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The Central Intelllgence Agency s performance

has been a source of controversy since the
1nceptlon of the Warren Comml551on.: Crltlcs-

e _have repeatedly charged that the CIA parthlPated

nln a consplracy de51gned to suppress 1nformatlon
relevant to the assaSSLnatlon of Pre51dent Kennedy._.r;-

Durlng 1976 the crltlc s

assertlons were the subject of offrcral 1nqu1rv

'by the Senate Select Conmlttee to Study ':H;:i

‘Governmental Operatlons (herelnafter SsC) .- Thau?ﬁ

SSC, ln ltS report regardlng "The Investlcatlon

of the Assassrnatlon of Presrdent John F. hennedy.

Performance of the Intelllgence Agenc1es reached
th° follow:\.ng conclus:.on- -

-

R e
The Commlttee emphaslzes that it has - IR
not uncovered any evidence. su fficient
© . to justlfy a conclu51on that there was . .-
a consplracy a<=sa551nate Pres:Ldent '
Kennedy o :

The. Conmlttee has,_however, developed ;gﬁff
_‘evwdence whlch lmpeaches the process
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m is to be used for moterlol extrocted

(Th(s fof
qntrolled documents.) -
- from GIATERTR the intelligence ‘agencies

arrlved at their own conclusxons
‘about- the assassination, and by
which they: provided information
to the Warren. Commission. ‘This-
‘evidence indicates- that the ..~
1nvest1gatlon of the- assassina- -
~tion was deficient and that facts
which might have substantlally

affected the course of the inves- AR ;" | g

tigation were not provided the
Warren Commission or those '
individuals within the FBI and o
the CIA, as well as. other agencies:
. of Government, who were charged
.. with investigating the assassrna—
o tlon. (9s¢C, Bacr' pro PQ)

'Thls Commlttee has sought to examlne ln

'-7fgreater detall the general flndlngs of the SSC.

‘The Commlttee has partlcularly focused lts attentlonﬁf*'

;Mon the spec1f1c lssue of whether the CIA.or any
*raemployee or. former employee of the CIA m151nformed
hor w1thheld lnformatlon relevant to the assaSSLna-t fly.»i
tlon of PreSLdent Kennedy from the Warren |
..Comm1551on. In addltlon, the Commlttee has

attempted to determlne whether, 1f the Warren _ﬁﬁ\ o

Comm1351on was mlslnformed or not made prlvy to
lnformatlon relevant to its 1nvest1gatlon,

the mLSLnformlng or w1thhold1ng of

ev1dence from the Warren CommlsSLOn was the

 Classification:



o 77 WR) o Th:Ls Report was h:.ghly cr:._t:.cal of
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Closmflcoﬂon- :

(Thts form i< to be used for- ‘material extrocted L
from ClA-—-controlled documents ) : S

»result of a consc:.ous J.ntent to do SO by the

Agency or J.tS employees.‘

| ._ The COmm:Lttee has .sought to exam:.ne the
: 1ssue detaJ.led above 1n both an objectlve

'_ 'and d:.sc::.pllned manner.__ In order to accomle.sh

| _ thJ.S goal ‘the Comm::.ttee has utilized a. 1977 T&f(f T‘~=a<
am kK

Report liy/ﬂte/cl % :_er\al (herelnafter -

as#% paleireso AMIAS H

' 'V'»,F:.nal Report conveyed an mpress:.on of llmlted -

":'fvdlsagreement w:Lthi'thJ.s characterlzatlon of". ,he

’effort by the CIA to ass:.st the -Warren Comm:.ss:.on

1n 1ts work.r The 77 IGR was J.n fundamental

: SSC fJ.nd:Lngs and noted that "CIA dld seek and BEAR

collect 1nformatlon in support of the ’Warren

‘ the SSC flndings and asserted that the- SSC S g

' Comm:.ss:.on.. Addltlonally, 1t conducted studJ.es

and submltted spec:.al analyses and reports.

(77 IGR, Introductlon to Tab By - ’Q' . g
. In order to demonstrate further the scope R
f support prov:.ded by ‘the CIA to the Warren ', : g

" Comm:.ss:.on, the 77 IGR contalned a comprehens:.ve f“ -
llstlng of CIA generated materlal nade avallable . §
.'.'CICISSIfICCIfIOH‘ ; §

oty anell 0002




'-1]it0 both the U.S. Intelllgence Communlty and

':s{ _'the Warren Comm1s51on regardlng the assa551na

'7*{'tlon of PreSLdent Kennedy. In thlS reSPeCt/

~5é]ithe Comrlttee has paralled ltS rev1ew to the

’dassi'ficaﬁons _

(Thls form is to be used for mafencl exfracted
from ClA—controlIed documents.) '

:fthe Commlttee agrees with the 77 IGR whereln
‘lt is stated that "This complllatlon (of
CIA generated materlal) is’ approprlate to
';”con51deratlon of the extent of the CIA effort,lf:

to the extent that 1t reveals somethlng of

the results of that effort. : (77 IGR, Introductlon

to Tab E).

In examlnlng the Agency s comprehen51ve

"_;llstlng of CIA generated materlal referenced above,

:”structure glven to these materlalsby the 77 IGR.-;

In thls regard the 77 IGR detallsfour 1nter—“-' .

related compllatlons of Kennedy assa551natlon.

;l'materlal. These four conpllatlons are.

R | l) Agency dlssemlnatlon of 1nformatlon
"to the Intelllgence Communlty (Formal
| and Informal Dlssemlnatlons)

25 Dlssemlnatlon of materlal to the

o Warren Commlsslon-~f‘°'

R . .

PO L e
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(Thus form is to’ be used for maferlcll extracted
- from ClA——controlled documenfs) Lo

3) Agency dlssemlnatlon to the FBI et al*lfﬁ'

r;fregardlngérumors'andﬂallegatlons 7'

ﬂ fregardlng Pre51dent Kennedy:s
jassa551natlon | | VV :
4),Memorandum submltted by CIA to the "
:,JWarren Comm1551on on Rumors and |
Allegatlons Relatlng to the Pre51dent s:;
"7i_Assa551natlon (77 IGR, Introductlon |

"-"fto Tab E. )

In rev1ew1nq these comollatlons

' the Commlttee-dff tocused upon those

*_CIA materlals whlch the 77 IGR documented as hav1ng '?ff"”

”¥ixmade avallable in wrltten form to the Warren_
N Comm;ssmon.;hf“

[ Durlng the course of tnls study, addltlonall.fo-'*

Agency flles have been rev1ewed. These flles have.'
been examlned 1n an effort to resolve certaln

1ssues created by the rev1ew of the Agency S

compllatlons dlscussed 1n thls report. Where R

'dapparent gaps ex1sted in. the wrltten record,_v' S

s flles have been requested and rev1ewed in an- effort

to;resolve-these-gaps.‘ Where 51gn1f1cant substantlve




"C|assifiédfion-'-' |

(Thls form is to be used for matenal exfrccfed
: . from ClA—contro"ed documients. ). B
1ssues have arisen related to the klnd and

quallty of lnformatlon prov1ded the Warren}f

. Commrssron,
rev1ewed in an effort to resolve these lssues.;~"

As a result, approxrmately thlrty flles, comprlslng

~an approxrmate total of nlnety:volumesroﬁ.”

material have been. examined and analyzed
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B The flndlngs set forth hereln are subject

'/ ex1st.
Secondly, due to dlSSlﬂllar standards oflnvestlgatlv
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|
l and analys:.s have not been located.
F

iin_preparation_of‘this report;f,»;:-*V

-Whether -thesef .

flles have also been requested and

tovmodlflcatlon due to the follow1ng consrdera-rgj
Durlng ‘the course of the past flfteen |
years, the CIA has generated ma551ve amounts of
1nfornatlon related to the assa551nat10n of
In splte of the Agency s-i

(ﬁsophlstlcated docunent retrleval system, certaln

documents requested by thls Commlttee for study

documents ‘merely have been flled lncorrectly or

destroyed, gaps in. the wrltten record Stlll do
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_ Classification:

. -‘A‘frorn.ClA—confrolled documents) S .
relevancy adopted by the CIA and thls Commlttee

[
ﬁ,;fcertaln_flles requEStEdibY'the Commlttee for ' <§;

have been made avallable to

the Commlttee 1n a samtlzed fashlon.. Therefore,

to the degree reflected by the Agency s denlal

of access and/or samtlzatlon of certaln materlals,

-'.thls study s conclu51ons are based upon the

-?best ev1dence avallable to the Commlttee th oughu
:thls may not be all relevant ev1dence to whlch
:athe Agency has access.ﬂiﬂz”f? | | |
| One must, moreover, glve due conSLderatlon

_to the role that oral dlscuSSLOns, oral brleflngs,;t

'fand meetlngs of WarreanommlsSLOn and CIA
'"representatlves may have played in the supply of
:assaSSLnatlon-related 1nformatlon by the CIP to
'the Warren Comm15510n.~ The subject and substance

' of these dlscussn.ons, brleflngs,’ and meetlngs

‘may not always be reflected by the wrltten _
record made the ]:E”_ subject of thls study fi‘ f e'd"_:ygg
'eTherefore, the Commlttee has conducted 1nterv1ews,-' o
:adep051tlons and executlve se551on hearlngs w1th
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key Warren Commlss1on staff and members and

‘*_former or present CIA representatlves in an
"~’feffort to resolve questlons that are not

'addressed by the wrltten record. - The resultsf

of the Commlttee s efforts to chronlcle this

:aspect of the worklng relatxonshlp between the'
"Warren Comm1551on and the . CIA w1ll be a subject
rfor drscu351on hereln. V |

':a In addltlon, thls report will examlne the e

study as outaned above, in the follow1ng general

'“ifi

forderﬂof dlscuSSLOn.vf“

'the -organlzatlon of the CIA s 1nvest1gatlon

: fof Presrdent Kennedy s. assass1natlon,

.»2)”

the working relatlonshlp‘of-the Warren-‘

”W3Comm15510n staff and those CIA representatlves

'ﬂ3)?fthe standards of lnvestlgatlve cooperatlon .

’?concerned with the Warren Comm1551on lnqulry,-

5wh1ch the Warren Comm1551on staff belleved

:W»to govern the quallty and quantlty of

Eilnformatlon supplied by the:CIA to the C

- followJ.ng subjects generated by the Comm:.ttee s o g

~ “Warren Commission;

. ?]gfﬁfi

Eaad by ey, CoBerk




W& m ﬁ 13- ba used foF mafsrfa' maam'
.em. @Azmm“sd decyments: )

T-8a—>

EEANT T

@) the CIA's concern for protection of its
:. ?tsehsitiveesoureesfahdtmethods;endsggé,
'consquent'effects of this eoncern-:;
.ugoﬁ thegwa:ren-Coﬁmissionfinvestigetion;:fs
R _ | . , e
f_the substance and quallty of 1nformatlons;?;1"'

7sconcern1ng Lulsa Calderon passed to the

B Warren Comm1551on and the results of thlsf[gj'
""QefCOmmlttee s lnvestlgatlon of Calderon SR
(/~”{-and her SLgnlflcance to the events of NN

| '?_-;’November_zz 1963.__, e

~II. Selechamm;f&t g*‘vtw ::—v B

,‘Commlssion 7
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J_ Organlzatlon of .CIA Investlgatlon

of Pre51dent Kennedy ] Assass1natlon

In hls Executlve Se551on testlmony before the Select

»Commlttee,.Rlchard Helms, the’ CIA s Deputy Dlrector for fi
'?Plans durlng 1963 descrlbed the CIA' S. role 'in the "

;7;nvest1gat1on‘of,Pre51dent Kennedy S assassination as

ThlS crlme was commltted on - Unlted
States 5011.’Therefore, as far as the
»Federal government was concerned the prl-‘
vmary lnvestlgatlng agency would have been

':the Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon thhout
»any questlon.\The role of the CiA would
nhave been entlrely supportlve lh‘th? senee;:_%g;‘hf
of what materlal we are (sic) able to | | ‘.;o

acqu;re outslde»the limits of the Unitedv.

St_ates.' Wlth reference to.the irnyestigation .

... For investigative purposes, the Agency
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' had no iﬁVestigative.rolefinSideithe'Unitedﬁfc;i“’u

* ’ i ” _ States 'at all. So when I used here the
;;}? I : iword supportlve,“ I meant that 1n the
P a o .'llteral sense of the term. We are. (51c)f
’ ‘ - | trying to support the FBI and support the
Warren Comm1551on and be respons1ve to 7
’ ‘thelr requests, but we were not :LnJ.tJ.at:Lng‘
,any lnvestlgatlons of our own or,_to my
:recollectlon, Were we ever asked to.ga.'fy
. (Executlve SeSSlon Testlmony of Rlchard
.Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 17-18.) - '_ | |
’c;on November 23 1963 Helms called a meetlng of senlor-;h
leuel CIA off1c1als to outllne the Agency s 1nvest1ga- .

X J :
}r 4 tlve respon31b111ty vis a vis the assa351natlon. (SSC,

g, -
_4~—/"Book V, p. 25 )~ —At_that tlme, Helms placed John Scelso /47 3

X‘) T—
{@h Branch Chlef ﬁer;G;A—eperatton;\In\Eéx1co cCentra&

;;?Amer&ca, and{Eaaamaf]ln charge of the Agency s lnltlaﬁh };:ﬁ
~;.1nvest1gat1ve efforts. (HSCA Class. Deposxtlon of John

7‘:;Scelso, 5/16/78 pp. lll 112 Exec. Se551on Testrmony

20005 3,
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rom A—-contro gg cumen

."’f"’of RJ.chard Helms 8/9/78, p. 10 )

B 8celso testlfled before the Select Commlttee,?f
:that he was glven charge of the Agency s lnvestlgatlon

on the ba51s of two conSLderatlons-h l).hls prlor "”,sf*‘:
'_experlence in conductlng major CIA securlty 1nvest1-_‘
gatlons and 2) the observance of Oswald byégggﬁ .

"_Lsurvelllance 1n Mex1co, (Scelso s operatlonal concern)

'ftaless than two months prlor to the assa551natlon. (SSC»
v?;rBook V, P 25 HSCA Class. Deposxtlon of John Scelso,f"
‘T'fp5/16/70, pp. 111—112 f Scelso also noted that S
'1dur1ng the course of hls lnvestlgatlve efforts, Helms
:”i.fidld not pressure hlm to adopt spec1f1c lnvestlgatlve l;ff-
liiitheorles nor reach conclu51ons w1th1n a set perlod of’
'.ftlme;p ExecutlvesSesslon Testlmonyjof Rlchard Helms‘;h

18/9/78, pp. 9-10)*

T %

Lok Raymond Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for @ o
. CIA's Counterintelligence Staff characterized Scelso's

v respon51blllty not as a mandate to investigate but

"~ ‘rather to "coordinate traffic (code facilitation,

' telegram or telegraphictconsideration) for working
with the DDP with respect to what was being done over
the whole world..." (HSCA. Class1f1ed Dep051tlon of

. R. Rocca, 7.17/78, p. 9.) .
~~ Rocca referred to this phase of cIa act1v1ty as -
o the GPFLOOR phase. (Ibld )

083011if?
E&"os%‘?%% '99 %e":cg ﬁ:"n :__._
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(Thus form is to be used’ for moterlol extraded
from ClA-—controlled documenfs) . R

'"f}JScelso descrlbed in’ detall to the Commltte the

1»'manner 1n whlch he conducted the Agency s lnvestlga-f-f

-~ 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 trac1ng names, analyzing files. -

o We ‘were flooded with cable trafflc, w1th
'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 ClaSSlfled
.DepOSLtlon of John Scelso, 5/16/70, pP- - 131)* R

* o Durlmg the course “of the Agency s 1nvet1gatlon, Llalson-'

“1rch 0 I\Ieal;_-.f\,wa-‘L

w1th the FBI was handled for the CIA by

' {Ibld. p. 80 ) At the tlme of the assaSSLnatlon Mr 0 Neal,i

- a former FBI. agent, was Chief of - the Spec1a1 Investlgatlons

Group of the CIA's Counterlntelllgence Staff. (HSCA Classxfled
De9051tlon of Blrch o' Neal, 6/20/78 p. 7, 52 ). Mr of Neal

-characterlzed hlS functlons w1th reSpect to the Agency
‘as follows.yf" | i;_
| (ThlS footnote -- Footnote *. —- continuesv'
-~ on bottom of page 5) - ' ‘ IR

N
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’“”?-recollectlon, however, that throughout hlS tenure as
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Z“E*Scelso stated durlng hlS testlmony that CIA w

ﬁ':'fleld statlons worldw1de were alerted to the Agency s ’};
Jlnvestlgatlon .and ‘the key statlons were rece1v1ng |

'tlps on the case, most of whlch were phony. We dld not
'3send out 1nstructlons saylng everybody part1c1pate in -

the 1nvest1gatlon. (Ibld -p. ©133. )' It was his

*coordlnator of the Agency s 1nvest1gatlon, the Mexlco _"

: Clty Statlon was the only CIA fleld statlon dlrectly

Footnote *"-— contlnued from bottom of page 4.

