file so that-they may give assurance J
that the paraphrases are complete. (Le*ﬁt‘é?’"é’f’" ,&ee
Foifk wo'l- 25% —{31_,
Rankin, March 16, 1964, paragraph 2, JFK Doc. No.3872)
Rankin further indicated that the same

procedure was to be followed regarding any material

in the possession of the CIA prior to November 22,

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

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

-Helms responded to Rankin's March 16 letter

!¢ on March 24 (FOIKfT—KZZ"738) by two separate

CFolA Gaa - -25 &
communications. (CIA Doc. DDP4 -1554, herelnafter CDh¢+ 631,
- //le‘-\’ \9“"] '2‘;?-
3/24/64, CIA Doc., DDP4i-1555, 3/24/64, CD 674 hereinafter)

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

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

presence-

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

of Oswald in order to check the identity of the person

T o
belleved to be Oswald in Mexico Cltyf”?urthermore,

the CIA stated, though it did not indicate when, that
it had determlned that the photograph shown to Maﬁguenaté

Oswald on November ZZ, 1963 did not refer to Lee
‘7€< J»l(a/ —55 VYA 7/) Lf -

By 7 N - W

Gt

R, N,

ONGRER

'I"‘.m‘-

G

Harvey Oswald”“The Agency explained that it had check°d the &

against the press photographs of Oswald generally

available on November 23, 1963,7 &

CD 674 reveals that on Nov. 22, 1963 immediately rol1ov
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Thcs form is to be used for material extracted

(This f
the assassin t%@zko$Qﬁe§8m£%¥§F?er 23, 1963, three

cabled reports Wﬂfa recervea at CIA headgquarters

from the CIA Mex1co Clty Statlon regarding photographs

of an unldentxfled ~man’ who had visited the Cuban and
G-
Soviet Embassies during October and November 1963.
Paraphrasas of tlese cables, not revealing senSLtlve

B /
. /0«
sources and methods, were attached to CD 374. The

Agency wrote that the subject of the photo referenced
in these cables was not Oswald. It was further

stated that:

"In response to our neetldg of 12 March and
your memo of 16 March7.,Stern’ aﬁg’WlllenS

LA O 4&3»?@%& rev%gwcat Langley the original copies
. i of these’ Z disseminations to the Secret
"' Service and the cables on which they were
® based,. as well as the photds¥of the unidenti-
& o« fied man-"_ (CIA-DocDDPE-1553 CDE3%, 24
March—1964) &gw&(~c.n our€idee
k0 i 4
.On March 26, William Coleman wrote in a memorandum
for the record:
“The CIA directed a memorandum to J. Lee Rankin
N - on=Mareh—247—1964 (Commission Document No. 631)
T o in which it -set forth-the dwssemlnaglon of
the information on Lee Harvey Oswald. g%llfe
that this memorandum is only a partial answer
to our ingquiry to the CIA dated HMarch 16, 1964
and I hope that the complete answers will give’
le : us the additional information we requested."
CZ§ 0 © (Memorandum of William Coleman, March %fﬂ 1964)

Coleman went on to state:

"As you know, we are still trying to get an
explanation of the photograph which the FBI
showed Marguerite Oswald_soon aifter the

-~ S AN

Classification:

Classified by deri&&rg Q ; O —

R

R SRR

R

F2 N

SN

CNE

R

e

N

!

NG

o

A IS

fes

-

OV



Classification:

(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 CIA intends
to give us as to this inquiry." (Ibid.)
, A 2T?
The following dav as agreed by Warren Commission

and Agency representatives, Samuel Stern of the

Commission visited CIA headquarters in Langley,

R R .\""' :_' e ‘:_"5 \:.'. 'fl.ll_ [: "3 -—/‘- — ~ s - %

Virginia. "4~ 7

Sterns' nemorandun of his wvisit reveals that

/’,u
he reviewed Oswald's file with Raymond Rocéa. Stern

indicated that Oswald's file contained those materials

furnished previously to the Warren Commission by

311( :
the CIA?/PThe file also contalned ’ D

oo ¢\... o -‘7\7:_/1 6/‘-1"“f’/'C3

“Cable reports of Vovember 22 and—ovember g
273 =
23, fnm&4&ﬁrfﬂgeékﬂex&ee—etty—Sta*ion . C. e 5‘
a P'q-}:”\ wMiw AP R
relatlng to,k&e-photographfof £he—unidenti- i
vu-)‘-.(,\ D gede v T B e niie Ry Aac iy O ctoma At i 3.6, 4 Lo;,%
fr°&~tndrvr&ua&~mLstaken&v*be&*evedﬂto—be %;
. —'z \_ - g [ AV
Lee—ﬁ&£¥e¥—gswald/and the reports on tndse
by C /A <
cables furnished on November 23, 1963 o, e L =
T~ kL ;,—L()P L/“%,:/AIM/’N:L, ;
the Secret Service,by——-e-he—-eﬂ'. " (Memoramdum pra
PRGN N e T A el Bt r e O y
of 5amneé—8ternT—MEICh—27——1964) ‘ ;é

-

‘
\/

Stern noted that these heésages were accurately
araphrasad in the attachments to CD 674 provided the

F Pucagoapn 4 o€ Cb 631 5 bk Hhode CIR comcludkiol Ha
*t;'\‘\o-ro ra,(ﬂ\ G’Q‘M|&{Aj‘l‘gt€4klr\illlw A ho‘("itpu_T‘