_ T knew that we (at CIA) dld not have the . R
- basic responSLblllty for investigating the f"ff'”
assaSSLnatlon of the President. If there was .
a crlme commited in the course of this" act1v1ty,
-sit) it belonged to the FBI. I recognized that
. .it was our responsibility to give the fullest .
cooperatlon to the FBI to protect the Agency -
with regard to any aspects of our operatlons, S
_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-. R
operated, and he always fully cooperated w1th . -7
(Ibld p. 52 ) ' . , L

o' Neal noted that hlS offlce (CI/SIG) at the dlrectlon of
the Chlef of Counterlntelllgence, James Angleton was - '
deSLgnated the central polnt for collectlon of assassxnatlon-a"

"'related 1nformatlon made ava;lable to_the FBI. (Ibld pp. 52 53

:__,{;'--El"“‘i‘eé E;%’fﬁvv%""“ U
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1;f1nvolved ln lnvestigatory act1v1t1es related to PreSLdent*“:’“5“
'eKennedy S assaSSLnatlon. (Ibld ) S o
: b«&;&rbalg - .
Durlng the latter half of December; Scelso pi‘
1ssued a summary report which descrlbed Oswald'
act1v1t1es 1n Mex1co Clty from September 26 1963 -
October 3 1963 Scelso characterlzed the summary reportf'
. as 1ncomplete by comparlson to' assas51natlon-related
'ianformatlon then avallable to the FBI but not prov1ded
to CIA’ untll lagg%ggb. 1963 (Ibld p.,114 llS ) (CIA
'VDocument Report by John Scelso to C/CI 24 Dec.163 )*

Follow1ng 1ssuance of thls report Helms shlfted

.',respon81b111ty for the CIA s 1nvest1gatlon of PreSLdent
Kennedy s assa551nat10n to the Counterlntelllgence y
-Staff (HSCA Cla551f1ed Depos;tlon.of John Scelso,
5/16/78 -136 cf - HSCA ClaSSlfled Dep051tlon of

'Raymond Rocca,»7/17/78 pP. 15. whereln Rocca states that

respon51blllty shlfted from Scelso. to CI Staff on aﬁil‘ ;‘Qﬁ'ﬁf

* Approx1mately two days after President. Kennedy' S'j

' assassination, Scelso prepared a summary’ report,g:.' o
provided to- Pre51dent Johnson by Helms. This report
adopted the position that Oswald probably was. a .lone
assassin who had no visible ties to Soviet or Cuban
‘intelligence ‘though. such ties could. not be excluded

jﬂiayfrom con51§arat1ﬁ@ rgIbld p._114 )
i ; . ¢ = P e :.‘.:-,.- — j

m e
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‘ ‘ January 12, 1964.“;) Helms testified that this Shlft J.n"
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.»?prESPOn51br11ty was a. 1og1ca1 development because the‘fb
”yilnvestlgatlon had begun to take on broader tones. .
-'(Executlve Ses51on Testlmony of Rlchard Helms, 8/9/78,
- p. 14, see .also HSCA ClaSSlfled DepOSLtlon of John
hchelso, 5/16/73, p, 138 ) '

Helms' reasonlng was expanded upon by Raymond

nefshlft 1n respon51b111ty descrlbed by Helms was caused

p(HSCA Cla551fled Dep031t10n of Raymond Rocca, pp. 12 13 )

i f_Rocca added-“f?*’

'-,It was entlrely approprlate in thea«“
* GPFLOOR ‘phase that he (Scelso) ‘would.
have that (responsibility for the Agency
lnvestlgatlon )  But the minute you had
~ a commission- set up outsilde ‘the line _ o
‘obviously had to be the Director, and from - -
the Director to his Chief of Operations
. overseas, because the spread involved
__then all of the. lelSlons.} Here you had
Mr. - (Scelso) belng asked to 51gn off on .
_ atﬂhad_toﬂdo the.
w1th[U K.} withfAustralia, and.lt would .
~have-Seemad to . erly’ dmlnlstratlvely
simply a hybrid monster. (HSCA Classified
Deposition of R. Rocca, 7/17/78, P- 12 )

James Angleton supported Rocca S bellef that “the o

"'_spread (of lnvestlgatlve respon51b111ty) 1nvolved...3 .

’ _Rooca';thot testlfled before the Commlttee that the1£*5ﬁ?”h

”flgln part by the establlshment of the Warren CommLSSLOn..:"

S Yow
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" all of the (CIA) divisions.” Angleton testifed - .
to this Comﬁittee that the Agency‘s efforts.to
gather and coordlnate 1nformatlon related to |

. ,the assa531natlon underwent a metamorphlc _‘

.hfmftran51tlon.g Inltlally, Angleton noted the |

'udnlrector, Deputy Dlrector, DlVlSlon Chlefs and :kth

Case Ofchers approached Warren Comm1351ong |
:requlrements in a plecemeal fashlon.v However,;-Vn"};3r
yAngleton testlfled the Agency was eventually
;iable to focus 1ts resources to avold dupllcatlonf;_f;:3
'{of effort and prov1de a system for the central
,:referenc1ng of assas51natlon related 1nformatlonjv 1
- as such lnformatlon was developed. (HSCA |
y'Cla551f1ed Deposmtlon of James Angleton,i.

'ffN10/5/7§1 PP. 76—77, see also HSCA Class;fled 'qsl ;;hu'h'

beposition of Raymond Rocca, 8/17/78,3 '

P 23.)

i e,
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‘The record reveals that durlng thlS second'phase
.; of CIA 1nformatlon collectlon efforts ln support of
" the Warren CommlSSSlOn lnvestlgatlon the concentratlonr?; =
| of Agency resources shlfted ln empha51s from exploratlon
N of Oswald's act1v1t1es in Mexlco Clty to hlS re31dency ’
71n the Sov1et Unlon durlng 1959 1962 and pOSSlble p
ffassoclatlon w1th the Sov1et 1ntelllgence apparatus.. s{srﬁa” )
.'r(Ibld., pp 32 33 44 Executlve SeSSlon of Testlmony of
-t Rlchard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 23 ) #%t_oriunqlw Rocca coﬁmented'
}that durlng thls phase prlmary 1nterest 1n support of the ;'“.ﬁﬁ
VWarren CommLSSLQn was to follow-up on Sov1et leads-hf"dvn
on’ the assumptlon that a person who spends
'vfour years**ln the Sov1et Unlon, under hlS
c1rcumstances, ‘had to be of spec1f1c lnterest
to Sov1et State securlty and thelr collateral
nfauthorltles.v’(HSCA Class1f1ed Dep051tlon of .. .
.Raymond Rocca, pp. 32- 33 . (seef?%%(”)’ » ,
:Therefore, Rocca concluded, the areas the CIA tended

to concentrate on concerned the Sov1 ts.¢-

= A‘§j5090017
' 8“5'#33 1 és-;%" o

| -“‘:'2&.0:,, 0




ndasslfieaﬂem

- (This - kﬁﬂ\isfe bs wwd ﬁw.ma%wmlamhﬂgmﬂ
from ClA—=centrolled dm»

*The follow1ng exchange between Mr. Rocca and Commlttee

’by the Agency . related to'its investigation of possxble
.;Cuban lnvolvement ln the assaSSLnatlon.,: ' :

R Mr Goldsmlth. Earller, when I asked you whlch

S areas .of the case received empha51s, I believe that you

. indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasxs
was the Soviet connectlon.

S Mr Rocca. That was certalnly the one that I would
say domlnated —-— looking at 1t from my point of v1ew. .

S Mr Goldsmlth. Now, had you known about the anti-~ . .

‘,Q.Castro assa551natlon plots on .the part of -the CIA, 'would

S you have given more" priority, more emphasis, to: the .
'Jp0551b111ty of a Castro consplracy to klll the Presrdent’

» Mr Rocca. Agaln, I say that lt would have
‘51mply lnten51f1ed it, that there was attention given

on’ the Cuban 51de.a.-,

. The organlzatlon of their serv1ce ‘and thelr _
operatlon in Mexico was something entlrely entirely . (51c)

Seett/s'area of proficiency. So the defectors had only
begun. to come out and they came out later, the Cuban
defectors.-,, : . : '__, ‘

: | ‘ _yf,_ Coe So, I can' t -— I really can't say that (a) the
‘ S Cuban connection was ignored, because ‘it wasn't._ The

press was fllled w1th ‘it at the tlme.,

The Harker 1nterv1ew should have been undoubt&ﬁly. o
glven greater attention in a generallzed sense; but it
was given specific attention, I was told at the tlme of
the Rockefeller thlng.

l Mr. Goldsmlth. In what way was. the Cuban-connection
1nvest1gated° : oo ' o -

‘Mr. Rocca.' I don t know. I don t know this.
That Slde of the report strlkes me as being 1nadequate.

i

‘Counsel sheds further light on the difficulties. encountered - .-

to it, not partlcularly by the staff I had no capab11it1es~7

. within =-'it was an enigma . at the time." They were just " t,f'
" getting started. This was WH's area. “This was Win- — tﬁlbva

‘;000018};
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: Mr. Goldsm;th.% Well, when I sald ‘to what extentf»fz,
) was ‘the. - Cuban connection 1nvest1gated, Idon't- mean: by S
,;;jthe Warren. Comm1551on.; I mean to what extent dld the R
o ‘Agency prov1de —--' e : : : .

ST M. Rocca.' That~I-oanPt,ansWer.« ifoertainiyk"
‘1-d1dn t do 1t. - o I . ST
| Mr. Goldsmlth Pardon ‘me?

Mr;vRoccaa* We certalnly dldn t, in R & A

Mr; Goldsmlth. So, CI/R & A dld not - j
'fThls”was something left to ‘the people who were concerned
-,spec1f1cally w1th Cuban lntelllgence and securlty operatlon. :
: Mr. Goldsmlth. But I belleve earller we i :
ﬂestabllshed that Mr. ‘Helms . gave orders that 1nformatlon
pertinent to the assa551natlon was to go through your
-offlce, correct’ : o .. o

Mr Rocca.» Yes.

S Mr Goldsmlth. And once 1nformatlon pertlnent

fto the -assassination- went- through your office, I take (it)
you or Mr. Helms would decide what information would

be relevant for the Warren Commlss1on to see.

Mr. Rocca.. Go into the Cuban side of it at all._}fid;wfgi
Is that correct" . é
"_‘VMr-;?Rocca.' Well -- o o o g
u:Mr}:Goldsmlth.- Based-upon.what you knew9f€ff§§. ;*fﬂ e
Mr. Rocca. ‘Well, everythlng would go, yes."
o M?t Goldsmlth. Therefore, you’ were in the
position, it would seem, to know what information was

being generated in the fleld that was goxng to the-?
»Warren Comm1551on. : R : . ;

Earller I asked you’ whlch area recelved empha51s
cand I belleve you lndlcated that the Soviet area’ (dld)

ET
éiaezmeanan- . S 5C?
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oo Mr. Rocca.” Prlmarlly, prlmarlly. ‘But I dldn t .
g;mean by that that it excluded the Cuban, because there .
.was. _a-:lot of material that came:through-and: went to the B
S “Comm1551on that concerned the Cubans._~

Mr. Goldsmlth. Let s go off the record. Aﬁ&éd*a
(D15cussron off the record )

Mr. Goldsmlth._ Let s contlnue.

N o Mr. Rocca. My recollectlon is that at the tlme
. the great press maniféestation was that Cuban exiles who

. ‘were in touch:with CIA had been- somehow 1nvolved ln thlS.
t}Thls was the great concern.“_'** s o

_ Mr Goldsmlth. That's another poss1b111ty.
gThere are dlfferent -

: Mr.-Rocca. Questlons went .down to WH do you
.;'have ‘anybody who ‘could p0351bly have gotten 1nvolved in.
, thls klnd of thlng.~ : .

ST L There was extraordlnary dlllgence, I'thought;h
LA *ﬁexerclsed to try to clarlfy that Slde.s=. g

: , Mr Goldsmlth - Do~ you thlnk that the p0551b111ty
'1of an assassmnatlon plot by Castro agalnst the Pre51dent
was adequately 1nvest1gated° :

(Pause)

‘. 'Mr. Rocca. . With the advantages .of 20-20 hind-
'“51ght, I could. say probably not. But at the time it seems
to me that they gave due attention to lt'-- w1th1n the o
: lnformatlon that I had at my dlsposal.
: oKX

.

'*?In fact, spent 2 years, 8 months in the Soviet Union
October 1959 - June 1962 - S

setRET i

| "ir;’&&aﬁsaﬁan«' — _ 0@sozd
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. (Ibid., p. 44y

‘i tlon pertalnlng to Cuban knowledge of or part1c1pat18h

that during'the second phase of the Agency's support"

D
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because the people he was in touch w1th ln
" w‘had traces, prlor traces, as KGB
people.x They were under consular

‘cover and obviously could have been

doing and:were undoubtedly doing a

~ consular job in those earlier contacts..
(Ibld., p. 33)

:However, Rocca dld lndlcate that Cuban aspectS”:"
of the CIA lnvestlgatlon were not lgnored “because -
there was a 1ot=of materlal that came . through and

went to the CommlsSLOn that concerned the Cubans.,ll

Mr Helms also testlfled that the 90551b111ty L

of Cuban lnvolvement in Pre51dent Kennedy s
assassxnatlon was a source of deep concern w1th1n thenh

Agency. (Exec. Se551on Testimony of R Helms,.8/9/78 p. 21)

',Nevertheless, Mr Helms stated that development of lnforma—ffw

in the assassxnatlon was very.dlfflcult to obta;n,.l
(Ibid., p. 138)

Angleton'was in agreement with Rocca's_analysisc

role to the Warren Commission the CIA concentrated ltS g

.
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"'ff;.05wa1d.; (Angleton, p. 86) He stated for the record
]iw1th regard to the Warren Comm15510n s lnvestlgatlon
”f(w1th the CIA s support) of p0551b1e Cuban lnvolvement -
in the assa551natlon--*" o | |
I‘pers0nally believe_that the United
1 States'intelligence'services did not
:_have the capabllltles to ever come to -
h“rian adjudlcatlon (of the Cuban aspect)
"?I don t thlnk the capabllltles were there.
'31(HSCA ClaSSlfled Dep051tlon of James Angleton,_

C310/5/7s, p. 93)

~aHHEn,
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f';i As noted above, the CI Staff assumed respon51b111ty dﬂ
in late December 1963 - early January 1964 for the ;~ .
coordlnatlon of CIA efforts to assist the Warren - :
Commission in its investigation. At that tlme/-Raymond -
Rocca, Ch1ef of Research and Analysis for CI Staff,,.

was desmgnated p01nt of contact with the Warren,'

Comm;ss;on. (HSCA Class;fled~Deposrtlon=ofﬂJames',u'

Angleton, 10/5/78: p. 77.) Rocca's‘Research and

’ Analys:.s component was concerned w:.th /( L

, analytlcal 1ntelllgence,vanalyt1cal :_v .

brainpower, which meant all source, all o

' .overt source comprehension; a study of R

_ f .. cases that had ceased to occupy opera-.u" :

Ty .- .- tional significance, that is, closed ‘cases,
to maintain the ongoing record of overall

:quality and quantity of counterintelligence

- being performed by the entire DDP operational -

-component;... the Deputy Director for Plans

- (HSCA Classified Deposition of R. Rocca, L
~ '8/17/78; See also HSCA Classified Dep051tlon -
~;of James Angleton, 10/5/78 P 77 ) : .

”5Mr; Rocca testlfled that assa551natlon—related

&

Q..W’

lnformatlon generated by CIA components was dlrected

to hls staff (as deSLgnated p01nt(3f contact w1th the

Warren Comm1551on) in the normal flow of day to day

o
N
g
-
N
N
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‘work (Ibld-, pp.,16—17 ) Thls 1nformatlon was thenrff5;?ﬁ’"“"

l_rev1ewed by Rocca or hlS 8881Stants who lncluded -
‘Hﬂhomas—ﬁall, (50v1et Expert), Pau%—ﬁartman (general S
research and search man for. the U.Ss. Intelllgence C
F'Communlty and . ltS resources), and Arthur_Doeley (who.f
- had transferred to the CIA from the FBI a number of A -
i”ayears prlor to the assa551natlonb(1b1d p. 17 ) =
,Durlng the course of the Warren Comm1551on lnvestr-_l’:
'“'}gatlon HallT—Hartman‘and*ﬁooiey worked with those
. cIa lelSlons produc1ng substantlve 1nformat10n
,{related to the assa551natlon. (Ibld ) . .

. Mr Rocca testlfled that even thoughif*'i”-.v
ngI/R&A was the Agency s 901nt of reference wlth regard
'Ato the Warren CommlsSLOn, nelther hlS staff nor. the )

'f_ CcI staff 1n general dlsplaced the dlrect relatlons of
aMr Helms or any other concerned Agency off1c1al w1th o
bfffthe Warren CommlsSLQn.: (Ibld.,.Rocca testlfled thatﬁ%blther *t’

fCI Staff nor hlS staff dlsplaced the CIA S Sov1et

- DlVlSlon (represented by Dax&d:Mﬁfphy, Chlef of the

) :7;A: e - i 333994““
Gbﬁm 5 CR*T
' 8323&‘35 %Kl %e"ivm oh: -——__:__——__
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SR d1v1510n and hls a551stant, Tennant—Bagiey) 1n

lts contact w1th the Comm1551on-,nor dld CI/R&A
dlsplace John Scelso in hls contact.w1th the,Warren
- Commission.) Rocca testlfled that in some lnstances _
‘d' J. Lee Rankln of the Warren Commxssxon would go dlrectly ;
to Helms with requests,and 1n other lnstances Dav1d
Slawson, a Comm1551on Staff counsel conferred dlrectly.
w1th Tom—Hall of Rocca s staff (Ibld p. 36 )*
| The record reveals that on certaln 1ssues oflt
partlcular sen51t1v1ty Rocca was not permltted to act
as the Agency s p01nt of contact w1th theFWarren Comml551on.c”
He testlfled that “compartmentallzatlon was observed |

notw1thstand1ng the fact that I was the worklng 1evel

* Although James Angleton functloned as Rocca's direct
'superior during the course of the Warren Comm1551on .
lnvestlgatlon, he did not participate on a regular
‘ba51s in the Agency's efforts to supply ‘substantive . :
information to the Warren Commission nor did he ‘deal®: o 'y
on a direct basis with Warren Commission represénta- C
tives. (excepting Allen Dulles onan 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 ClaSSlfled Dep051tlon of
' James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 81)

Qa. h

po:.nt of contact' n (2sca Class:.fled Depos:LtJ.on of Raymond - g

’\n \.
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:iff:Rocca, 8/17/78,eo,;rf1»rRoccavc1ted by way ofdexample |
the case of the Sov1et defector Nosenko. Rocca f3&3;;.='
testlfled that he dld not attend any of the Agency
dlscuSSLOns pertalnlngixaNosenko s case (Ib1d )
"Rather, (as 1t affected the Warren CommLSSLOn 1n§est1—,t?”
| gatlon) respon51b111ty for the Nosenko case was
.f'?faSSLgned to Dav&é-Murphy,.Chlef of SR DlVlSlon, 1n:

. ade.tJ.on to RJ.chard Helms C’«:bl&) o

’ ~f Rocca descrlbed the CI staff mall 1ntercept program,”

-~ -HTLIVGUAL as a second example of an Agency matter_?fgﬁm;'

1~-about whlch he had no knowledge nor 1nput v1s a Vls>-
' ”the Agency s support role to the Warren‘Comm1551on.ff5{fihA”f
_(Ibld., pp. 19 -20. ) Rather,

O Neal handled the dlsp951tlon of thls partlcular'fT

materlal (HSCA Cla551f1ed Depos1tlon of J. Scelso,ffu

i 5/16/78 p. 113 whereln Scelso states that CI Staff

*B ®
1nc1ud1ng e*Neal, ‘was: .rep051tory of HTLINGUAL 1ntercepts,

fouck see Hscncmrbe_? o€ Bicch Dlac 1 =e 1% Uss-a"l_
Ahartin Olneal stodes dhat he ottkno-l' kv\oua '
Warren Comm i ssion hakikknowl Py o€ o ;-:n_uueaﬁl.

r bRceans@ ¢+ Qas not res pens byl
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In summary, lt was Rocca 'S testlmony that an lnternally

fedecentrallzed znformatlon reportlng functlon best

fvcharacterlzed the organlzatlon of thls second phase
- of the Agency s xnvestlgatlve efforts to a551st
fzthe Warren Comm1551on. (Ibld., p. 10 “HSCA Classified

o _Dep051tlon of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 75, 80.- :

h;;fSee also CIA Doc.zRocca Memo for Record, 1 Aprll 1975,1:
'f:hSubJect. Conversatlon w1th Dav1d W. Belln, Aprll l,_"
'.5197§i whereln lt is stated that Helms ‘remained senlor.rT
'7§off1c1al in charge of the overall 1nvest1gat10n,' L
fr;w1th CI staff actlng as a coordlnator and re9051tory

P fg;of lnformatlon collected )

eie&aﬁeaﬂen i
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A Oplnlons of Warren Comm1551on and CIA Representatlves

i Regardlng Warren Comm1551on-CIA Relatlonshlp

:TheeCommittee‘has_contacted both'representatlteSjofh
e the:Warren Commission staff and thOSe representatives of
',the CIA who. played s;gnlflcant roles. in prov1d1ng CIA—’
: Egenerated lnformatlon to the Warren Comm1551on. The

e'general consensus of these representatlves lS that theAT'
: Warren Commlsslon and the CIA enjoyed a successful
worklng relatlonshlp durlng the course of the Comm1ss10n s
”cllnvestlgatlon._ (HSCA Class._Depo. of R. Rocca 7/17/78

P- 18) (See also Exec. Sess. Test. of Rlchard Helms,

:8/9/78, p. 24 ) Wllllam Coleman, a senlor staff counsel
'efor the Warren Comm1s31on who worked closely w1th Warren

-Comm1551on staff counsel W. Dav1d Slawson on matters_

3
L
s
s
B
|
j

lwhlch utlllzed the CIA s resources, characterlzed
the CIA representatlves with whom he dealt as‘
hlghly competent, cooperatlve, and 1ntelllgent._ ¥ e -

(See HSCA staff 1nterv1ew of Wllllam Coleman,uy

ShE G

8/2/78 ) Mr. Slawson expressed a 51m11ar oplnlon‘nl

regardlng the Agency s cooperatlon and quallty

” i999528I

@bﬁﬁmﬁm ' wm?"“
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‘7i_of work.~ (Executlve Se551on Testlmony of W.
fJDaVLd Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 17”see also JFK
Exhibit 23.) ' |

J. Lee Rankln, General Counsel for the
Warren Comm1ssxon, testlfled that the Warren
‘..Comm1551on and 1ts staff were assured by the CIA
”'that the Agency would cooperate in the Comm1551on s S
r_;work._ (HSCA Class._Depo. of J. Lee Rankln,vy o
-1?:8/7/78, p.4; HSCA Ciass. Depo.vof John McCone,,f
::8/17/78, Bl 9)
John McCone,_Dlrector of Central Intelllgence .
:at the tlme of Pre51dent Kennedy s assa551natlon:
“and”durlng the Warren‘Comm1551oni;nvestlgatlon,g
supported Mr. Rankin's.testimonylin'thisfregard’
by character121ng the CIA S work v1s—a-v13 ' |

'-the Warren Comm1551on as both respon51ve and

. .
@

R
ecomprehenslve.' (HSCA Class. Depo. onyohn:;,u'= L

McCone, 8/17/78, p. 5) Mr. MoCone-wasyresponSible

. for ensuring that all relevant matters were

gaﬁﬁyﬂ_'
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conveyed by the CIA to the Warren Comm1551on.:fT h' .
(Ibld-r PP; 5—6) In thls regard, Mr McCone.eV"
testlfled'that.

-,The pollcy of the CIA was to glve 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_fw-f
- procedures that we were follow1ng and the -
- extent to which we were giving him -- giving "
 his staff everything that we had, and I thlnk
- he was quite satisfied. '(Ibid., p.. 9)
QHc. O.s not 3"&
5“& 'H\e. &Hwewf.f ai‘ﬁ;fl :ﬁq“nﬂ ‘f}l’\e .f;‘s :sed, +Q5¢&fa¢ PM. &g.arrehgommas.&.\
uM’H\ JJ( m-crwb"“ ar% %“C’bxrmls J'.%n That Aﬁ.l Relevant REStAN

Materlals Be Made Promptly Avallable By*3~e*

CIA To Warren Comm1551on f

- Mr. Ravmond Rocca, - Th< A a-.“m'a'-a‘i-’f’.if,-ﬁdmiéwmh'o‘f ClA

'ralu-u uf'\ "'K‘?‘-""""' ‘ T
the Warren Comm15510n o lnvestlgatlon,

characterlzed the Agency s role as one of

f{g,f _

.4
“

full support to the Warren Comm1551on.}sMr,

: Rocca, who served as the Chlef of the Research and

@maMHbyd&waw&._iL_Berk»5,
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'¢¥Analy51s Divison for the Counter—Intelllgence af*“"”
 Staff of the CIA, stated under oath that
'Rlchard Helms had given the follow1ng

dlrectlve-

All material bearlng in any way that , IR
could be of assistance to the - ~N
Warren Comm1551on should be seen bmii:é;> .

:
:
f
f
j
4
f
f
§

| | ¢issued very, very strictly worded .
nﬂ?wﬁ’ ¢§§§223;225Lr~ they. were verbal in so

ow -- that we were to leave no -
“"stone unturned. = -

* (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca,
7/17/78 p- 24) T L
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orders were' foﬁio é tgnthe 12%@22‘

%Y all CIA employees. B
'(Ibld° P- 24') Mr. Rocca concluded that on: thls ba51s'

' "the CIA was to turn over and to develop any lnformatlo

":bearlng on’ the assa551natlon that could be of a551stance TP

» to the Warren CommLSSLOn. (Ibld., p- 26 ) . _
| A dlfferent view of the CIA's role regardlng the ;d’:'
v'.asupply of.CIAFs:lnformatlon to the Warren Comm15510n was\-fg'
'propounded by Rlchard Helms.' Mr._Helms,_who served as
‘the CIA's Deputy Dlrector for Plans durlng the Warren ;i[#}f:f

CommlsSLOn lnvestlgatlon was dlrectly respons1ble for the -

/

”CIA's 1nvestlgatlon of Pre51dent Kennedy s assassrnatlontlndf*“e

‘a5 fralishmeak of ¢iA; f-t.z.d visa <5 ¥ha Warcen Com ma6$c°ﬂc ‘
'(Ibld., p.- 23 ) He testlfled to the Commlttee that the

CIA made every effort to be as respon51ve as pOSSlble to
"*;Warren Commlss1on requests.A (Exec.rSess..Text. of Rlchard
Helms,_8/9/78 p. 10 ) Mr. Helms added further testlmony
regardlng the manner in whlch the CIA prov1ded 1ts 1nfor-_j~
matlon to the Warren Comm1551on. He stated._. |
_; An 1nqu1ry would come over (from the Warren Com- fﬁ”
. mission).  We' ‘would attempt to respond to i, _
But these inquiries came in individual bits- andqa o
'pleces or as . individual items...Each individual =
item that came along we took care. of as best we
could. (Ibld., PP- 10-11.) - . :
"However,'lt was Mr. Helms' recollection"thatlthe:CIA i

proﬁided'inforhation'tovthe Warren COmmission'primarilY“‘l

C.'é_s'szi_fi;btion: =3

Closslfled by derlvaﬂon "
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‘ ._*'on the bas:.s o@h'tlfe"ﬂld&uﬁié??l&i?dsf°§§%ﬁfﬂ€x§f€‘aﬁ‘ests. Under
- from ClA—controlled documents.) S
'oath he supported thls propOSLtlon.,,

Mr. Goldsmlth.._In summary is it your posxtlon that

Seeem . the Agency .gave the Warren Commission:-
,i'flnformatlon only- in: response to speci-"
. fic requests by the Warren Comm1551on’

.. Mr. Helms: That is correct.,-‘

that by saying that
_ , There may have been
times or citreumstances under which ' some-
‘thing different mlght have ‘occured, but
my recollection- is that: we were attemptlng
to be-responsive and supportive to the
o _FBI and the Warren Commission. When ..~ -
' they asked for somethlng we gave it to s
‘-them. : ‘ o

, As far as our volunteerlng 1nformat10n o
is concerned, I have no recollectlon of

- whether we volunteered it . or’ not.
(Ibld., p. 34 ) '

]f_Mr; Helms characterlzatlon of fulfllllng Warren
Comm1551on requests on a casggbaSLS rather than unlformly Lo
volunteerlng releJant lnformatlon to tbe Warren Lomm1551on
stands in dlrect opposxtlon to J.- Lee Rankln S .perceptlon -

B of the CIA's lnvestlgatlve respon51b111ty. Mr Rankin was" -

"'asked by CQnmJ.ttee Counsel whether he worked under the

1mpre5510n that the Agency s responSLblllty was 51mply to .

VZrespond_to_questlons that were addressed tovCIA by the:v

:Warren Commission. 1In response, Mr. Rankin testified as
"V:follows~ _
Not at all and if anybody had. told me that T

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

‘__,vv__}arrangeaaigslifcca\ﬁs we_ mlght not ask the .rlg t:

SECR T ne033
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'(T"“S form ‘is. to be ‘used- for motenol exfrocted
s dX0drolsd Wsdntehid a'ferlol exfracted

from ClA—-controlled documents
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cquestlons and then we would not have the
. information’ and ‘that would be’ absurd.:
:(HSCAClass... Depo. of J.,Lee Rankln,
_f8/l7/78, p.-4) .

'tM#; Slawson added support to Rankln s 9051tron‘
itestlfylng that Warren Comm1551on requests to the CIAihiv
were rarely specrflc.f_“The request was made 1n1t1ally

:;uthat they glve us all 1nformatlon pertlnent to the
' ﬁf;assaSSLnatlon lnvestlgatlon.? (Exec. Sess. Test. of

77fW Dav1d Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 29)

B s CIA s Failure 1o IJ-(.;\.(" : ;';"it_"}v»k?\-ri'-f |

\h\_’q—rc'_:%__)_,.aa’.o Autin A f)l vm TS rif‘cn .
TR r'v'\'nr\_u ‘_'>.‘_.n:_'\ o i ] -

q unfortunate Consequence’ g Of '3l~("m sbm(ﬂl)hlﬂc\ /'C.h Antt on
-H\QClﬂ -l-o Ffoll “'M c;mm. $$(of\ \-0 N &Ll l'{.(c L. Yo ot . =
‘ "_'CIA m -Jt'\-r‘t -x..\ l 5ire e oS L 0 [a® ' '
-the subsequent exposure of the CIA's antl—Castro
'.‘assaSSLnatlon plots /(SSC Book V) see also(Alleged
’ﬁ;EAssa551natlon Plots Involvxng Forelgn Leaders, Interlm
'f}Report, SSC, 11/20/75)7 Paradox1cally, even lf g?e

‘Warren CommlsSLOn had.requested lnformatlon on such

: plots, the CIA s. p01nt of contact w1th the Warren

'Comm;s51on would not. have been'able.to-prov1de_the <;&215"
. OLS ((_(ZL/)U.OA\(}"\;(/NIO - Y\O{\‘/*\’v\‘
g, o kien Sl S~ gulw

Oﬁﬁﬁsdnlé
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-+ Classl ication:

- (This form is to be used for material extracted -

S (T dorm_is (momw&lufﬁﬁfwfeﬂal exfracted

) from ClA—-contro(Ied documents.)
T "--l3a-_-,

'”'eMr ‘Rocca's testlmony reveals, he had no
“ef7knowledge at the tlme of the Warren CommlsSLOn
1nvest1gatlon of Agency efforts to assa551nate

'e-Fldel Castro. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond

B iRocca., 7/17/78, p. 50) | S o
%( /#Jr)\q IC/W MGU cﬂﬂ “ "/La‘(*e//"§ L

R A‘.‘rudujfuu RS :

-g,~“Comm1551on w1th 1nformatlon so requested. -As -

@
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CIassuflcatlon- "

- (This" form is to be used for mateﬂal extrccfed
- from ClA—confrolled documents.) - ‘

'ELHad Rocca as the cIA's worklng level representatlve'

ff;fto the Warren Comm1531on,been requested by the

':,'Commz.ss:.on to research and report on any and all B
- CIA. antJ.—Castro assass:l.natlon operat:.ons, Rocca s '_-’}:A
» ‘efforts would have produced no substantive lnforma--'
| '_tlon.;, (1bid., p. 49)“ 'F\S ?U”””(K“OMW

| ':f: The record also ’i-/_~..~“‘ that the CIA desk

. offlcer who was :Ln:Lt:Lally gJ.ven the respons:LbJ.lJ.ty
by Mr Helms to J.nvestn.gate f-'--' ‘Lee Harvey o
.Oswald, and the assaSSLnat:Lonb of Pre51dent Kennedy

'had no knowledge of such plots durlng h:.s 1nvest:|.-

"...catn.on;'_ (HSCA Class. Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78

. _-~_~.pp 73, - 112) Mr. Scelso testlfled thavt 'had he "'.Yﬁ”,v{&(\‘d_:'
) known of such assass:.natlon plots the follow:.ng &we\f m'-/\:
: . ‘ Ny s ,
_"actlon would have been taken'“ n# X
s e would have gone at that t and heavy o L‘l,,
- We would have queried the a ent (AMLASH) JM}“,
-\ about it in great detail. I would have Ml ~ N
“had- him ‘polygraphed by’t‘he best” operatlve y*%v(t’ !
--"securlty had to see if he had. (s:.c) been 7@ _1__
- a double-agent, informing. Castro’ ‘about - . *

our poison pen things, and so-on. "I,
| would have had all our Cuban- source,s (,00:& o
querled about it." (IbJ.d., Pp. 166) V\“M\U}\gbgﬁ Q|

' As the record reflects, these plots were known

W Poucwiacot HF1ed hewas netin apesitia do knswer gueshiong ,.(«...t-e-\—rsu& _
acAR{-Caxtre WM?"‘*" M‘*"be answeoldh By; poTrs L ho uer'em“h‘d J\Am&‘
.(Irau\d“)

. by few Wlthln the CIA. Mr. Helms testlmony regardlng o é
&

.;j'-as ?ia-J ~
o camm«rl.smm wtui ra Rk ) fmu\hfm«cha«

Classmccmon. - S"CP »

: ‘;:;'5i"»:*See ‘also. HSCA Classified Deposition of
 pp-£9~3Twherein Angleton statesfhut a

V ‘f‘o ot>§u\>>|“-*3(- \"'dml C..v-*"o .,L*\"hl &-G'rc"




scas'r :
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(Thls form is fo be used for moterlol extracted
from- ClA-—controlled documents )

these plots reveals that the Agency compromlsed'4‘“LP°h“ﬂ-5f
-~ yts Pitector - .
) 1ts promlse to supply all relevant 1nformatlon to S

- “(see statementet Jonn Miten€; 47 104 her'em ) _ ’
J;the Warren CommlsSLOn.. The follow1ng exchange 5

- between Commlttee Counsel and Mr. Helms lllustrates

......

the xextent o ,of ‘the Agency s compromlse'f

-,Mr.~Goldsmith:, .Mr. Helms, I take it. from your
S T testlnony that your p051t10n is
that the anti-Castro plots, in
fact, were relevant to the =
.. Warren Commission's work; and}_ﬁi~
.n’in’light of that,. the Committee -
~© would: like to be informed as to-
.. why the Warren Commission was
_ not: told by you of the anti- -
g;,Castro assassxnatlon plots.