\JS Oq#ksg?ﬂf r‘ess Ph, Tof)(:?‘:‘: of €3 et x5

Classitied by defivctarg 0 0 7 1 .
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" (This form is to be used for ma’terloi extrocted

Warren Comdres<Gl8montrplledcreumentsigear " He also
g
L revmewed.the Octobe{/;d, 1963 cable from CIA's

Mexico City Station to =~  CIA headquarters

reporting Oswald's contact with the Soviet Embassy
in Mexico City.—In addition, Stern examined the

October 10, 1963 cable from CIA headquarters to

the Mexico City Station reporting background infor-
mation on Oswald." (Ibid.) Stern recorded

that . these nessages were
_e_o_)f .—e‘\

LJ

31 memo to the Warren Commission reporting Oswald's
. . - —bid
Mexico City trlp.\iEL,

" Lastly, Stern noted that Rocca provided him
for his review a computer printout of the references
to Oswald-related documents located in the Agency's

./9 .
_electronic data storage system.” He stated "there is
7 4 no item listed en—the—printout whichzghe Warren Com-—.

'Al/‘ O ‘L
< hert , )
(& >\~ mission| hes not been given either in full text or

paraphrased.” (Ibid.)

Thus, by the 27th of March, a Warren Commission

representative had been apprised of the circumstances

surrounding the mysterious photograpi.

-_‘".’m'-\_ 7--1‘

Classification: _—eettot
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B ] L .
——— ¥, Luisa calderon

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

in Mexico Cltx_gamed "Luisa" received a telephone

“J_-,\ S
call from an unldentlfled man speaking Spanish.
TN LA2E

) =
e (CIPsDoc. FO : - S, 1Xx/27/63, l73-615,aétachmen£>

[Thls call had been lnterceoted and recorded by the

CIA'RNMEXLQO City-Station as the result of its
LIENVO;k(tel. tap) opefationl (Ibid.) The Mexico
City Statioq/as subsequently reported to CIA
headguarters, identified the Luisa of the cdnversa—
tion as Luisa Calderon, who was then employed in
" the Commercial Attache's office at the Cuban Consu-
late. (Ibid.) |

‘During the course of the coaversation, the

unldentlrled caller asked Luisa if she had heard
(of the assassination) R o
the latest news. Luisa replied in a joking tone:
B,

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

(Ibid.) L
CIA's '
Paraphrasing the [telephone 1nterceot} transcrlpt

it states that the caller tdId*ﬁnisa - the person

. - . oot . R )

w /p( T a9 TroanflatTe /s //\.\;La"/o/\f_:{b'\;‘(\’Q’”‘-

7 — R
o+ T addoon's S oms AL :

e R
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(This_form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—<ontrolled documents.)

apprehended for Kennedy's slaying was the

"President of cne of the Committees of the Falr
L
17“

Play for Cuba." Luisa replied that she also knew

Tt

this7 Lulsa 1nqu1red whether the person being

_ T :

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

fied caller replied, "yes." Luisa told her caller

that she had learned nothing else about the assassina-

tion and that she had learned about the assassination

o &
only a little while agof’ The unidentified caller

commented:

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

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

Luisa responded:

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

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

Kennedy wrote regarding Calderon's comments:
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Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex post facto &_ﬁé'z, s
suggestion of foreknowledge. This 1s the x éf/ .'a<$‘
only item in the{intercept jcoveragelof

the Cubans and Soviets aftér the aSsassina- *\

tion that contains the suggestion of fore- Wﬁ «AO\
‘knowlege of expectation. (CIA Doc.,

Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for DC/OPS, f7

5/23/75, p. 15)*(see P. SSa Ser®) ’
'Standlng by itself, Luisa Calderon's cryptic

LR Uit

comments do not merit serious attention. Her words

pv-ui P

may indeed indicate foreknowledge of the assassina-
tion but may equally be interpreted without such a

sinister implication. Nevertheless, the Committee

Wiy

has determined that Luisa Calderon's case should

have merited serious attention in the months following

the -assassination.
In connection with the assa331natlon, Luisa

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

in a cable sent by then Ambassador Mann to the State
=y o~ ocln T Tl :—

& ~il Department (C\IA Doc. DIR 85573, 11/27/63). m .

In that.cable Mann stated:

-
\

Sqhy

...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 Lo
officers. Luisa Calderon is a secretary
in Cuban Consulate here." (@bid.)

Frram

N

@W?@ﬁk _ —Geomei— 09673
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i,

A—<on

B

*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
theYAgency ! 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 gquestion as to whether she

had heard the latest news, Calderon said:

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

(the first person of the verb enterarsede,

past tense) should be translated as ".{.I found
out (or I learned) /about it -- the assassination/
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). '

%ﬂﬁg‘h} z

. :g:vn:.,u\,’

ED 51 The Committee fundamentally disputes the
- ' narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments
:{¥¢ assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee's
e S ¢t position that translation of Me Entere as . £
T either "I found out" or "I learned about" & ¢ fg
does not foreclose interpretation of Calderon's v
comments as a suggestion on her part of possible
foreknowledge of President Kennedy's assassination. .
The yRierpretation, j nang everk, ghou.(c(.}\ oL ?‘?‘W\‘e‘(;'*"f‘
jﬁﬁguﬁ?ﬂégtc€%4ukbox?enLa«un‘San}11-1-T$QA~(F¥_ :

Ne
ORI

oy ~5-'.')\
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This cable does not state the basis for

arresting Calderon.* However, the CIA's copy of this

cable bears a handwritten notation on its routing

page. That notation states: "Info from Amb Mann

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

(0 N

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

shis

1QQL terms: "They may, quickly be returned to Havana in
order to eliminate any possibility that Mexican

<
o{government could use them as witnesses."