Mr. Helms: f*.'fI have never been asked to testlfy
o '”before the Warren Comm1551on about
”-Qour operatlons.r :

'“Mri-GOldsmith{--,If the Warren CommlsSLOn dld not
R ~— - . 'know of the operation, - it certalnly
... was-not in a p051tlon to ask. you
'Jabout it. S

':Is that not true?. -

- Mr. Helms: .. _Yes, but how do you know they dld

‘ o s °. ‘not know about it? How do- you N
know Mr. Dulles had not told-them? : ;
How was I to know that? . And: be51&§s,, '
I was not the Dlrector of the Agency

and in the CIA, you did not go ' _
tra1p51ng around to the Warren Com- _
mission or to Congressional Committees. .
or to anyplace else without the '
Dlrector s perm1551on. :

Mr. Goldsmith: Dld you ever discuss with the Dlrectorxf
~ - whether the Warren Commission = :
"should be informed cf the aDtl Castro

assassination plots? . - T é

Clasmﬁcohom SECR f-T AR

., Clossnfled by deﬂvotuon w B s
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- (This form is to be used for moterlol extrocfed
from ClA—controlled documents) o

Mr. Helms: *'fI did not, as far as I recall._”ffir
S ' '(HSCA Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard.
" Helms, 8/9/78, pp._30 3l.g cmphasas
. ddded ). , s
Mr. McCone testlfed that he flrst became awarefvfi-
" of the CIA's antl-Castro assa551natlon plots 9"”fﬁ'
1nvolv1ng CIA—Mafla ties durlng August 1963 -HeV'
',stated that upon 1earn1ng of these plots he directedv
that the Agency cease ‘all such act1v1t1es. ‘(HSCAAVA
f,Class.,Depc.vof John McCone, 8/17/78, p._13)
“When asked whether the CIA de51red to w1thold lnforma-
',tlon from the Warren Comm1551on about the Agency antl—
ACastro assaSSLnatlon plots to av01d embarraSSLng the

'1Agency or cau51ng an 1nternatlonal crlses he gave.'ggi

'ththe follow1ng response-

weomT cannot answer that since they (CIA

"._employees knowledgeable of the - |
continuance of such plots) w1thheld
‘the information from me. I cannot
answer that question. I haVe'never
been satisfied as to why they with-
held the lnformatlon from ‘me. . . (Ibld.,
fp. 16) : '

‘Regardlng the relevancy of such plots to th%
Warren Comm1551on s work, Warren CommlSSlOn counsels'
F&@pk(n) Slawson and Spector were ln agreenent that :T

such 1nformatlon shOuld have been reported to the

- Classuflcatlon '



o Clcssnflcahon

| :(Thls form IS( @Mr g@aal &@d&eﬁu\km 9/{7/7?” s

S . from ClA——confr Scbrdent
RN NS } Warren Comm1551on. (Exec, Sess. Test. of W.:
R W ' : 'Y¢;,
T ‘yﬂ Dav1d Slawson, 11/15/77, p._27 Exec..Sess.“Test

':of Arlen Spector 11/8/77, pp. 45 46 CF, Exec.

f'hSess.:Test. of Wesley Llebeler, 11/15/77, p. 7l
wherebhe states that pOSSlble w1thold1ng of
hflnformatlon by c1a about Agency attempts t0r

'lassa551nate Castro dld not SLgniflcantly affect

investigation) .t e

'-;_Warren CommlsSLQn—
o From the CiA‘s perspectl Mr. RoCca,tf_'"ﬁ
testlfled that had hejknown o£ the antl—Castro
t-_’,_:_assassn.nat.i.on plots hls efforts to explore the;f;‘.
;p;pOSSLblllty of a retallatory assa551nat10n agalnst
s'ft;Pre51dent Kennedy by Castro would have been lntenSL—?y=fl7

fied. He stated that. - ‘a completely dlfferent

‘:fiprocedural approach probably would and should hav .

- Q—— : o .‘4""‘“". "

:;'been taken._' (HSCA Class.'Depo. of.- Raymond Rocca
f,,/17/78, p.'45)'_ - o
| : John Scelso, the aboveicfted’Cih'deskdofficer* '-
tﬁwho ran the CIA's lnltlal lnvestlgatlon of Pre51dent -

C Kennedy 'S assa551natlon untll that respon51b111ty

was glven to the CIA's counterlntelllaence staff

' offered a hlghly crltlcal appralsal of Helms

"_non—dlsclosure-to_the Warren Comm1551on{

 Clussficotions _SECREL
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-*Mr; Goldsmlth. - Do you ‘think Mr.’ Heims was

.I-Mr;{Scé;soz‘f: Ne, I thlnk that was a. morallybff-
L highly reprehensible act, which

" CIA Response to Warren CommlSSlon Requests

' ‘Arespond to the Warren Comm1351on s requests for B

’ the relevant 1nformat10n touched upon senSLtlve CIA
‘Helms testlfled that when CIA had been able to

, a reply back

B Cldssif,icuftian: o

(ThlS form is to be ‘used for materlal exfracfed
“from ClA—-controlled documenfs ) - o

- acting properly when he. falled o
to tell the Warren ‘Commission

nqdabout the assass;natlon plots’gfff;_f:3:~

" he cannot possibly justify under
his oath of office, or any . :
other standard of profeSSLOnal

. public service. - (HSCA Class.
-Depo. of JOhn'Scelso,j5/16/78)

)'\nag;d\ iQJ;fanjt/?, ;7L'7

u-ixjg B "’”—%fﬂ~ Agencyféoncegn*for the Sanctlty :

of SenSLtlve Sources and_ Methods - Factors Affectlng o

‘The length of time requlred by the CIA to'ha

1nformat10n was dependent upon l) the avallablllty

of 1nformatlon,; ©2) the complex1ty of the 1ssuesl

- presented by the request and 3) the extent to whlch

sources and methods. On the flrst two 901nts, Mr *E
satlsfy-a Comm1551on request, the. CIA would then send'

"and some of these lanlrleS obv10usly
toock longer than others. _ :
For example, some might involve

JLCH\J--

- Classification: _

. ‘ - Clossdued by denvutnon
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I _ ~>:(Thls form is: fo be used for: mafenol exfrocfed R
R e S from ClA——controlled documents)) . .
Ny ' ,-checklng a. flle which was in Washlngton.,
f.{;Other inquiries might involve trylng to

.'see if we could locate. somebody 1n some
- aoverseas country.;;. : SNSRI
. i i' ‘Obviously, ‘one: takes 1onger to per- ,;.
' k' form than the other. ' (Exec. Sess. Test.

N
W e ©of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 25)
£54
o

o " 57 Al o
‘Zfézj‘b At tlmes the CIAls concern for protectlng lts
g sens1tlve sources and methods caused the Warren

'Comm15510n to experlence greater dlfflculty 1n

v 'gettlng relevant 1nformatlon than when the protec-"

Utlon of such sources and methods was not at’ lssue.

. o - Lee Rankln expressed the oplnlon that the AgenCY 55

: effort to Protect its sen51téze sources and methodsjfarfumUur‘
u“fn PEyorA Fo CiAsuriei{fance 0paekions i Mekico &y

T affectﬂthe quallty of the lnformatlon to whlch

JV;the Warren Comm1551on and 1ts staff were glven ff

R ,access. (HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankln 8/17/78

2-’ '
2’) As a resu1t of th= CIA's concern,in some. lnstances; &
: ' bmae&OA ltéf\L olosesunkion
the Agency made the unllaterlal de01310n to \(oulgwx;“
’ \~
W
(GRS

yllmlt access to CIA materlals by the Comm1551on. g,ﬁ’

AST
3

:f(HSCA Class. Depo. of ‘John’ Scelso, 5/16/78 p.,158) o
: ' : el.ﬁ&’é\ ﬁ e

The Comm:.ttee has . ldent:\.fled two areas of

concern-ln‘whlch the Agency s de51re to protect.lts
.sen51tlve sources and methods impeded the Warren

’,Comm1551on S lnvestlgatlon. These are:

—

)

w
Ny
;
yil

- Classification: " ﬁﬁaﬁ i
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 Classification: S

trolled documents.)

! 51on ’

(Thns form is to be used for material exfracfed
Witholdin 71nformatlon from the. Warrcn

- : - pertalnlng to-the—phote ,
-r‘su;veritaﬁce[&nd telephonlc survelllance'z S

2) As a related conSLderatlon, the: Agency s

Operatlons of the CIA S“Mex1co-C1ty Statlan-f":"~

'retlcence to reveal the orlgln of the photograph

now referred to as that of the

Clty M stery Man"
Saryeill an oc.er o tons

"Mex1co

d_eve.‘o P€4L bamaﬁls Mexuoc"/y {7‘\9{5 -Ii . |

o
N

g

s

. al&"k fn;fcax Conciw';thfﬂie;«h ney

SQnS«‘hv‘C "6’\,\(‘ ci‘

The CIA 's concern for reveallng the ex15tence .
of sensrtlve technlcal operatlons, as outllned above,"‘
A,was ev1dent from the 1nceptlon of the Warren Comm1551on.

Scelso commented tnat we were not authorlzed

'at flrs+ to reveal all our technlcal operatloqs.

But Scelso did testlfy that-i’

" We were going to glve them lntelllgence _
- reports which derived from all our sources,

including technical sources,rlncludlng the

telephone’ J.ntercept]and the information
. gotten from the interrogation of Silvia
‘Duran,: for example, which corresponded

- almost exactly with the lnformatlon from

the[telephone 1ntercepts']

'.er; Scelsco's characterization ié supported by
' ‘examination of the background to the first major CIA

‘report furnished the Warren Commission regarding:

:v_'l_;__._C_IdsSificatipri:'_

9

f




'.[?Lee Rankln from Rlchard Helms) Much of the

ClaSSificatioh:‘ '
(Thns form is to be used for material extrocfed
. from ClA—controlled documents. )

"_Lee Harvey Oswald's trlp to Mex1co'C1ty.. (CIA v

"'.._-..'DOC.AFOIA #509 803, l/3l/64, Memorandum for J

f'llnformatlon prov1ded to the Warren Comm1551onhfa
s1n thls report was based upon sen51t1ve sources
and methods;‘ldentlflcatlon of which had been.e?ﬁ
‘deleted conpletely from the report.._* A |

| The CIA pollcy llmltlng Warren Comm15510n
knowledge of CIA sources and methods was artlcu-if
lated as early as December 20, 1963, at whlch o
| tlme a“cable was-sent from CIA-headquarters_toed
_the Mex1co Clty Statlon Wthh stated- | |

| Our present plan in oassmng 1nformat1on

.. to. the Warren Commission-is. to- ellmlnate

- mention- of[te he /ps'\ln order to-

- 'protect:your: contimfiig éps. . Will rely

. “instead on statements of Silvia Duran: A

- and on contents of_§ fonsular file -
~which Soviets gave[(ODACIDJ{CIA Doc. FOIA. et
$420-757, 12/20/63, 3ok W

ﬁThe ba51c pollcy artlculated ln the December

| ;20, 1963 cabl 1s also set forth 1n a CIA memorandgm. 0
;:jof December 10, 195 as. it spe01f1callv concerned o

the CIA s relatlons w1th ‘the FBI o (CIA Memoranduh"’

for File, 12/20/63 B&rch_O,Nead lncluded ln w1th Soft :

flle materlals) In that nemorandum, Blreh—e—ﬁeal
d(wé
of the CIA Counterlntelllgence Spec1al Investlgatlons

: Group Sta él wro "that he had. been adv1sed by'- ‘Sam 3

assn |cat|on.4.»___ L.
gn.%-hxﬁ- J_l

Classufled by deﬂvut;on 0 a 9 G 4 o




~ Classification:
(ThlS form i$ to’ be used for materlol extrocfed L

.Papn.ch, FBEo&araAsennrtdedtHectﬁiEﬁ;)that ‘the FBI was -
ant1c1pat1ng a request from the Warren Commlss1on

1”for coples of the FBI s materlals whlch supported

"the FBI s flve volume report of

"'beoeﬁber’Q, 1963 that ‘had been submltted to the
Warren Coﬁm1551on. Pap;oh prov1ded»0(xeal wlth
.this‘report which indioated’that somernited-
States ‘Agency was tapp;ng—telephones]ln Mex1coiﬂvl
'and asked hlm whether the FBI could supply ‘the -
Warren CommLSSLOn w1th the source[of the telephoue—*;w
lxapS’] o' Neais’memorandum shows that he dlscussed
this matter w1th Scelso. After a dlscus51on |
w1th Helms, Scelso was dlrected by Helms to. prepare

':_'CIA materlal to be. passed to the Warren Comm1551on.

!




- tion which could relate toftelephone. .

| Class'ific'dvtiCﬁ“: -

(This form is to be ‘used for materlal extrccfed

from ClA—controlled documenfs) o B
He (Scelso) was quite sure: lt was not
.the Agency's desire to make avallable
to the Commission at least in this |
manner--via the FBI-sensitive. lnformae

- taps, ] (CIA Memo for File, 12/20/63, b y

:Birch]0'Neal, included in Soft File materlals)*_

o/Lﬂkﬁ*“”44\w5Aﬁf«wxgdksﬂéu—Vveegf <&AMLu5

Pl u,},—c,%“-aL‘("’ reeAs Ay %"

- do/;\nwffto—'s
The oplnlon expressed - by Scelso as of December

20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, ‘1964 :in a:

formalized fashlon@ ws’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.

A called to the attentlon of. the

- Commission, through its attorney, - _
‘that we have information- as deter--
_mlned from Agency sources c01nc1d1ng
with -til&é dateswhen Oswald was in Mex1co_
Clty and which may have some bearlng .
. on ‘his activities while in ‘that. area.;,,
“(CcIAa dlssemlnatlon to FBI, 1/14/64, :

'_.‘ch & csc: 3/779/510 ,,@“o(q'zw«.q:

Mr Helms further lndlcated that the CIA mlght

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, sourceseand'methods. g iih
- Among the policies articulated were two which.
Helms claimed would enable the Agency to control
.the flow of Agency orlglnated information. In . -
this way the CIA could check the possibility of
.revealing - its sources and methads 1nadvertantly
The pollc1es artlculated were: - Lo

¥z
ﬂ‘l
l’ N n

 Classification: _ - | 999545
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(Thls form is to be used for matenal exfracted
' from ClA—controlled documents.) P ST
The CIA pOlle of ellmlnatlng reference to Agency

senSLtlve sources and methods is further revealed

by examlnatlon of an Agency cable, dated January 29

'né?:t;ft_1964, sent from CIA Headquarters to the CIA Mexrco
NS _Clty Statlon._ (CIA Doc. FOIA #258 204 1/29/64

. DIR-97829) Thls cable 1ndlcated that knowledge of
ngency sources” and”technlques was Stlll belng w1th— d’
‘held from the Warren Comm1551on, and stated that on
vSaturday, February l, 1964 the CIA was to present

la report on Oswald's Mexico Clty act1v1t1es to the ”
Warren Comm1551on Wthh would be 1n a form

protectlve of the CIA's Mexrco Clty Statron 5

_1sonrces and‘technlques (Ibid.) .

(Footnote cont'd-from pg. 23.)

1) Your Bureau not disseminate information re—
' ceived from this Agency without prior concur- :
rence . ' ® s - .