According to CIA files, Calderon made

?lgo

;m

\>\J
W,  CEhem.

O™

reservations to return to Havana on Cubana Airlines on

December 11, 1963, less than four weeks after the

S Lp
‘(}\ /.

assassination. (CIA Doc. CSCI-316/01783~65, 4/26/63)

Calderon, Azcue and Mirabal were not arrested

(-——
5}
?‘\
ey,

nor detained for questioning by the Mexican federal
7o
police. However, Silvia Duran, a friend and associate

of Calderon's and the one person believed to have B “

Aﬂ&u MNmW&MANNW&U¢MN)mﬁdﬁmeNﬁ'Jtn“&pﬂnﬁ#dmwnﬂg
t is the Committee's belief that Mann was prompted
to request the arrest of Calderon on the basis of
Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte's allegation that Calderon
- was present at the Cuban Embassy when Oswald
was allegedly given a sum of money presumably to
carry out the assassination of President Kennedy.
7§ ~i— (CIA Doc. DDP4 2741, 1 June 1964, Attachment C)

Titie 24—
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had repeated contact with Oswald while he was in
Mexico City, was arrested and questioned by the

Mexican police on two separate occasions. (CIA

-

= AT -2

@ : & Doc. DIR 84950, 11/23/63, CIA Doc. DIR 85471,7== /3+ -~ 7 3
11/27/63)
During her second interrogation, Duran was
questioned regarding her association with Calderon.

There is no indication in the reinterrogation report

«~

accounting for the questlonlng of Duran about Calderon.

——— e
1,—4 '—"\'_:--A "/

49 - ¢ (CIA Doc. DDP4- 0946, 2/21/64) - The information regarding
Duran's interrogation was passed to the Warren Commission
on February 2l 1964, more than two months after
Calderon had returned to Cuba. (Ibid.)

Information was reported to the CIA during
May 1964, from a Cuban defector, tying Luisa |
Calderon to the Cuban Intelllgence apparatus. The Mmoo, .
defector,&ﬁéMUG l: was himself a Cuban Intelligence
- Officer who supplied valuable and highly reliable
informaéion to the CIA regarding Cuban Intelligence

operations. (CIA Déc., Memorandum of Joseph Langosch

to Chief, Office of Security, 6/23/64) Calderon's

Elgssification: ——seoresr—— 608978
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ties to Cuban intelligence were reported to the Warren
Commission on June 18, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA #739~319,
6/19/64) However, the Committee has determined from

its review that the CIA did not provide Calderon's

p ryucty R itatclwN R R

conversation of November 22 to the Warren Commission.

Consequently, even though the Warren Commission was aware that.

&
L3
v-‘-.::-.'db‘ z‘l'g'.mnam , %‘N:‘”;;ﬁ . %a"m‘ . x'f*mh

-l -
.
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Calderon nad connections to inteﬂigence work,

as did other Cuban Embaésy officers, the vital
link'between her background and her comments
was never established for the Warren Commission
by the CIA. The Agency's oversigdht-in this
regard may have for%losed the Commission from
actively pursuing a lead of great éignifiéance.

I
Calderon's-20Y file reveals that she i

arrived in Mexico City from Havana on January 16,;

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

of birth was believed to.be 1940 (CIA Doc. Dispatch
A Suane 195%

oy ¢ HMMA21612, no_date—giwven) Calderon's presence in

HMexico City was first reported by the CIA on July

e, BB, . WRR UER. W

15, 1963 in a dispatch from the CIA's Miami field
office to the CIA's Mexico City station and to the
Chief of £he CIA's Special Affairs Staff (for Cuban
operations). (CIA Doc. Dispatch gFCéA 10095, 7/15/63)
That dispatch had attached to it a report contain¥dg o ¢ =

biographic data on personnel then assigned to the

Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. At vage three of the
attached report Luisa Calderon was listed as Secretary

of the Cuban Embassy's commercial office. The

P 908689
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notation indicated that a report was pending on

No mlerepor“;usgmesent

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

. the report.

Luisa Calderon's association with the Cuban

DGI was flrstt;ecorded by the CIA}on May 5, 1964.
(CIA Doc.#Bli:

ind Memorandum or[lgroldg§wenso FOIA

\

--._. .
Pttt e ryarn s o

@ QJL_68°2°0 5/5/64) At that time, Joseph Langosch,

Chief of Counterintelligence for the Special Affairs
Staff, reported the E??g&ts of his debriefing of
the-Cgban defector, A&MUG-l. The memorandum stated
that AMMUG-1 had no direct knowledge of Lee Harvey
Oswald or his activities but was able to provide .
items of interest based upon the comments of certain

Cuban Intelligence Service officers. (Ibid.)  Specificalliy,

-AMMUG-1 was asked if Oswald was known to the<Cuban

intelligence services before November 23, 1953.
AMMUG-1 told Langosch "Prior to October 1963, ési?ld °
visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City;on two or
three occasions. Before, during and after these

visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion

P
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General De Intelligencia (DGI), specifically
with Luisa Calderon, Manuel Vega Perez, and
Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez." (Ibid.)

Langosch thereafter wrote that Calderon's
precise'relationship'tolthe DGI was not clear.
As a comment to this-statement he set forth the
CIA cable and dispatch traffic which recorded Her
arrival in Mexico .during January 1963 and départure
for Cuba within one month after tﬁe assassination.
(Ibid.) _

On May 7, 1964, Lahgosch recorded additional
information he had elicited from AMMUG-1 regarding
Oswald's possible contact with the DGI. (CIA Doc

/ joll
& - K-FoIA 687-295, attach. 3, 5/7/64) Paragraph 3 of

this memorandum- stated in part:
"a. Luisa Calderon, since she returned -

to Cuba, has been paid a regular
salary by the DGI even though she

Her home is in the Vedado section
where the rents are high.

b. Source (AMMUG) has known Calderon
for several years. Before going
to Mexico, she worked in the
Ministry of Exterior Commerce
in the department which was known

! as the "Emprese, Transimport.®

AT Her title was Secretary General
of the Communist Youth in the
department named in the previous
seatence. (Ibid.) g o/~

- -~
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On HMay 8 Langosch further disclosed AMMUG s

@ ,¢ knowledge of the Oswald case. (Ibid, attach. 87

Langosch paraphrased AMMUG's.knowledge of 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
. 7. Spanish so I an Lnot sure of how the name

(3%~ ~ .- “mentioned by Hernandez should be spelled.

= It could have\be 'Howard” or something .
different. As I understand the matter, Y
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 not know if
this could have been Cswald...(Ibid.)

Eadihnd TN -
.E 5 A :F
o= AN e §
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On May 11, Raymond Rocca wrote a memorandum

‘Fp Dlrector Richard Helms regarding the lnLormatlon
\/,

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

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

Howard Willens of the Warren Commission

requested as a follow-up- to the May 15 memorandum,
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access to the quesﬁions used in Langosch's

,« !L ) . 4 '
{9 »'0C interrogation of AMUG. (CIA Doc. FOIA 739~ 316 6/19/64,

“REKR

Meﬁofandum) On June 18, 1964 Arthur Dooley of
Rocca's Bounterintelligence éésearch and Analysis
Gfoup took the Guestions and AMMUG's.responses to
the Warren Commission's office]s for Willen's review.
Willens saw Langosch's May 5 memotandum. The only
mention of Calderon was as follows: "“The precise.
relationsﬁip of Luisa Caldgron to-the DGI is not
clear. She spent about six months in Mexico from

which she returned to Cuba early in 1964." (Ibid.)

g, W IR Q.

However, Willens was not shown Langosch's

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

‘@‘ P

much more detailed information on Luisa Calderon,

1nclud1ng her pOSSlble association with Lee Harvey

Oswald and/or Amerlcan lntelllgenc iA(I .“*w<\

~

.

s

' The Warren Commission as of June 19, 1964,

had little if no reason to purﬁue the Luisa Caldeg%n

lead. It had effectively been denied significant

N

* 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
exlistence was determined by the Committee's ;

R,

lﬁoeoendEhassd%gq?ugq 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 if the Warren Coﬁmission had learned

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

conversation of November 22, 1364.
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S ow==% - Hhe Calderon 201 fIl& Dadrs—Hews

. e e o R
reference to the conversation nor does it indicate™

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

~ print-out of Calde:on.ZOl file)

———C

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

1. Was the Warren Commission or any Warren
Commission staff member ever given access
to the transcript of a telephone conversa-
tion, dated November 22, 1963, between a
female employee of the Cuban Embassy/
Consulate in Mexico City, identified
as Luisa, and an unidentified male speahﬁ
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.

¢

L]

iR,

2

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

 SECAIT
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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,
and which CIA official provided it. (HSCaA
request letter of August‘28, 1978)

The CIA responded by memorandums:_

“Although the (MeXlCO Clty)MStatlon considered
the conversation Of sufficient possible
interest to send a copy to headquarters,
the latter apparently did nothing with
it, for there appears to be no record in the
Oswald file of such action as may have
been taken. A review of those Warren
Commission documents containing information
provided by the Agency and still bearing a
Secret or Top Secret classification does
‘not reveal whether the conversation was
given or shown to the Commission."

(CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding Luisa
Calderon conversation, p. 1)

The available evidence thus supports the

conclusion that the Warren Commission was never

given

which

the information nor the opportunity by

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,

it may well have given more serious investigative

and her comments following the assassination,

Classifieation: —secree
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" by the Committee's findinq. First, why didn't
- the Agency provide the Calderon conversation to the

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

" recovered or recollected until after the Warren

.publlshed its reporz.”’ (See above CIA exolanatlou)

Classification: T""”“’“—ﬁ—

consideration to her potential knowledge of Oswald

(This form is to be used for material extracted

ard the CubﬁSmQﬁXQEPmﬁﬁﬁd%o?%%ﬁ&?le involvement in

a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy.

Two difficult issues remain which are raised

B N N V1178

reveal to the Warren Commission its lull knowledge

Iy ‘s

G,

of Calde;op s intelligence background, her p0551ble

/J— '\
knowledge -of Oswald and her p0551ble connectlon to
\._.../'/'

e, / *
the CIA or some other Amerlcan 1ntelllgence apparatus.,

The flrst questlon can be explalned in benign
terms. It 1s reasonably 90551ble that by sheer

oversight the conversation was filed away and not

Commission had completed its investigation and
'See P 0T) Sirdex PO‘“f“O" asfoatnste '\e""

As for the Agency [ w1thhold1ng of 1nformatlon

concerning Calderon's intelligence background, the

D,

record reflects that the Commission was merely ®& o ¢
informed that Calderon may _have been a_member of

/\ i(\ o {J
the DGI. (CIA Doc. 5/5/64) .yenéogﬁnemorandum)

N

The memoranda which provided more extensive examina-

tion of her lntelligence background were not made gé
Classification: . {}B{){‘;BQ Z
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AMMUG- 1 and a second Cuban Intelllgence officer
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ki,

available for the Commission's review. Significantly,
the May 8 memorandum written byﬁJoseph Langosch

follow1ng his debriefing of AMMUG l lndlcated that

\.