WET, G,

2) In instances in which this Agency has. provided
information to your Bureau and you consider
that information is pertinent to the Commission's -
interest, and/or compl€ments 16A4) or otherwise o
is pertinent to information developed or
received by your Bureau througa other sources
and is being provided by vou to the Commission,
you refer the Commission to this Agency. In
such cases it will be appreciated if you will

I,

fii. _ . advise us of such referral j rdexr that we may
CEFT 0 anticjpate. ﬁgé’@ss’-ble @Erlnterest of the '~ . . f
. . ‘Commi 3 a . _--—-— = “rag : v

‘meeting its needs. (Ibld



CEass_iﬁCaﬁc'n» »

o » from CIA——con'rrolled documenfs)
'(Telephone Ta94 7 el E T

‘qu; Helms offered testlmony regardlng the CIA s‘"t

"_retlcence to 1nform the Warren Comm1551on,_at least::
durlng the 1n1t1al stage of the Comm1531on s work,_
of the CIA' [telephonlc and]photo survelllance

operatlons 1n Mex1co Cltyt

The reason for the sen51t1v1ty of these
[telephone taps]and surveillance was not
- only becg@se it was sensitiVe from the
Agency's standp01nt ut thertelephone L
taps were unning in“tonjunction with . = = "o
~the Mexican authorities]and. therefore, ]" ‘ :

- if this had become public knowledge, .
it would have caused{very bad feelings
between Mexico and the: Unlted States, J - -
and that was the reason. ' (Exec. Sess. .
Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, ppP- 51 52)

N

,The'CIA?s.unwillingness tO'lnform the.Warren'i,

.__.

‘Comn1551on 1n the early stages of - 1ts 1nvestlgatlon

iiézgf j ;‘ ..'ﬂ..g:..; ka
(‘“wm%\ T ' _‘1ijx,f‘hqﬁlgw

of. the above—descrlbed survelllance operatlcns 1s
-a - source of concern to thlS Commlttee._ It is
1ndlcatlve of an Agency pOllCY de51gned to skew.
in its favor the form and substance of 1nformatlon_j

2
the CIia felt uncomfortable prov1d1ng the Warren '

CommlSSLOn. (HSCA Class. - Depo. of John Scels g
5/6/78, p- 158) This ‘process mlght well have

~hampered the CommlsSLOn S ablllty to proceed in

Gﬁﬁﬁfz

Clcssufaed by denvqhon




- 1ts :anest(r1 é?_rénnlsw&ﬁ t; r mgferlgl e)é ¥terde :Lt. IR
ocume :

Jv-l.
L
L

'~}fmemorandum that chronlcled Lee Harvey Oswald'

jMexlco Clty VlSlt durlng September 26, 1963 ffygt“rd
'that OSwald's varlous conversatlons w1th the Cuban
:‘subsequently]transcrlbed?5 Furthermore, ‘that memo-ﬁ’ﬁ
”,randum dia not mentlon ‘that the CIA had[tapped
.anthranscrlbed conversatlons between Cuban Embassy

.:SOVlet Embassy/Consulate nor was mentlon made of

'and Cuban Ambassador to Mex1co Armas whlch the CIA

v.‘had[also tapped ano)transcrlbed.b

' Helnms ln regard to the CIA memorandum of January 31.

,sE'c.M:T

Clasaﬁcahon. —

A—controlle _
As noted prev1ously, ‘an January 31 1964,in”

'ufithe CIA prov1de‘?the Warren Commrssmon w1th a'fifﬂi”ﬁ S

7t(CIA.Doc..FOIA #509-803:1/31/64) - .
0ctober 3, 1963 That memorandum dld not. mentxon I

and Sov1et Embassy/Consulates had- been[tapped and - .
: by'ﬂxaAgamy'sb@xya3C1QyStmnon S

employee Sylvxa Duran and Sovret off;crals at the-;f

the conversatrons between Cuban Pres1dent Dortlcos

On February l, 1964, Helms appeared before the

Conm1551on and llkely olscussed the memorandum of

%

January 31 1964 (CIA Doc. FOIA~#498—204 1/29/6éB ‘
&
DIR 97829) On February lO 1964 J. Lee Rankln wrote

(JFK-DOC. No,3872 ) A review of Rankln s letter .

i
B4 N
oyt -
i

. Classification: -

Gl by drivtion
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‘ (Thls form is - to be used for: materlal extrccfed

: " from ClA——controlled documents.) _
-1nd1cates that as of hls wrltlng, the Warrenv

‘5311Comm1551on had no substantlve knowledge of[the
**,f;telephonlc survelllance operatlon orfthe productlon

“-il e,,]the tapes and transcrlpts [from that operatlon.}]

Rankln 1nqu1red in the February 10, 1964 letter

' whether Oswald's dlrect communlcatlon w1th employees .

. of the Sovxet Embassy (as stated . 1n Paragraph l

":telephonegor 1nterv1ew.

CommiSSionii'

7-survelllance operatlon and 1ts success in’ tapplng ']

Manlfestly, had the Warren

'Ejfof January 31 memorandum) had been fac1lltated by

been 1nformed of the[telephonlc

'Oswald thlS 1nqu1ry by Rankln would not have been

7f:thls tonclu51on.

between the tlme perlod of January 1964 --Aprll 1964,

. made. i .;

Raymond Rocca S testlmony tends to support

It was Rocca s recollectlon that

Warren ConmLSSLOn s representatlves had VlSlted the

'CIA's headquarters 1n Langley, Vlrglnla and had

: been shown'varlous.transcrlptS'resultlng from[thef»

'CIA's telephonlc survelllance operatxons]rn Mex1co
'Clty,*

p.;89);

(HSCA Class.

Depo.

of Raymond Rocca,

7/17/78, .

However,: Mr Rocca dld not personally make

. Classification: ___ 7=

""";q,on:aﬁ 19
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o class'i'fi'éations'? |

’v.(Thts form is to be used for moterlol extracted
- from CIA—controIled documents. ) - '

S thls materlal avallable to Comm;ssmon representa-

"_»tJ.ves .-_and was not able to- state under oath

prec:.sely the po:.nt in t:.me at whlch the Warren

.i-.;.CommJ.ss:Lon fJ.rst 1earned of these operat:.ons. (Ib;.d.-) . | g
: ".f_ On February 19 1964 the CIA . responded to - |

| ~yRank1n s 1nqu1ry of February 10. The Agency '

vresponse o:.d J.nd:.cate that Oswald had phoned the | g
= Sov:.et Consulate and was. also lntervn.ewed at the s

COnsulate. - Howeverr the Agency' o neJ.ther revealed

the source of th:.s J.nformatn.on in’ :Lts response to _

'the Comm:.ss:.on nor 1nd1cated that th:x.s source

’would be revealed by other means (e g. by oral

'-".___"_aer.efJ.ng)., (Ibld )

Warren Commn.ss:.on Knowledge cgf CIA 'T’elephonlc Surve:.llanc-e ) §

Durlng the perlod of March - AprJ.l 1964,
Dav1d Slawson drafted a series: of memoranda whn.ch
among other J.ssues concerned Warren Comm:.ss:.on know—~ L 5]
‘ledge of and access to the productlon materlal % ‘ |

derlved from the[CIA telephonlc surve:.llance}operatz.ons

. in MexJ.co Clty. A reV:Lew of these memoranda tends :

Comm.ss:.on, ‘through Mssrs. Slawson, Coleman, and

¢
' to support the Comm:.ttee s belief that the Warren ., S g

~ Classification:
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| Cvlassificat‘io'n: | 5

and Wllleﬁg"iil‘d"hﬁt*%m:a“ﬁ# a%cé‘g?"@ofﬁﬂfegelephon:.c

. from ClA—controlled documents.
surve;llance]materlals until April 9, 1964. On

':*d5:that date, Coleman, Slawson and Wlllens met with g;f;'
;eiwln Scott. the CIA's Chlef of Statlon in Mex1co |

"hv,'Clty, who prov1ded them w1th various transcrlpts

and'translatlons[derlved_from.CIA telephone taps ] F.
of’the Cubanland Soviet‘Embassy/Consnlates._ (Slawson
| "Memorandum of Aprll 22, 1964, Subject Trlp to ) |
'-'-f,f _Mex:.co CJ.ty ?.12-) ' v' - o

Prlor to Apr11 9 1t appears doubtful that

B the CommlsSLOn had been glven even partlal access

J

erenced materl

l £ . Nevertheless, by March

“f'12, 1964 the record lndlcates that ‘the Warren ,'

";”Comm1551on had at least become aware that(the CIA

'*:?dld malntaln telephonlc survelllancelbf the Cuban

tf’”Emba.sy/Consulate. (Slaweon memorandum,_March_lZ, f_

1964, Subj: meetlng with CcIA representatives)-
'_.Slawson s memorandum of March 12 reveals that. the Warren

",Commlss10n had learned that the CIA possessed tran~

s .O
V_'squpts of conversatlons between the,Cuban Ambassador'

' to Mexico, Armas, and the Cuban President Dorticos.- The

' Dorticos-Armas conversations, requested by the Warren

 Classification: ___
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Clossﬂ‘lccmon-

(This form is ‘to be used for material extrocfed

. from ClA—controlled docummﬂmﬂﬂ‘i
Comm1581on representatlves at. rnebfujjg w1th

B .CIA off:.c:.als, 1nclud1ng Rlchard Helms, concerned

SllVla Duran s arrest and 1nterrogatlon by the

:‘_'Mex1can Federal Pollce._ (slawson Memorandum of \jlg

- April 22, 1964, pp. 3,_19, 45~ 46) Helms responded- | .'

to the Commlss:l.on s request for access, statlng

that he would attempt to arrange for - the Warren E

_Comm:.ss:.on s representatlves to rev:.ew thz.s mater:.al

(Slawson Memorandum of ‘March- 12 1964, p. 6) | E
Another Slawson memorandum, : dated ’Vlarch 25,

‘_ 1964 concerned Oswald's trlp to Mex:Lco._-‘ In that memo : §

Slawson wrote that the tentat:.ve conclus:.ons v

he had reached concernlng Oswald's Mexlco trn.p,‘ -

) were der:.ved from CIA memoranda of January 31, 1064

" and February 19, 1964 (Slawson Memorandum of March

-"25,- 1964,; P- ,‘20) and, ,ln add:Lt-J.on, a Mex:.can federal ' g

A large part of it (the summary report) T,
:is simply a summation of what the '4ex1can S g
police learned when they interrogated. Ars. ) B
-Silvia’ Duran, an employee of the Cuban-:

- Consulate in Mexico City, and is there-—'
- fore ‘'only as accurate:as Mrs. Duran's ’
testlmony to the police. (Ibld ) o

o0

A

‘\
¥

“- 4t
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. Classification: _
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-+ (This form is to be used for matenal extracted
from ClA—confrolled documents. ) '

These comments lndlcate that Slawson placedf’_f

quallfled 'rellance upon the uexlcan pollce summary_;i;u

'Moreover, there is no lndlcatlon that Slawson had o

"been provxded the- Duran[telephonlc lntercept}tran-ﬁdﬁ'

‘scrlpts.z In fact, by virtue of Slawson's comments_tf

concernlng the Mexican pollce report, it would
appear . that the Warren CommlsSLQn, as of March 25;
had been prov1ded llttle substantlve lnformatlon

pertalnlng to SllVla Duran.’ As Slawson reveals,

the Comm1351on had been forced to rely upon the two ,T””‘

memoranda that dld not make reference to the survell-f o

lance operatlons, and a’ summary report 1ssued by

ithe Mex1can Federal Pollce.‘ Thus, ‘the Agency had

SO e P(e:.‘udﬂ-’\
‘-zir””7ﬁ.' - for over three months

the survelllance operatlons tc theﬂrev1ew of the

s ——abttt

concerned Warren Conm1551on staff members.' As was*

stated in - the CIA cable of December 20, 1964 to :Lts a

Mex:.co C:Lty s tatJ.on :

our present plan in passing 1nformatlon
' to the Warren Commission is to eliminate
- mention off-telephone taps,}in order to
protect your continuing operations. Will
'rely instead on statements of Silvia
Duran and on contents of Soviet consular
- file which Soviets gave[ODACID fhere.
(CIA Doc. FOIA $#420-757, Dec. 20, 1964,
" CIA p. 2144, DIR 90466)
. v .I

..

: I’h'l )

- Class,ﬁcaﬂon o

Lz exposlng
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f:f:purpose.p His' analYSlS would have reflected the fact

: Claés'ific'atioh:*? s

~(This form is to be used for moferlal exfracfed
from: CIA-—-—controlled documents.) '

.The Comnu.ttee s belJ.ef that 'Slawson had o B
[ delepheaic mkff-"(-'* j

_not been glven access to the Duran*transcrlpts lS;'
"~further supported by reference to hls memorandum.;bﬁ
oanarch-27, 1964 (CD 692) whereln he states hlS -
conc1u31on that Oswald had visited the Cuban ;,,,
Embassy on'three occa51ons;_ (Ibld, -2) Thls
' conclusron,heq3¥%te.was based upon an analy51s of
Sllv1a Duran s testlmony before the Mex1can pollce._-5
Thls memorandum bears no 1nd1catlon that he had
'revmewed any of the Duran transcrlpts.v Furthermore,
*had Slawson been glven access to. these transcrlpts,""v.

certalnly thelr substance would have been 1ncorporated

1nto hlS analy515 and accordlngly noted for thls‘ﬂf“'

- of~ hls rev1ew elther by 1ts corroboratlon or ?i-f

cr1t1c15m of the above c1ted Metlcan pollce summary report.
Loglcally, access to the[CIA s telephonlc _f

survelllance]productlon would have clarlfled some

S

-

B .
amblgultles. For example, on September 27 at 4 05 p.m.

T T—— 5
(Slawson Memorandum of Aprll 21, 1964,. Subj [Intercepts D §

: 9y £ 1. P
rom’ Sov1et and Cuban Embassies. 1n Mex1co E;'Z)_}uk s a
. = -&nc&af'5<"‘('"<'€'

Qi

tn
il
&)
2y,
kui
=1
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"afto be Oswald.. Agaln on. September 28, at 11: Sl a. m.zh

:-j'stlll not been glven access to the above-r

Classuflcatlon--f:“ 5 E C R Z:IL__

SllVla Dur&ms ﬁsﬂa@vm@ &’e& SPTRE Ma&aw and
stated tha£°"‘ C'ﬁﬁ*z‘%’:‘.’&"a"ed %%cs’mﬁri!sesently at the

Cuban Embassy requestlng an ln-tran51t v1srt to :‘_

'Cuba; Thls Amerlcan was later determlned by CIA analysts

" Duran telephoned the Sovret Consulate statlng that
an Amerlcan, subsequently 1dent1f1ed by CIa analysts :
as Oswald was at the Cuban Embassy. (Ibid. p. 4)

- Corroboraking osuoal.d-'s visits tetta Coban smb«sj
Had thls 1nformatlon“been nade avallable to Slawson,

f.hls calculatlons of Oswald‘s act1v1tles 1n Mexlco

Clty would have been more flrmly establlshed than
: Lo rd‘\uﬁd»n%wﬁvﬂ&fam :
they were as“of March 27 1964._a

The record supports the Commlttee s flndlng

that as: of Aprll 2, 1964 the Warren Comm1ssron had

-

_ aotﬂﬁﬁ “"‘SN\ MA“( u\.sré
'serles[of telephonlc lntercep s'\ x~, memorandum of '

that date by Coleman and Slawson, yf R posed one,

questlon to the CIA and made two requestsfor lnformatlon

from the Agency (Slawson - Coleman Memorandum of

Aprll 2, 1964, Subj: Questlons Ralsed by the Ambas§§dof

Mann'File) Coleman and Slawson wrote:

1) What 'is the 1nformatlon source referred

' to in the November 28 telegram that

B

o

i

i

Gasﬁ"°y

‘| Classcf\ed by denvoﬂon
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Classnflcaﬂon- -

(Bswéqmt rntmbéedectéorse@tﬂlel avmsfeﬁn ‘
- from ClA-—-—con’t_rolled documen'fs ) :
Odessa,,;i BT
"1ff2) We would llke to see coples of the L
| transcrlpts[of the 1ntercepts,]translated;£.i.d
if p0551ble, in all cases where the |
-[1ntercepts}refer to ‘the assassxnatlon
- or related subjects,' -
:3) We would espe01ally llke to see’ the .
' [dntercethln whlch the allegatlon that
money was passed at the Cuban Embassy

“T,AlS dlscussed (Ibld ).

3: The questlon lnltlally posed by (Item TI). 1n-;-

o the above referenced memorandum of April 2 concernss_.t};

7"at 10 37 a. m.. (Slawson Memorandum of Aprll 21

- not as yet been” prov1ded access to the orlglnal

the[CIA telephonlc lntercept]of September 27, 19631i3f;;}”

'1964 p.'l) Obv;ously, 1f alawson found 1t necessary

to request the source of the 1nformatlon,.he had

materlal by the CIA.

3 .
G,

Item Vumber Two of the above llstlng tends to show

that the Comn15510n had Iuﬁ:been glVlng access to the[anterce

.
) -

’concernlng the assassmnatlon..

.

__.,_:_:J_,:V_A__VV__},_‘c;'_lassfif_ic_qf_iori‘=

“.Classified by,derivdﬁo_n
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" Classification: gz CRET
L (Th.is form ‘is to be used for: .maferldl\"exfrccted' |

A from ClA-—confrolled documenfs) L _
Item number three of the above llstlng

. 5hreveals that[the 1ntercept of]the Dortlcos—ArmaS vf
a:conversatlon of November 22, 1964, in whlch the B
;ﬁpaSSLng of monles was dlscussed had not as of Aprll

fd2 been prov1ded to the Comm1531on. -The Comm1551onr“
"'rhad spec1f1cally requested the Dortlcos-Armas

:transcrlpts at a March 12, 1964 meeting- between
'i51Comm1ss10n representatlves and Agency representat1ves.357
:idT(Slawson memorandum, March 12, 1964, SubJ' Conference' .
.,"wlth CIA on March 12, 1964)

On Aprll 3 1964 Coleman and Slawson expressed

'ff;thelr concern for rece1v1ng conplete access to all
‘h??materlals relevant to Oswald's Mex1co Clty trlp.r
| a'%eThe most probable flnal result of the |
".antlre lnvesthatlon of Oswald s act1v1t1es

in Mexico is a conclus10n that he went

';.there for the purpose of trylng to reach

"AvCuba and that no er.bes, consplracn.es,

r[etc.‘took place.?

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

~.all reasonable llnes of lnvestlgatlon that.,

might have uncovered other motivations or

_ Classification;
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B Clos'SificctiOh: Wl

(Thus form is to be used for ‘material exfrccted
“from CIA—-confrolIed documents.) R RIS
‘99551ble consp1rac1es have been followed

‘through w1th negatlve results), we must L

'”5@>become famlllar w1th the detalls of what

L both the Amerlcan and Mex1can 1nvest1—f

gatory agenc1es there have-done. Thls

‘means reading thelr reports,'after trans-

.“latlon, if necessary, and 1n ‘some cases

'.ftalklng w1th the lnvestlgators themselves.ﬁhal

_Q(Slawson and Coleman Memorandum, Aprll
13, 1964, Subj° Addltlonal llnes of
”5Investlgatlon in Mex1co Whlch May Prove

| »Worthwhlle,_p. ll )

Manlfestly, Coleman s and Slawson s de51re ;uj;l

:5for a thorough lnvestlgatlon hadsbeen ﬂiﬂAi“”f
'the CIA's concern lest 1ts sources and methods,"i
however relevant;to the COmmlSSlOn s-1nvest1gation}
be exposed. -Consiaering thefgravity and-Signif
ficancehpf;the warren Commissionﬂs investigationi;>

. the

‘ | 3«'\" |

Agency s wmtholdlng of materlal from the

9
™
Comm1551on staff was clearly lmproper. \J%%

Clcsslfled by derwchon
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(Thls form is to be used for" motenol exfrocted
“from ClA-——co@rg ied documenfs ) B

On Aprll 8, David Slawson, Howard Wlllens,;,g-":"'

"’ffand Wllllam Coleman flew to Mex1co Clty, Mex1007

| to meet w1th the representatlves of the State

’3f-’Department, FBI, C1A, and the - Government of Mexzco.

- em.

»_(Slawson Memorandum, Aprll 22, 1964 Subj- Trlp
"f:to Mex1co Clty, p. l) Prlor to thelr departure,

ﬂthey met w1th Thomas Mann, the U S Ambassador to

' fﬂﬁrMex1co durlng Oswald's v151t to Mexrco Clty and at :

'ih'the tlme of Pre51dent Kennedy s assa551natlon.,(Ibld )

- Ambassador Mann told the Warren Comm1551on representa—

'iatlves that the CIA s Mexrco Clty Statlon was actlvely

'hefengaged in photosurvelllance operatlons agalnst the:*'

dislsov1et and Cuban Embassy/Consulates (Ibld., p. 3)”
e Upon the group s arrlval in. Mex1co Clty, theyij_u:j~
;were met by U:S Ambassador Freeman, Clalre Boonstra:.d_sh ‘,.;

‘e~of the State Department clarke Anderson of the FBI,;Plf : §§

‘».and Wlnston Scott of the CIA (Ibld. pp. 9~ 10)

That ‘same’ dayidurlng a meetlng between the QSf.;--

f'Comm1551on representatlves and Wln Scott, Scott made

]avallable to the group actual transcrlpts[of the CIA s ';,-

'"7~telephon1c survelllance operatlonsJEccompanled w1th

'Engllsn translatlons of the transcrlpts;v In addltlon, 5"' ¥

33
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‘he provméfé*“% %;:: ;f% l‘;:dl 5 for, gf_'is'f' sﬁaq;agraphs

ocuments.
vfor the tlme perlod covered by Oswald s v1s1t

that had resulted from photosurvelllance of the

'1Cuban and Sov1et Embassy entrances.Dav1d Slawsoni*wf‘
b wrote,»,. | | | »

"...Mr. Scott stated at the beginning : -
of his narrative that he intended to make
a complete disclosure of all facts, - i
including the sources of his 1nformatlon,-
and that he understood that all three of -
- us had been cleared for TOP SECRET and
- that we would not disclose. beyond ‘the.
_‘conflnes of the Commission and its L
immediate staff the 1nformatlon we. obtaln--*"'
ed through him without’ first clearlng it
.with his superiors in Washlngton.“ We. ...
,.agreed to this."" (Ibld ) TN

Mr. Scott descrlbed to ‘the Comm1531on repre—“'

sentatlves the CIA s course of actlon rj=-.

'Vafollow1ng the assaSSLnatlon, lndlcatlng that hlS
',staff 1mmed1ately began to complle dOSSlerS on.t
'.Oswald, Duran,'and everyone else throughout Mex1co
whom the CIA knew had had some contact w1th Oswald

'(Ibld ) Scott revealed that all known Cuban and RUSSlanf

Alntelllgence agents had : Q}rcﬁJY B been put undé& _s._ﬁ

survelllance follow1ng the assassinatlon.v Slawson‘
concluded :

"Scott's narrative plus the material we
were shown disclosed immediately how
incorrect our previous information had
'been in Oswald's contacts with the ‘Soviet
and Mexican- ?mbaSSLQS.- Apparently the .

Clcssd‘lcahon- Sj f’.zjf, ; e e

b Clcssafled by da
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CIass:ﬁcahon. W

. (Th|s form is fo be used for mcfencl extrocfed
A,dlﬂt&wdpnsoﬂmﬂe&dmsawnys 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:.
"{i,;almost all-the crucial points. . We had .. .= .0 .0
- - _ previously planned to show Scott, Slawson s
* ... reconstruction of Oswald's probable:
o ‘activities. at’ the embassies to get Scott s
opinion, -but once we saw how badly distorted
- 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-
later time during our visit." (Ibid," p. 24)

) 7-mater1als that he dld follow1ng Scott s dlsclosures.'?d'b

& A 5eparate SIawson memorandum of Aprll 21, 1964 records

the results of the notetaklng from orlglnal source J'

"These notes dealt exclus1vely w1th the[telephonlc
’1ntercepts pertalnlng to the Duran and Oswald conver-ﬁrxa”
crsatlons for the perlod Sept; 27 - Oct. 1 1963.;3a'.}‘
"‘:-(Slawson Memorandum, Aprll 21, 1964 Subj {Intercepts ]

MVfrom the Sov1et and Cuban Embasszes in Mex1co Clty.i

‘It is ev1dent‘from Slawson's record that the
t°Agency s denlal of orlglnal source. materlals, 1n thlS

':'case the[telephonlc survelllance 1ntercepts,]serlou§ly

[

B U WU W m

'-Almpalred the-CommlsSLOn s ablllty to draw.accurately -
"reasoned conclu51ons regardlng Oswald's soyourn in

“*Mexxco Clty,‘gIt'meant that as of Aprll:lo, 1964

g %l
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','the Comm1551on when, in fact "on. almost all the

'”fand p0551bly foreclosed llnes of lnvestlgatlon e g.,

s"écRETei_fi’f'

| CIaésifi;:a’tib‘ﬁéé*" s

(Thls form is. to be used for mafersol extracted
~ from CIA—confrolIed documents. ) ‘

fnearlng the halfway p01nt of the Warren Commrssronl,>

1m;1nvest1gatlon,_the Comm1551on was forced to retrace

'f}the factual path by whlch 1t had structured Oswald‘
act1v1t1es 1n Mexrco Clty. rIt further-revealed that;

’the Agency had prov1ded amblguous lnformatlon to -

,; cruc1al-p01nts srgnlflcantly more. prec1se materlals
-could have been made avallable for analy51s by the
$;Comm1551on..(Ib1d.) Thus, the Agency S. early pollcy
of not provrdlng the cOmm1531on w1th v1tally relevant
llnformatlon derlved from certaln sen51t1ve sources

l'and methods had serlously undermlned the- 1nvest1gatlon e

'VCuban 1nvolvement, that mlght have been more " serlously
Tcon51dered had thls materlal been expedltlouslyf“
-prov1ded

meiu.o C\‘H, 317‘-*@\ Pif\a‘rbsu«raetﬂuncc a\/\z&w
Mexlco Clty MysterzﬁMan : g : : .

On November -23 1963, FBI. Spec:.al Agent Odum

L3

showed:marguerlte Oswald a photograph of a man B

bearlng no phys:.cal resemblance to her son (Warren

| ! i »;C..lo'svsi‘fied by detivdt:icﬂ:a 9 8 !32 - o



| SEC‘%E"

: Clasmﬁcahon- -

'conmss__lgnﬂkééaﬂ 'io to3be useeh{szrs ’?ﬁ%%ffﬁ%‘ﬁe%ad been

‘ from ClA—-cont_'ﬂ" documents
»supplled to the FBI on November 22 by the CIA‘

'r7¥;vrMex1co Clty Statlon after Agency representatlvesgi:;.f;f

h]"had searched thelr flles lnAan effort to 1ocate

SR S U Ipid. | o
| -»mformatlon on. Oswald? " (CIA Doc. DDP4- 1555, 3/25/64,

Warren CommlssionaDoc.:fzyﬁLﬁhls photograph)whlch was ‘one

__1n a serles resultlng from the CIA's photosurvelllance_g.'

operatlons agalnst the Sov1et and Cuban Embassy/Consulates

, —

Prlor to the assas51natlonL/

had been llnked by

b'ythe Mex1co Clty Statlon to Lee Harvey Oswald (Ibld )

ldechard Helms, 1n a sworn affldav1t before the Warren j*ﬂ

'f_commlsslon, stated that the photograph Shown to .

‘Marguerite Oswald had-been taken on October 4, 1963
b.ln Mex1co Clty and mlstakenly 11nked at that tlme to‘

A Oswald. (Warren Comm1551on Affldav1.-of Rlchard Helns

/"/64, vol. xr,.pp._dsg 470) T - :
| On February 10, 1964, Marguerlte Oswald testlfled §§

u‘before the Warren CommlsSLOn and recounted the c1r—

b .
- _(Warren Conmlss10n Report Vol ;?153)Mrs. Oswald testlfled

”that she belleved this Dhotograph to have been of Jack

:3jcumstances under whlch she was shown the photograph. _LAV . §§

_Ruby (Ibld\)

1g0£9ﬁ63 ‘fg

(2]
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Thereafter, on February 12 1964 J. Lee
Rankln wrote to- Thomas Karrames:.nes, Ass:Lstant DDP,-.;'-". s

| 'request:.ng both the J.dentrl‘y of the J.nd1v1dual

dep;cted in the_photograph, and an explanatlon. of
.the' cj.rcuinstances by v}hich» this’ photograph was .
obtalned.by,the:Central Intelligence Agency.z
(Letter of J. Lee ‘Rankin, Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc.

On that same day, in-a separate letter,

' Rankln wrote to DCI McCone regard:.ng materlals ‘

that: the CIA had d:LssemJ.nated s:.nce November 22

1963 to the Secret Serv:.ce but not to- the Warren
Comnu.ss:.on.' 1Qank:Ln requested coples of these

‘materlals th.ch included three CIA cables. The

cables concerned the photograph subsequently shown. o :
by the FBI to Oswald's mother of the :Lnd;LVJ.dual | | g
orlglnally J.dentlfled by the Mex:.co C:Lty Statlon

as Lee Harvey Oswald. (Letter of J. Lee Rank:.n é

Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. #3872)

7&’ Among “the materlals dlssen:Lnated by the CIA - ' %

to the Secret Serv1ce was a November 26 dlssenlnatlon.

(CIA Doc DIR 85177, 11/26/64) “That cable concerned &

s L oA
= de e gt o

i
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- ;'the Dortlcnﬁmpemas oFROLGRBASRRRS and disclosed the

_ex1stence of{?IA telephonlc survelllance operatlons ]

‘d:ddln Mex1co Clty at the tlme of. the assa551natlon'h

,and Oswald's earlrer v151t., As a result the CIA was '
.reluctant to. make the mater1a1 dlssemlnated to Y
the Secret Serv1ce avallable to the Warren CommLSSLOn
rf_for 1n 'S0 d01ng the Agency would have necessarlly exposed[its

telephonlc survelllance operatlonéko the Comm1551on.

T John Scelso testlfled regardlng the c1rcumstances--
surroundlng the eventual explanatlon glven to the
CommlSSlOn recountlng the orlglon of the photograph in

questlon.“ Scelso stated.

. "We did. not initially disclose to the
Warren Comm1551on all of our technlcal
operatlons., In other words, we did not
-~initially disclose to them that we had
- .photosurveillance because the November .
. photo we had (of MMM) was not of Oswald. . -
' Therefore it dld not mean anythlng,.you

_see°"f
Mr. Golasmlth  ...So the Agency was making a unilateral
decision that this was not relevant to the Warrenv»

Comm1551on.r

<«

WS R, WER. G, T m .m m m m

Scelso:; nght, we were not authorlzed, at flrst,qb, 14
to- reveal all our technical operations. ’
(HSCA Class. Depo. of John Scelso 5/16/78
~ p. 150) - o
hlsuumny dxaremxﬂs shows that _
' By February 12, 1964 -the Warren CommlsSLOn had

1nadvertantly requested access to[telephonlc)survelllance

proauctlon, a. cause for concern w1th1n the {}0594~03/

Classuﬁccmon' 5 E C 2 E I e

e
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sl

' due to the sen51t1v1ty of Agency sources and methods.{ti

FSimllarly, the p0551ble disclosure of the photosurvelllance{;;f
_operatlons to the Warren Commlss1on had also begun to cause
concern w;th;n the Agency. |

On March 5, .1967 Raymond Rocca”wrote-in an d'
.lnternal memorandum to Rlchard Helms that “we ‘have |
a problem here “for your determlnatlon;“ Rocca-":
outllned Angleton s de51re not to respondﬁdirectly
to Rankin's request of February 12 regardlng the CIA
materlal forwarded to the Secret Serv1ce 31nce

_November 23, 1964 ' Rocca then stated-r

"Unless you feel otherw1se, J1m 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
the Secret Service after November 22, 1963,
$JFK Doc. 3982). If they come back .on thlS =
point he feels that you, or someone from ‘
here, should be prepared to go over to show
the Commlssron the material rather than Passy,
‘them to them in copy. Inc1dentally, none
of these items are of new substantive ’
interest.  We have either. passed the material
in substance to the Commission in response to .
~ earlier levies or the items refer to aborted -
" leads, for example, the famous six 'photographs
which are not of Oswald..." (CIA Doc. FOIA '
#579-250, 3/5/64; see also HSCA Classified
Deposition- of James Angleton, 10/5/78, pp.

.iﬂmf . Dl : . i'  ;;;‘..;r#£A%. _.sA. _l; 3

@
%
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';where:.n he states that the only reason S
for not providing the Warren Comm:.ss:.on with °
access to CIA surveillance materials. -

~was due to the Agency's concern for: :

. protection of its sources and methods) .




”'7ftthe February 12 request for the materlals forwarded

' -each report or communication pertalnlng to the Secret

SECRET ¥

o Cla'ssifiéo:fion:j-"" 2

- (This form ‘is. to_ be . used for maferlal extrocfed
© . - from ClA—controlled documents.) ' o
' On March 12, 1964, representatlves of the N

;Warren Comm1551on and the CIA confered regardlng

Vto the Secret Servrce by the Agency. (Letter of

.'J. Lee Rankln March 16, 1964, JFK Doc. #;3872,‘Slawson‘

) Memorandum, March 12, 1964)

The record lndlcates that the CommLSSLOn at
::the March 12 meetlng pressed for ‘access: to the

B _-:Secret Serv:.ce mater:.als._ Rank:.n wrote to Helms - g
'h'on March 16 that it was hlS understandlng that the |

- CIA would supply the CommlsSLOn w1th a paraphrase of

”“dServ1ce materlals w1th all lndlcatlons of your -

'confldentlal communlcatlons technlques and confldentlalulﬁ“

sources deleted._ You will also afford members of

our staff worklng~in this area an‘opportunity to | o .'hiigg
vrev1ew the actual file so that they may glve assurance

:: ."’that the. paraphrases are complete.ﬁ " (Letter of J. Lee . g

.‘Rankln,AMarch 16, 1964, paragraph 2, JFK Doc. No. 33%2)'~

1 Rankin further 1nd1cated-that the_same

.