2 N0

_belleved Calderon to be a CIA operative. (CIA Doc. -

, : Y : o
FOIA 687-295, attach .8, 5/8/64) It is possible : ﬁgﬁkw“

that this information was not provided the I«:(arren.(..r-"'k
Commission either because there was no basis in w
fact for the aliégation or because the allegation
was of substantive concern to the Agency. If the
allegation were true, the Qonsequencés-for the CIA
would have been serious. It would ha&e demonstrated

‘,DoS‘:'l <
that &“CIA operative, well placed in the Cuban Embassy,

may have possessed lnformatlon prior to the assassina-

tion regardlng Oswald and/or his relatlonsnlp to the

E,

Cuban Intelligence Service ., and that Services

possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate

o

e
R,

- .

President Kennedy.

Regarding Calderon's possible association

N

with the CIA, Agency files reviewed reveal no

“~~ostensible connectidn between Calderon and the CIA.

gL

o

Q.
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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 the Chief
of the Special Affairs Staff to the CIA's Chief
of Station in Mexico City states in part:
...Luisa Calderon has a sister residing
in Reynosa, Texas, married to an American
of Mexican descent. If (CIA asset) can
further identify the sister, our domestic
exploitation section might be in a posi-
tion to follow up on this lead...Please
levy the requirement on (CIA asset) at
the next opportunity. (CIA Doc. HMMW-

41935, 9/1/63)

- An earlier CIA dispatch from the CIA Chief -
of Station in Mexico City to the Chief of the CIA's
Western Hemisphere Division records that:

[ﬁilfredo‘of]the Cuban Consulate,[Tampico,]

reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister

residing in Reynosa, Texas...Luisa may go

up to the border to visit her sister soon--

or her mother may make the trip--details

not clear (CIA Doc. HMMA 21843, July 31,

1965)

2

At the very least, .the above dispatches B
evidenced an interest in the activities of Calderon
and her family. Whether this interest took
the form of a clandestine-agent relationship is
not revealed by Calderon's 201 file.
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N ~
The Committee has queriéé\?avid Ronis, the

author of the above cited dispatch requesting
that Calderon's sister be contacted by the CIA's

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

~\

heN

Staff Iﬁterview of David Ronis, 8/51/73) Aﬁonis
was a member of the CIA's Spééi&iﬁAffai;g.Sﬁaff
at the time he wrote the dispatch. He worked
principally at CIA headquarters and was responsible
for recruitment and ﬁandling Qﬁ\ﬁéents for collection
of intelligence data. i&r; Ronis,.Qhen interviewed

by this Committee, statéa'ﬁhét éért of his responsi-
bility was to scour the Western Hemisphere divisién
-for operational leads related to the work of the
Special Affairs staff. Ronis recalléd that he
-normally wpuld-segd fequésts to CIA field stations
for information or leads on various persons. Often

he would receive no response to these redguests,

which normally indicated that no follow-up had ™ o

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

that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division

-/ -
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might haﬁgﬁggen‘requested to locate Luisa Calderon's
sister;/ Roni§ told théLCommittee that he had no
recolléétidﬁfof recruiting any peréon associated
with the éuban Intelligence Service. He dié recall
that he had recrﬁited women to perfdrm tasks for
the Agency. However, he did not recall ever recruiting
any employees of the Cuban Embassy/ConsQlate in
Mexico City. Finally, Mr. Ronis é#gted that he had
no recollection that Luisa Calderéﬁ was associated
* with the CIA. (Ibid.)
Various present and.former-CIA representatives

were gqueried whether Luisa Calderon had ever been

associated with the CIA. The uniform answer was
that no one recalled such an association. (Cites:

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

%

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

"HSCA Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch, 8/21/78,°

‘ . - . 1"1(/0:‘7‘3’
. Piccolo, Interview offwiy ¢ _ M,
S~ ,,Thﬁs, the Agency's file on Calderon and the

testimony of former CIA employees have revealed no
connection between Calderon and the CIA. Yet, as

indicated earlier, this file is incomplete:the
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most glarlng omission belng the absence from
,/'mnﬁ —
a, €
her 201 file.Jof *# cryptic remarks

following the assassination of President Kennedyj\
P ___’-_,___A/
Bau.h Cou vk : . _.
‘V';"\\ 5’4 P LA TP Ny o ;.; -'t \'v\\_;’f;,'l‘\./'

AMMUG 1= _Lr\tﬁf~s )
vt Son \chr\
This Committee's investigation of Luisa
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.

Tt

~.~ \‘

This defector was .

assigned the CIA cryptonym AMMUG-1 (A-1 herelnagter) *

CIA files reveal that A-1 defected from the

DGI on Apxil 21, l964[in Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada.]

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

documents which were subsequenély turned aver to

the CIA.
........ # & '

Following his defection, a CIA officer, Joseph H.

Langosch, went{;o Canada]to meet A-1l, debrief him,
and arrangé for A-1's travel into the United States.