V'-procedure.was to be followed regarding any'material

g in the possession of the CIA prior_tovNovember‘ZZ;

/3
Yad o
1
1
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o : - from ClA—c¢ontrolled documents) . . v o :
,1963 whlch had not as yet been furnlshed because

fu_lt concerned sen51t1ve sources and methods.; (Ibld.,,d_

}fffspar_;3) B | - :H e -
;_F-f; Helms responded to Rankln s March 16 letter
on March 24 (FOIA & 622-258) by two separate
5commun1catlons (CIA Doc. DDP4 1554 herelnafter CDf631,A
‘3/24/64, CIA- Doc., DDP4 1555, 3/24/64 'CD 674 herelnafter)uﬁ
_CD 631 prov1ded the Comm1551on w1th a copy of the o _
October lO, 1963 CIA dlssemlnatlon to FBI, State Dept.,~b'
INS and Navy Dept._(and to the Secret Serv1ce on_;
‘22 Nov ) regardlng.Lee Harvey Oswald and hlS presence_tf-
j at the Sov1et Consulate in Mexlco Clty. The response .
| further revealed that on October 23 1964; CIA had
' thel%wy

- requested two coples of the most recent photograph

'7.gof Oswald in order to check the ldentlty of the person

fzbelleved to be Oswald in Mex1co Clty. Furthermore, _
'che CIA stated, though 1t dld not lndlcate when,ithat
,.lt had determlned that the photograph shown to Marguerlte"

b I
-.Oswald on- November 22 1963 dld not refer to Lee , 51 s

"Harvey Oswald. The Ageacy explalned that it had checked the
' T photogr

Vﬁ%

1aga1nst the - press phoeographs of Oswald generallv

avallable on- November 23 1963,

'ﬁl‘k'*%‘fl@& ‘

CD 674 reveals that on Nov. 22, 1963 J.mmedlately follo

‘49390e9
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”.;Ji the assasq%aatig_{oanﬁmpamﬁoxﬁpper 3, 1963, three"

1;1 of an unldentlfled man who had v1sxted the Cuban and.

:~"stated that-

CIassuflcatlow -

(This form s to be used for mcfencl extrccted

3 cabled reports were recelved at CIA headquarters.

;Gfrom the CIA Mex1co Clty Statlon regardlng photographs

,JfSov1et Emba551es durlng October and November 1963.-
Paraph bs of tnese cables, not reveal&ng sen51t1vev
"sources and methods, were ‘attached to CD 07&. The
‘_Agency wrote that the subject of the photo referenced

hdln these cables was not Oswald. It was furtherjf

"In response t0 our meeting of 12 March and

your memo of 16 March, Stern and Willens -

will review at Langley the original copies

‘of these 3 disseminations to the Secret

Service and the cables on which they were

based,  as well as the photos of the unidenti-'
. -fied man."™. (CIA Doc.  DDP4- 1555 CD634 24 _ S
" March 1964)

"IOnAMarch_26,'Wllliam'Coleman wrote in a memorandum

for}theVrecord:

~ "The ‘CIA directed a memorandum to J. Lee Rankin .
" on March 24, 1964 (Commission Document No. 631)
" in which it set forth ~the dlssemlnatlon of ‘

the information on Lee Harvey Oswald. I llze.

that this memorandum is only a partial answeér
to our ingquiry to the CIA dated March 16, 1964
and I hope that the complete answers will give’
us the additional information we requested."
(Memorandum of William Coleman, March. 24, 1964)

i Coleman went. on to state:

"As you know, we are still trying to get an

-explanation of the photograph which the FBI
'-showed Aarcuerlte Oswald soon after the
i L ,.“'“; .:_‘. '

CIasmﬁcaﬂon- i

'
1
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(Thls form is to be used for material exfrocfed '
from ClA—controlled documents.)
assassination. I hope that oaragraph 4
- 0of the memorandum of March 24, 1964 -
~ (CD631) sent Mr. Rankin by the. CIA
~ .is not the ‘answer which the CIA intends
- to glve us as to thls 1nqu1rv."(Ib1d )

"‘ﬂv\‘lv Y Vi

vl

PR it

4
s,

‘,ﬂ.¢~ .The follow1ng day, as agreed by Warren Comm1551on ﬁ":
and Agency representatlves, Samuel Stern of the_ |
'Comm1ss10n v151ted CIA headquarters 1n Langley,'
_Vlrglnla.fe" | | '

Sterns' memorandum of hls v151t reveals that.
fhe rev1ewed Oswald's flle w1th Raymond Rocca.' Stern.
lndlcated that Oswald s flle contalned those ﬁaterlals
furnlshed prev10uslj to the Warren Comm1551on by N
:the CIA.; The flle also contalned- |

o "Cable reports of November 22 ‘and Novenber S

Hﬁif23 from the CIA s Mex1co City Statlon _d;
relating to;theiphotograph of the unldentif_
fied individual mistakenly beiieyedfto.he
dLee Harvey Oswald and the reports on those

.ncables furnlshed ‘on Vovember 23 1963,toj7L
the Secret Serv1ce by the CIA. '(Memoranduma

_'.’of Samuel Stern, March 27 1964)

9
. R

Stern noted that these messages were accurately

‘paraphrased in the attachments to,CD.674~prov1ded the o

% Pueageaph 4ot <D &31 s wut ek C1A Ooracluxiz.d e
% o+o E{W h G‘(’(An|d~{.hi'l‘€i€4\lr\&lllw A & ho‘f' itplcl‘

(j:jd Fon . rcs.s Fheiﬂ«rophs oé— u$u0‘~u-‘\ o
’c‘enfu‘a—u& a sgg“ﬁcq T - .
7 L 1:7: ; '. Classlhed by derwaturo 0 0 7 1
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, v (Thls form ls"fo be used for material extracted =
Warren Comﬁfesscﬂbm*rﬁ!fééhcwnfsnm. He also

rev1ewed the October 10, 1963 cable from“CIA'S"
. Mexico Clty Statlon to - CiA headqnarters°'

reportlng Oswald's contact w1th the Sov1et Embassy

.1n Mex;co Clty. In addltlon,_Stern examined the

- October lQ,_1963 cable'from CIA headquarters to

the Mekico City Station,reporting.background infor-'

mation on Oswald;"7(Ibid )y Stern‘recordedi__

that thesetl messages liwere‘ .

‘paraphrased accurately as set forth in the CIA's January

'31 memo to the Warren Comm1551on reportlng Oswald'

Mexzco Clty trlp.
Lastly, Stern noted that Rocca provzded hlm
- for h1s revxew a computer prlntout of the references
to Oswald—related documents located in the Agency s
electronlc_data storage system. He stated "therebls
no item llsted onithe'printout which the Warren Com—.n

mission_haslnot been given either in full text or.

'paraphrased. (Ibid.) o u'.f % 4

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

’representatlve had been aopr1s3d of the c1rcumstances

. otse T R .
‘surroundlnc tne mysterlous photograph.
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Lulsa Calderon

Approx1mate1y flve hours after PreSLdent

f Kennedy s assaSSLnatlon a Cuban government employee e
in Mexlco Clty named “Lulsa recelved a- telephone’f‘w‘”f'

call from an unldentlfled man speaklng Spanlsh.

( CIA poc. FOM;IOS, 11/27/63, 173615, attachment)
[Thls call had been 1nterceoted and recorded by the
CIA' Mexlco Clty Statlon as’ the result of 1ts o
LIENVOY (tel tap) operatlon :kald ) The Mex1co SDA
Clty Statron/as subsequently reported to CIA
headquarters, ldentlfled the Luisa of the conversatﬁf:“
tlon as Lulsa Calderon, who was then employed in
:;:the Commercxal Attache s offlce at the Cuban Consu—a}'?/:'
late. (Ibid. ) o
Durlng the course of ‘the conversatlon, thé'<
_unldentlfled caller asked Luisa 1f she had heard
(of the assas31natlon)

”i the latest news.' Lursa repllec ln a jOkan tone"

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

(Ibld )
CIA' -
Paraphrasrng the[telephone 1ntercept)transcr1pt,
it states that the caller told Lulsa ~b---the,P¢?S°P: N
5
. Classification: __! §
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(Thas form is” to be used for moterlol extrocted
from ClA—controlled documents.) "

_apprehended for Kennedy s slaylng was the

| ﬂis"Pre51dent of one of the Commlttees of the Falr v
v'*”lPlay for Cuba.a Lulsa replled that she also knew
thls.— Lulsa 1nqu1red whether the person belng |
'held for the kllllng was a grlngo.- The unldentl--
ﬂffled caller replled, -yes4"_ Lulsa told her caller
Vthat she had learned nothlng else about the assass1na;i,7

o tlon and that she had learned about the assaSSLnatlon .

lonly a llttle whlle ago. The unldentlfled caller

commented._

We thlnk that if 1t had been or had
seemed...publlc or Had been one of
- the segregationists or against . . S
.-+ .intergration who had killed Kennedy, . : -
. . then there was, let's say, the . b
possibility that a 'sort of civil )
war would arise in the United States,~ R
that- contradlctlons would be sharoened...'
-~ who knows : . :

Lulsa.responded:

Jlnagihe, one, “two, three,and'now{‘thatffﬂ_
makes-three;~(8he laughs ) (Ibld, - 2) j‘ e
% ». L

Raymond Rocca, in resoonse to a’ 1975 Rocke-

g,

feller CommLSSLOn request for lnformatlon on a

T

-f DOSSlble Cuban consplracy to assaSSLnate Pre51dent

Kennedy wrote regardlng Calderon S, comments._;mﬂ»f

R,

SN LT b ‘1
denl g
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' Latin’hYperbole?'BOastful ex post facto
- suggestion of foreknowledge. This is the
.. . only -item in- the[lntercept coverage of"
~:+  the Cubans and Soviets afté&r ‘the- assa551na-'
' ‘tion that contains the suggestion of fore-
knowlege of expectation. (CIA Doc.,
Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for DC/OPS,

5/23/75, p. 151*(5‘,_,_? gsmsg‘,rf)
Standlng by itself, Lulsa Calderon s cryptlc

,comments do not merit serlous attentlon. Her words
:may 1ndeed 1nd1cate foreknowledge of the assaSSLna— 
tion but may equally-be lnterpreted wlthout such_a
v;sinister{impiieation. NeverthelesS}fthe Committee

, has determlned that Lulsa ‘Calderon's case should _
have merlted serlous attentlon 1n the months follow1ng
4the assassxnatlon. | = |

In connectlon with the assa551natlon, Lulsa -

Calderon s name flrst surfaced on November 27 1964

in a cable ‘sent by then Ambassador Mann to the State

" _Department (CIA Doc. DIR 85573, ll/27/63)

*®

In that.cable-Mann stateds 2 A‘_

...Washlngton should urgently con51der'
feasibility of requesting Mexican authorities
to arrest for interrogation: Eusebio Azcue,
Luisa Calderon and Alfredo Mirabal. The two
‘men are Cuban national and Cuban consular
officers. Luisa Calderon is a secretary

in Cuban Consulate here." (1b1d )

£

cpe  ue _ _q-m._m*._ SIS 999(379;;2
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;*Regardlng the Lssue of whether Calderon s comments
could reasonably be interpreted to indicate possxble
foreknowledge, the CIA position is as follows-

" During the Rockefeller Commission 1nqu1ry,'

' The verb entere 1s mistranslated. Me en ere -
(the first person of the verb enterars >
~past tense) should be translated as w7, I found

. almost. before Kennedy /d1d7 " In other words, .

position that translatlon of Me Entere as’

. Secret.

| Elaﬁamsanano

g_“’us orm 12 ;o Ee gg 81!' ma%%&l_lgﬁfc%%%i-:A.-;-
288"¥'o gg l}fmer?i's,s : R _

_.5"5a-.

Calderon's conversation was identified

as a possible item of information from

thel Agency's Jcuban -and Soviet[telephone - N
intercepts Jthat might suggest foreknowledge
of a plot to assassinate the American Presi-.
dent. This involves a faulty translation of an -
answer Calderon gave to her caller. In answer
to the latter's question as to whether she

had heard the latest news, Calderon said:

"Si, claro, me entere casiantes que Kennedy."

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

Calderon was saying she -heard about the shooting
of Kennedy almost at the timeé the event took
place...“. (CIA Doc., Memorandum Regardlng

Luisa Calderon conversatlon, p.1). :

The Committee fundamentally disputes . the
narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments
assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee' s}

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

does not foreclose interpretation of Calderodﬁﬁ' .,‘Q ‘

comments as a suggestion on her part of possible’

foreknowledge of President Kennedy's assassination.

The ynierpretation, jnanyg evek; showld howe soxnlettto
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(This form is to be used for material -extracted
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from ClA—controlled Siacuments )

Thls cable does not state the ba51s for
'arrest:.ng Calderon. | However, the CIA's copy of this. o

”'cable bears a handwrltten notatlon on 1ts routlng

»_page. That notatlon states- “Info from Amb Mann

fhfor SecvRusk re: ...persons lnvolved w1th Oswald

in Cuban Embassy._ ‘Mann went on to state in urgent

deﬂxterms.vc“They may qulckly be returned to Havana 1nbd‘:'

'order to ellmlnate any poss1b111ty that Mex1can

'bgovernment could use them as witnesses.," (Ib1d )

Accordlng to CIA files, Calderon made ff

'u’reservatlons to_return to Havana on Cubana Alriines on

4:¥ff;peoember;li,-1963,A1ess than four weeks after the'f

’Gassaséinatibn. (cIa Doc. CSCI—316/01783-65 4/26/63)

| ‘ Calderon, Azcue and Mirabal were not arrested

- .nor detalned for questlonlngvby the Mex;can federal
polioe. hHowever, Silvia Duran, a friend and associated

E of,Ca;deron's and the:one person:beiieved'tohavem_.éb ; :;- ;}

*It is the Committee's.heliefdthat'Mann_was proﬁpted' |

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.
(CIA,Doc. DDP4- 2741 -1 June 1964 Attachment C)

| Oﬁﬁﬁ?V
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ihad repeated contact w1th Oswald whlle he was in:
tMexlco Clty, was arrested and questloned by the
';Mexlcan pollce on two separate occa51ons. (CIAp'
Doc. DIR 84950, 11/23/63, CIA Doc. DIR: 85471,. o
_;311/27/63) |

Durlng her second lnterrogatlon, Duran was

questloned regardlng her assoczatlon w1th Calderon.-su

There 1s no 1nd1catlon in the relnterrogatlon report _
Caccountlng for the questlonlng of Duran: about Calderon._l.‘
_ (CIA Doc. DDP4 0940, 2/21/64) The 1nformatlon regardlngA
’rDuran s lnterrogatlon was - passed to the Warren CommLSSLOn _
‘on February 21 1964, more than two months after | | |
Calderon had returned to Cuba. (Ibld ) N
Informatlon was reported to the CIA durlng
-._May 1964 from a Cuban defector, tying Lulsa

/ . :
'Calderon to the Cuban Intelllgence apparatus.v The -

.'.
-

‘:defector, AMMUG-l was himself a Cuban Intell:x.genceﬁ45

Offlcer who supplled valuable and hlghly rellable

1nformatlon to the CIA regardlng Cuban Intelllgence

operatlons. (CIA Doc., Memorandum of Joseph Langosch-

m‘i Vet 3 .

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

gmegﬂeﬁ—Seeres—— 90 9978
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tJ.es toCuban 'i_r'x_teil,igence' were vrep'vorted to the Warren
 commission on June 18, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA $739-319,
6/19/64) However, the Committes has determined from
- i{:s, feview that the CIA,did not brovide Callderon 's .
eOA*}ei'sation of N.o.vember 22 to -the ‘Warren 'CormniSs'ien‘. vv

B Consequently, even though the Warren Commission was. aware that - g
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Calderon haduconnectlons to lnteﬂlgence work,'

fas d1d other Cuban Embassy offlcers, the v1tal

link between her background and her comments

was never establlshed for the Warren.Comm1551on

by the CIA. The Agency s over51§ht 1n thls
. regard may have forclosed the Comm;ssxon from -
actlvely pursulng a lead of great 51gn1f1cance.‘c;

Calderon S- 201 flle reveals that she _

'arrlved in Mexzco Clty from Havana on January 16,p-f
1963, carrylng Cuban Passport E/63/7. Her date
hof blrth was belleved to be.1940 (CIA Doc. Dlspatch
HMMA21612, no date glven) 'Calderon s’ presence ln»

HMex1co Clty was flrst reported by the CIA on July

15 1963 in a. dlspatch from the CIA's Mlaml fleld

1off1ce to the CIA's Mexico ClLy statlon an& to the

‘Chief of the CIA's Spec1al Affalrs Staff (for Cuban

.operatlons). .(CIA Doc. Dlspatch[JFCA- 0095 7/15/63)
That d:l.spatch had attached to’ lt a report contalnlg
blographlc data on personnel then aSSLgned to the o

Cuban Embassy in Mexico Clty.‘ At nage three of the'

attached report Luisa Calderon was llsted as Secretary

-of the Cuban Embassy S commerclal offlce. The

%,

-:'.:'Clqs'sif_i.c'ation:' Rl R

i Classified by 'derivcﬁon; ’ ‘_ v
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(This form is to be- used for material extrocted
from ClA—controlled documents) '

‘notatlon 1nd1cated that a report was pendlng on : .
g " No smﬂzrepmnzls present
1 Calderon. (Ibld.,-p. 3 of attachment) The - 1n<2ﬂdenx1s
- 201 FJ.le
»Agency has attempted, w1thout success, to .locate
,the report. |

Luisagcalderon's association with the Cuban

DGI was first recorded by the CIA on May 5, 1964.