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

*It is now kncwn that A-1 did provide signi 5332#}nr&n>

leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Caldercn¥i It 1s:
this information

Therefore, the pOSSlblllgy axists that A-1 had
providea other information ta. tkﬁﬁﬁéﬁbydwwomm

wdrron Comn15510n s work wnlcn‘—;—r——

Lur é gﬁg ?Rt that little of
il R tulie o} was ma 3 gg@eﬁhn the CTA to the Warren Commission.
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debriefing of A,l—wgre forwarded to[thetghlef of

e

® (& station in Ottawa Canada.] (CIA Doc. Dispatch OCDA

() , C Illegal Section B (CIA Doc.[gerf]In 68894 4/24/64)

whicn was responsible forAtréining agents for

assignment in Latin America. His specific responsi-

bility peftained to handling of agent operations |

in El Salvador. (CIA Doc. Personal Record Quest®@n-— o ¢ &
@ o ¥ naire 6/4/64; CIA Doc. [q;;é]xn 68894 4/24/64)

7763, 5/1/64) Effectlve on May 1, A-1 was under
contract with the CIA for operational purposes.

i

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

//ﬁy Juﬂe 23, 1964, Langosch was conVLndga-that A-1

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

s

There is no. question in my mind that

AMMUG-1 is a bona fide defector or

that he has furnished us with accurate

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

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

1963 until his defection was assigned to the DGI's

A-1 ldcntlLled for the CIA the Cuban Intelll—
gence officers assigned_to Mexico Clty.‘ Langosch.
described A-1's knowledge of DGI operations in

Mexico as follows:

Classification: _

000693

Classthed by derlvchon

. R O, . W

G,

G, N

NP

D SRR

%



Classification: _ EERTE

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

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

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

Thus, A~1 was able to provide the CIA soon
after his defection with accurate informatién
regarding DGI operations and DGI employees in
Mexico City. '7% T sact £mm T2

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

available to the Warren Commission.
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The Committee's ‘initial review of the

. materials provided by the CIA to the Warren

e
o~

Commission did hot_disclose the existence of the
AMMUG files. However, the Committee did during

the coursé of its review examine a file containing
material passed to the Rockefeller Commission. That
file made reference to A-l. Included_in this

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

this file were the A-1 debriefing memorando of

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

to Luisa Calderon. (CIA Doc. FOIA £687-295, attach's
z A4
4 and 5) Following review of the memoranda, the

Committee requested access to all CIA files

oxr
concerning referring to A-1l.

From review of these materials the Committe§® &

has determined that the Warren Commission did learn
during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey Oswald probably

had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City.
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+he Waen Cammission

Prior toklearnlng of Oswald's probable contact

with DGI officers, James Angleton, Chief of the

CIA's Counter Inteiligence'Staff passed an internal

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

) Vol .=
Commission Report 4 P2 1729 ){CIA Doc. FOIA 689-298,

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

also wroters

i2 I disgaéggd with Mr. Helms the nature of

the recent information which you are
proceSSLng which orlglnated _with the

O sensitivé Western H emlspherglsource. I

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

the question of timing. (Ibid.)
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to in Angleton's memowas A-1. This conclusion is
based in part upon the date of this memo which
was quite close in time to A-l's defection. 1In
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/investiga%ive efforts and assistance to the
Commission. (CIA Doc. FOIA 695-302-A, 5/14/64)
At Tab E of this 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 briefed on the

Cuban asspect. (Ibid., Tab E)

On May 15, 1964, the day of McCone's interview,

the Warren Commission received its first formal 8

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

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

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

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

Attached to the May 15 communication was a
copy of Langosch's above reférencéd memorandunt of
May 5, 1964 regarding knowledge of Oswald's pro-
babléacontact Qith'thé DGI in Mexico (ity. The
attachment made no.reference to the source's status
as a defector from the DGI. (Ibid., attachment)

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

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

of Nov. 22 _details of her
her conversation ana“éZsociation with Cuban Intelligence

- S

were w1thheld from the Warren Commission. This
information asdescrlbedabove, was derived from
However,
debrleflngs of A-1l. From the Commlttee S review
of the A-1 file provided by the CIA, the Committee
has not found any credible evidence indicating that
other information provided by A-1 to ‘the CIA was
relevant to the work of the Warren Commissioni However,
in its review the Committee has determined that a |
specific document_aieferenced in the A-1 file is
not present in that file.
| The missing item is of considerable concern to
the Committee. It is a debriefing feport of A-1
.i;' entitled “The Oswald Case." (CIA Doc Dispatch[UFGW-]
5035, 3/23/65) On March 23, 1965, a CIA dispatch®® o °
‘records the transmittal'of the repo;t, along w;th
eleven other A-1 debriefing reports. (Ihid.) Next to
the listing of the "Oswald Case" debriefing report

is the handwritten notation "SI." A CIA employee

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

notation was the symbol for the CIA component

known as Special Intelligence. Other CIA

representatives believed the notation was a

P’y

reference to the Counterintelligence component

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

JER

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

the original Langosch memorandum of May 5, 1964

concerning AMMUG's knowledge of Lee Harve
’ GhepTo mSork )

Oswald's vossible contact with the DX:[.* pJQrcrth(QS> &
( Commiz A0S n.-t cesalid 4o (T3 %tm&ﬂow&hﬁf‘f Peorietirs W‘ E
e -. ® 55 (hoizd & bo@lic ian ot + oxu\ membr«f\d.v-wn 7

e Committe€ has questloned A s ca

\}

officers regarding additional information that A-1 may

<

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

have contact with the Warren Commission and does 28 > .

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

briefings was supplied to the Warren Commission. (HSCA 5-
Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch 8/21/78; Cite also ~
Interviews gflﬁ;iaaéo'§ P;cc;igy\\ﬁe also stated that i ;?
he does not™ ﬁecall‘t%at A.ldprOQLded any other information ;
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*The CIA memorandum states in part as follows:

When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-l's defection
and considered the possibility that he
might have some knowledge of the Oswald
case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions
to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing
AMMUG-1...WH desk records reflect that
. AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding
this questionnaire.../B/ecause the debriefing
on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive
matter, it was dictated directly to a CI
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on
5 May 1964. /Note. A-1 was debriefed on
several subjects on 4 May 64. -The procedure
was to assign each subject discussed a
debriefing number and they were written
up in contact report form by the WH case
officer. The instructions from CI staff
were to handle the Oswald case debriefing
very closely and not to keep any copies in
WH Division/. The "Oswald Case" was
logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing
report number 40, but the report itself
o was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly _ L
R to a CI staff stenographer. There would %
S be no reason to include the number 40 on 5
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; , z
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald B ¥

listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic)
the only AMMUG-1 debriefing report in
Oswald's 201 file.

(CIA Doc., Memorandum for the Record, Regarding
AMMUG-1 Debriefing Report on the Oswald
Case, 27 September, 1978, p. 1)
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on Oswald's contact with the DGI except for that

set forth in the Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8

as discussed herein. (Ibid.) ///
In rther effort to :}arify théhsubstance
/

of information tg;t A-1 pSQV1ded Ao the CIA/
/

ing Oswald’ the C ltte// as attempted

)

ocate A-l{/ The CIA has 6;0 attempted to

/ / . .
Yocate A- i/fwhose presentfrelatlo Ship w1th P
/ %

- the Agency is amb uous/ but has been unable) >

14

}t” to determlne his present whereabouts; The CIA's
, (‘ /
1nablllty t?/docaté/A-l has been source of

concern to’thls,Commlttee, partlcularly in

light of hlS lonag aSSOQlatLOH/WLth the Agency.
' r‘crv'_u:uéy Mcom?l-aﬂ({.rh Cenusd e
st ¥nform LeﬁlA 1
/V(ﬂg

' Thuyf'\-_' .. TG !‘(Lyo
may havg supplied the CIA about’/Oswald. .Hewever &rith

),

the exception of the Calderon episode and on the R s v

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

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

A separate question remains, however. The

Agency, as noted earlier, did not reveal to the

Warren Commission that A-1 was present in the
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*An April 1978 CIA communication to the FBI regarding
A-1 states in pertinent part:

Since 1971 (A-1) has not been involved
in any :CIA-operation in Miami or elsewhere.

@ <L [—‘}osephhuorrls %s the alias of a CIA

.representativelwho periodically debriefs
(A-1) on personalltles and methods of the
DGI.] There is no other CIA involvement with

A -l¢  Rodriguez. (CIA Doc. 088%6023,—~CIA 202417, &/7/”77

Wol..d;A-1 File 203k—P49653%

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

Informed "Calvia"™ on 15 April 1977 that
(A-l)[is still an active contact} not
receiving any salary, but could "be paid if

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

due consideration to the CIA's serious concern

for protecting its sources, the fact that aA-1's

Commission from exercising a possible option,

status was not disclosed prevented the Warren . - g
i.e. to take the sworn testimony of A-1 as it §

concerned Oswald and the Kennedy assassination.

On this issue, as- the written record tends to | ' £
show, the Agency unilaterally rejected the possibility | §
of exercising this option.

'In light of the establishment of A-1l's
hona fides/. _ | = : ;, his

proven reliability and his depth of knowledge of

Cuban intelligence activities, this option might

well have been considered by the Warren Commission.
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During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General y

' =

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

' ' =

was discussion of the CIAa-Mafia plots and an =
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Agency project referred to as the AMLASH

operation (CIA Inspector General Report 1967
pp. 1-74, 78-112). The AMLASH operation involved

a high level Cuban official (assigned the CIA

cryptonym AMLASH/1) who, during 1962 while meeﬁing
gg with a CIA representative expressed the desire to
assassinéte Fidel Castro (Ibid., p. 84). As a
égx result of AMLASH's expressed objective and the
CIA's desire to find a viable poiitical-alternétive
to the Castro regime, the Agencylsubsequégéi?“
prévided'AMLASH'with both moral aﬁdm;ézééigiA

support designed to depose Fidel Castro. (Ibid.,

pp- 80-94). The AMLASH operation was terminated

CNgEEn, REDh. WA, QD SR, IS,

by the CIA in 19635 as the result of security leaks.

o (Ibid. pp. 104-106) During 1965, AMLASH and his

R

conspirators were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting

against Castro. AMLASH was sentenced to death, but
. o . ¢ -

e

at Castro's request the sentence was reduced to
twenty-five years imprisonment. (Ibid.. pp. 107-110).

. In its examination of the AMLASH operation

the 1987 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both

o]
o«

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

i

i
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The most striking example of the CIA's direct
offér 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 meéting.with a Cuban agent in Paris ahd'giving
him an assassination device for use against CASTRO."
(Ibid.)

The 1967 IGR offered no firm evidence confirming
or refuting Casffo‘s kndwledge of the AMLASH operation
prior to the assassination of President Kennéa§f*xrhe
1967 IGR did note that in 1965 when AMLASH was ~—

[ T ’ .
tried in“Havanaabress reports of Cuban knowledge

/
of AMLASH's associétidn with the CIA weredated from
Novenmber 1964, approximately one year after President
Kenﬂed&‘s assassination- (Ibié. p. 111).

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

The AMLASH plot was more rélevant to the

Warren Commision work than the early CIA

assassination plots with the underworld.

Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH
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operation was in progress at the time

- of the assassination; unlike the earlier

plots, the AMLASH operation could

clearly be traced to the CIA; and

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

to retaliate for such plotting. No one
directly involved in either investigation
(i.e. the CIa andbthe FBIf‘was told of
the AMLASH operation. No one investi-

gated a connection between the AMLASH

operation and President Kennedy's

' assassination. Although Oswald had been

in contact with pro-Castro and anti-
Castro groups for many months before the
assassination, the CIA did not conduct P,

a thorough investigation of questions

of Cuban government or Cuban exile

involvement in the assassination. (Ibid. p. 5).°
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In 1977, the CIA issued a se tor

_.General's Report concerning the subject of CIA

sponsored assassination plots. This Report, in

_i*."‘"“/‘"& [
large part, was intended as a: rebuttal of the -

’ o

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
B  view that it should have beeh_reported
to the Warren Commission. (1977 IG§/§' 2)
The 1977 IGR concluded that prlor to the
assassxnatlon of Presxdent Kenwedy, the AMI.ASH
operation was not an ussaSSLndtlon plot.

LT ,,r

Nevertheless, the 1977 IGR.did,eB@te: —

- e o -7 o
It would have serggz to reipforce .the e I

e Warre CommLsélon)
. . 'a brqader view B,
s _l’av e of
A S o, could.
é{'\/

A )/ ;%mctmmg
then saWw in neral térms-—--
he posgibility of So¥iet or Cuban
involvyément }n the_assaSSLnatlon

because of - the tenSLOns of’ the time.
It is not ‘enough” to be able to point
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Testimony of Richard Helms, 4/24/75 pp. 389-391,392)

ication: . _SEGRET—
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to erroneous,critjcisms.made today.
The Agency ghould havé t Iden broéder
initiativeg thed as fell/ That/
CIA employees At theé t%@é felt<-as
they obviously di@l-that the sactivities
aboutazhich ey;kneq/had ng relevance

S
A
\\'\
&

)

to the/Warren Commission ipquiry does ' -
not take the place of a record of
conscious review. (Ibid. p. %I)

TN otattinas T2 D

employee in contact with the Warren Commission on
a regular basis, testified to the Rockefeller

Commission that he did ﬁot beliéve the AMLASH

NS QW @R OEL.

operation was relevant to the investigation of

President Kennedy's death. (Rockefeller Commission,

B

In addition, Mr. Helms testified before this

T,

Committee that the AMLASH operation was not designed

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

Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 26~27). %

A contrasting view to the testiﬁony of Mr. )

Helms was offered by Joseph Langosch who in 1963 o, , %

was the Chief of Counterintelligence for the CIA's Special*¥; )

Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component gté%%
responsible for CIA‘operations directed against

the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence %

Services (HSCA Ciass. Affidavit of Joseph Langosch, ?

B s W-oa ol 4
A2 A £
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Sept; 14, 1978, p. 1) The Special Affairs Staff

was heéded by Desmond FitzGerald and was responsible

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

safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign

intelligence services, particularly the Cuban
Intelligence Services (HSCA Classified Affidavit

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

el

Langosch's recollection that:

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

' operation initiated and sponsored by the
\ CIA. (Ibid., p. 4)

4 Ay . ' e

Langosch further reébllected that as of 1962

N

it was highly possible that the Cuban Intelligenqegs é,'.
Services were aware of AMLASH and his association

with the CIA and that the information upon which

he based his conclusion that the AMLASH

operation was insecure was available to senior level CIA
Jexp S~

officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. (Ibid., p. 4).

S

However, the issue before this Committee is
Elgssification: ——seeretm— 600112
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*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, this
Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit

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

drew the following conclusions: '

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

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

He also stated:

Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH
operation as an "assassgéation operation"; the

case officer did not; I, as Executive Officer, never

discussed any aspect of the AMLASH operation_with
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the otf8r o
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not
have so characterized it since they did not know
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.

The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day

of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, ». 2/), (Ibid.,
par. 6, p. 3)
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assassination plot prior to President Kennedy's

death. The bﬁyader and more significant issue,

as the lQ??ﬁ}GR has ldentlfled it, is whether

the AMLASH operation was of sufficient relevancy

to have been reported‘to the Warren Commission.

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

Based upoﬁ the presently available evidence
it is the Committee's position that such informa-
tion, if made available to the Warren Commission,
might have stimulated the Commission's investiga-

tive concern for possible Cuban involvement or

complicity in the assassination. As J. Lee Rankin

commented before this Committee:

..when I read...the'Church Committee's 2 .

report--it was an ideal situation for
them to just pick out any way they

wanted to tell the story and fit it

in with the facts that had to be met
and then either blame the rest of it
on somebody else or not tell any more
or polish it off. I don't think that
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could have happened back in 1964.
I think there would have been a
much better chance of getting to
the heart of it. It might have
only revealed that we are involved
'in it and who approved it and all
that. But I think that would _
" have at least come out. (HSCA Class..
Depo. of J. Lee Rankin, 8/17/78, p.91)
The Committee is in agreement with Mr. Rankin
that had the AMLASH operation been disclosed to
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have
been able to foreclose the speculation and conjecture
that has s urrounded the AMLASH operation during
the past decade. 2s 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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