(CIA Doc;4>Iind demorandum of[Harold SwensoniiFOIA(/jf%wjﬁ;\
Ly 0501\$

. WJJ.
68 290 5/5/64) At that tlme, Joseph Langosch,-

.Chlef of Counterlntelllgence for the SpeCLal Affalrs

‘staff, reported the results szhis debriefing of,

‘the Cuban defector, AMMUG-1. 'The‘meﬁorandum stated
‘.‘that AMMUG-l had no ‘direct knowledge of Lee Harvey -

Oswald or hls act1v1t1es but was able to prov1de

vltems of lnterest based upon the comments of certaln
n Cubah Intelllgence,Servrce offlcers. (Ibldr)v Spec1f1cally,
;AM&UG-l was asked if Oswald was knowndbotheCuban
intelligence services-before November 23, 1963.
.AMMUG -1 told Langosch "Prlor to October 1963, Oswaég

o ‘
~visited the Ctban Embassy in Mexico City-on two or

three occasions. Before, durlng_and after these-

visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion

< GmR. R, W,

Classification: N ‘V 53: a2 i}{)ﬁﬁBi | §
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(Th|s form is- to be used for- mafenal extracted RERR
from ClA—controlled documenfs) ' e

General De Intelllgenc1a (DGI), spec1f1ca11y

1 w1th Lulsa Calderon, Manuel Vega Perez, and

’ Rogello Roorlguez LOpez. T (Ibld ) L
o Langosch thereafter wrote . that Calderon 'S

‘precise’ relatlonshlp,to thefDGI:wasvnot clear;

CIA cable and dlspatch traffic whlch recorded her

arr1va1 in Mex;co durlng January 1963 and departure =

-for Cuba w1th1n one month after the assass;natlon._”""

(Ibld )

On May 7, 1364, Langosch recorded additional

.:1nformatlon he had ellc1ted from AMMUG—l regardlng

,Oswald s pOSSlble contact w1th the DGI. (CIA Doc‘ﬁﬁfiﬂgﬁ_»

FOIA 687 295, attach. 3, 5/7/64) Paraqraoh 3 of
'tbls memorandum stated in part- R

" "a. Luisa Calderon; since. she returned

S to Cuba, has been paid a regular
salary by the DGI even though she .
has not performed any. services.- =
Her home is in the Vedado sectlon“

where the rents are hlgh. _ %

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 "Empress Transimport."

Her title was Secretary General

of the Communist Youth in the -
- department named in the prev1ous

sentence. (Ibld) , rrRET

AC|d$5|f|vcahan' 09963
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" from ClA—controlled documents.) -

knowledge of the Oswald case._ (Ibld,_attach. 5)

sl [:'i;ft as follows.=-

I thought that Lulsa Calderon mlght 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 Amerlcan in- Mexrco. The
information to which I refer was told to

- to (him) that it seemed strange. that Luisa
Calderon was receiving a salary from the
DGI although she apparently did not:.do.

.. told me that hers was a pecullar case and
.. that he hlmself ‘believed that she . had been

-‘Agency although. Manuel Pineiro, the Head
- of the DGI, did-not agree.- As I recall,_
(the case offlcer) had-investigated Luisa

. a letter to her by an:American who signed
-his name OWER  (phonétic) or something .
'similar. As you know, the pronunciation’
of Anglo—Saxon names is dlfflcult in -
‘Spanish so I am not sure of how the name
mentioned by Hernandez should be spelled.. -
‘It could have been "Howard" or something

"different.  As I understand the matter,.

letter but indicated that there was a.
clandestine professional relatlonshlp
between the writer and Luisa-Calderon.

I alsc 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 Oswald. (Ibld_)_.,
| | SICRET
. Classification: _

_! CIassufled by denvahon

On May 8 Langosch further dlsclosed AMMUG s.f

gosch paraphrased AMMUG's knowledge of CalderonViu

eER. W W

‘me by a DGI case officer... I had comnented“;*.‘._

any work for the Service.. (The case offlcer)

‘recruited in Mexico by the Central Intelllgence-i

.. ‘calderon. This was because, during the time =~ -
'she was in Mexico, the DGI had 1ntercepted__v o

the letter fron the American was a love ﬂfﬁi'v

800083
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(This form is fo be used for materlol extracted o
from ClA—controlled documents.) o

On May ll, Raymond Rocca wrote a. memorandum
' to Dlrector Rlchard Helms regardlng the lnformatlon ,
[Swenson]had e11c1ted from AMMUG (CIA Doc. FOIA 687-295,7a~
5/11/64, Rocca Memorandum) "Rocca’ proposed that "the
DDP in person or v1a a des;gnee, perferably the’
former, dlscuss the AMMUG-l 51tuatlon on a very .
restrlcted ba51s w1th Mr. Rankin at hlS earllest
convenlence elther at the Agency or at: the COnm1831on
»headquarters. Untll thls takes place, 1t is not
hdésxrable~to put-anythlng in wrltlng.. (Ibld p.~2)f
On May - 15 1964, Helms wrote Rankln regardlng
'AMMUG s 1nformatlon about the DGI, lndlcatlng 1ts-'
\ psen51t1v1ty and operatlonal 51gn1f1cance.‘u(CIA Docg5
FOIA 697~ 204, 5/15/64, Helms wemorandum) Attaehéa‘
to Helms .communlcatlon was a paraohrased accountlng
of Langosch's May 5 memorandum. (Ibid.) 1In that

‘attachment-the'1ntelllgence associationshof Manuel

&

Vega Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez were s,e't'vfo%th-
T o : » - L ®
However, ‘that attachment made no reference whatsoever

Wm‘x

tthnisa Calderon.: -
'Howard'Willens of the Warren Commission

requested as a follow-up' to the'MaYllS memorandum,

G
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-Uaccess to the questlons used ln Langosch s

fduMemorandum) on: June 18 1964 Arthur Dooley of

Gkoup took the. auestlons and AMMUG'S responses to

the Warren Conm1551on s offlce s for Wlllen s revrew.

mentlon of Calderon was as follows- '"The precrse
»"relatlonshlp of Lulsa Calderon to ‘the DGI ls not  f
clear;A She spent about 51x months in Mexlco from~
i f Wthh she returned to Cuba early in 1964. " (Ibld )

However, Wlllens was not shown o Langosch’s

much more detailed information on Luisa Calderon, '

Oswald and/or.AmeriCan intelligence; (Ibld )*

The Warren Comm1551on as of June 19 1964

had lJ.ttle lf no reason to’ pursue the Lulsa Calder%l

lead. It haa effectlvely been denied srgnlflcant

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

vlndepencﬁl'usspfv@qhmi other agency flles.-.-‘,_.--:_ e

Rocca s(Eounterlntelllgence éésearch and Analy81s e

Wlllens saw Langosch s May 5 memorandum. The only 1w

o memorando. of May 7 and HMay 8 1964fwhiehfoontained?;

including-herprSSible‘aSSQCiatiOn'with Lee Harvey . =

flnterrogatlon of AMUG.; (CIA Doc. FOIA 739- 316 6/19/64{57

S E C R E T Classified by denvoh;oln‘_:; ______;
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ZIbackground lnformatlon. Tnls denial’may have
:iiijlmpeded or prevented the CommlSSlon s pursult

}"of Calderon 'S poTéntlal relatlonshlp to Oswald _dk'*"
tf;vand;the_assass;nat;on of»PreSLdenthennedy,v, But

feven if the Warren Coﬁmission had 'learﬁed'

vn:t;sof Calderon s background and pOSSlble contact w1th |
"Oswald it Stlll had been denied . the one 51gn1f1cant;‘
. dplece of 1nformatlon that mlght haveralsed ‘ltS |

B lnterest in Calderon to a more serlous level. The’l

’ Warren Comm1551on was never told about Calderon s

”'tconversat;on of ‘November 22, 1964.

C,l,d,.sf%ifi?:q'tion: o
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from ClA—controlled docuntepts. )

S ~e-—:=—‘“ ‘“-»/the Calderon 201 f‘Ia*-r_

reference to the conversatlon nor does 1t lndlcat;‘
‘that 1t was ever made known to or prov1ded the .
'»Warren CommlsSLOn for 1ts analy51s. (CIA&Comput

’fprlnt—out of Calderon 201 file) -

-:::::—

'In an~effort to determlne the manner 1n whlch the

E
?
f
i
o
b

treated the Calderon conversatlon thls Commlttee ":
posed the follow1ng questlons to the CIA~fw<~””

T l Was the Warren Commission or- any Warren -
- . . Commission staff member ever given access

to the transcript of a télephone 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 speak-

-~ ing from outside the Cuban Embassy/Con- = - -
sulate? ' If so, please indicate when %@

- this transcript was provided to the Warren
Commission or its staff, which CIA official
provided it, and which Warren Comm1551on ‘

members or staff rev:Lewed lt. :

2.;Was ‘the Warren Commission or any member_if ] )
of the Warren Commission-~or any Warren = &
Commission staff member ever informed %

~ Classification: _
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.orally or in wrltlng of. the substance of thei:
above-referenced conversation ‘of. November 22,?(1?
19632 If so, please indicate when and ' =
in what form this information was prov1ded,
.and which CIA official prov1ded it. (HsCca'
’request letter of August 28 1978) B

The CIA responded by memorandum

o -“Although the (Mexico city)’ Statlon con51dered
' .the conversation of sufficient possible -
interest to send a copy to headquarters,
the latter apparently did nothing with.

- 1it, 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 bearlng a f
- Secret.or Top Secret class1f1catlon does ‘
_ not reveal whether the conversation was
~“.given or shown to the Commission."
- (CIA- Doc., Memorandum Regardlng Lulsa
'Calderon conversation, p. ‘1)

The avallable ev1dence thus supports the_
'conclu51on that the Warren Comm1531on was never -
- glven the 1nformatlon nor the opportunlty by

.whlch lt could evaluate Lulsa Calderon s

.s:Lgm.fJ.cance to- the events surroundlng Pres:.dent w .
”Kennedy-s-assa551natlon. Had.the Comm1551on-been o

:~erpeditiously provided this.evidenceofther,}-:~
inteiiigenoe_background, association;with‘Silvia’h
buran;»and her'eomments followingrthe assassination,'

,1t may well have glven more serlous 1nvest1gat1ve

Classlﬂﬁaﬁen» __secret "*;_fi_-._,Oﬂ%ﬁSS

B %&gﬁﬁédbuydamaﬂan—_er_—aefk




cons:.derat:.on to ‘her potent:.al knowledge of -0swald V'
Thls form is.to be: used for maferlal extracted - ‘

o and the Cubﬁgmgaxerr&glﬁ&ﬁd%opﬁﬁ&ble lnvolvement J.n ‘ S E

a consp:.racy to assass:.nate Pres:.dent Kennedy. LT

Two dlffJ.cult lssues remaJ.n Wthh are ra:Lsed"“ g
bi_?by the Commlttee s flndlng.: Plrst, why dldn'
the Agency prov:.de the Calderon conversatn.on to the L s
éWarren CommlsSLOn,-secondly, why d;ia&t the Agency f:,f;:i hﬁ»

. P §§w$mu$-\-- o

reveal to the Warren Comm1551on lts full knowledge '

of Calderon s 1nte111gence background, her poss:.ble g
knowledge of Oswald and her p0551ble connectlon to

_‘ the CIA or some other Amer:.can lntelllgence apparatust»v'::v s

The f:x.rst quest:.on can be explalned 1n bem.gn -

_ terme. : It J.S reasonably poss::.ble that by sheer

over51ght the conversatlon was flled away and not
7'recovered or recollected untll after the Warren ng;-7~f”
Comm1551on had completed its lnveatlgatlon and 1'-' '
A QQQ ? bs ) \-“-d& PD{"-.Q,-\ a%“(ca{'n‘:'(e .\effl
-publlshed ltS repor {See above CIA explanatlon)

As for the Agency s w1thhold1ng of 1nformat10n
concernlng Calderon s lntelllgence background the B
lnformed that Calderon may have been a member of L :

'the'DGI.g (CIA Doc.. 5/5/64 [Swenson]Memorandum)

‘The memoranda Wthh prov1ded more. extens:.ve exaru.na-

tlon of . her lntelllgence background were not made

o SECREngf; L,

record reflects that the Commission was merely S g

! CIasmf:ed by denva’aon
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o (Thls form is to be used for matertql extracted
from ClA—confrolled documents.) ‘

’ fpavallable for the'Conm1551on s rev1ew. Slgnlflcantly,;f
‘ithe May 8 memorandum wrltten by Joseph Langosch R
- lfollow1ng hls debrleflng of AMMUG-l lndlcated that f'tﬁ:dr
fAMMUG-l and a second Cuban Intelllgence offlcer ‘
.,belleved Calderon to be a. CIA operatlve. (CIA Doc.-
FOIA 687 295, attach‘S; 5/8/64) It ls p0551ble'
that thls lnformatlon ‘was not prov1ded the Warren -
Comm1551on elther because there was no ba51s ln
fact for the allegatlon or because the allegatlon
: was of substantlve concern to the Agency. If the
allegatlon were true, the consequences for the CIA
' would have ffen serlous. It would have demonstrated
that a*ch operatlve,‘well placed 1n the Cuban Embassy{?ﬂf‘
_may have possessed lnformatlon prior to the assa551na—a}i

tlon regardlng Oswald and/or hlS relatlonshlp to the

Cuban Intelllgence Service . and that Serv1ces.'
possible involvement in a conspiracy to dssassinate.

President*lKenne’dy'.' e o LoD Q o

®
@

Regardlng Calderon s oos51ble aSSOClatlon

w1th the CIA, Agency flles rev1ewed reveal no

osten51ble connection between Calderon and-the‘CIA,g

. Classification: 000090
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’ hHewever;vthere are 1nd1catlons that such cohtact
:fbetween Calderon and the Agency was contemplated.»
]{A September l, 1963 CIA dlspatch from the Chlefn.ﬁa
‘of the Speclal Affalrs Staff to the CIA‘s Chlef~'h

.of Statlon in Mexlco CltY states in part-

...Lulsa Calderon has a sister re51d1ng
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 opportunlty. (CIA Doc. = HMMW-
1935, 9/1/63) ' 1 : )

“V-An earller CIA dlspatch from the CIA Chlef
of Statlon in Mex1co Clty to the Chlef of the CIA s
Western Hemlsphere D1v151on records that.

[ﬁllfredo of]the Cuban Consulate,[Tamprco,]
"reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister
- reésiding in Reynosa,,Texas...Lulsa may go
‘'up to the border to visit her sister soon--
" or her mother may make the trlp——detalls
not clear (CIA Doc. HMMA 21849, July 31
1965)-‘ '

At tne  very least, . the abbv’e ‘dispatches _
o

' . [ ‘ CIassnf:ed by derwohon

%«

evidenced an’ "interest in the act1v1t1es of Calderon_

ahd _" hervfamlly.' Whether thlS interest took

the form of - a clandestlne—agent relatlonshlp ls

_not‘revealed by Calderon S 201 flle;. | |
T 4-1555:?i;1. S . ‘
Classification: ___ 1}5 B‘ﬁﬁi' "
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- The COmmlttee has querled David Ronis, ‘the

”7-;author of the above c1ted dispatch requestlng

Jthat Calderon s 51ster be: contacted by the CIA'
'"domestlc exploxtatlon sectlon.“ (HSCA Class.
StafvanterVLew of Dav1d_Ronls, 8/31/78)"§Qnisi

'_«wae a'membef of the CIA's Special Affairs Staff
Cat theftime'he.wrote the.dispatch. He worked
‘princi?ally at CIA headqﬁarters-and was respdhsible

| '5for recrultment and handllng of agents for collectlon
of 1ntelllgence data._ Mr. Ronis, when'lntervlewed

_;vby this Committee, stated'that part of his teSpohsi-‘.

: blllty was to scour the Western Hemlsphere lelSlOn

o - for operatlonal 1eads related to the work of the

Spec1al Affalrs staff. Ronis recalled'that he
: nno:mally would setd requests to CIA'field stations

 for information or leads on various persons. bften"
"he would reCeive ne_respense_to these requeSts;
which ‘normally indicated that no follow-up had 'a
either been attempted or successfully condgcted“

It was Ronis' recollection that the above-cited
domestic exploitation section was a task foree"
withinvthe Special AffairS-staff. He also'stated: :

that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division

".}‘4__"-_.;_(;.".|assificqﬁpn: SE R :_'f e
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‘°'w1th the CIA. (Ibld )
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Classnflcanon-- * SECRETA”

(Thls form is to be used for mateérial extrocfed
“ from ClA—-—confrolled documents) o

mlght have been" requested to locate Lulsa Calderon s'A
*smster.- Ronls told the Commlttee that he had no v
: recollectlon of recrultlng any person assocxated

‘h‘w1th the Cuban Intelllgence Serv1ce.: He dld recall

that he had recrulted women to. perform tasks for

the Agency. However, he dld not recall ever recrnltlng

any employees of the Cuban Embassy/Consulate 1n |

_Mexlco Clty. Flnally, Mr. Ronls stated that he had

no recollectlon that Lulsa Calderon was assoc1ated

Varlous present and former CIA representatlves‘
were querled whether Luisa- Calderon had ever been |
assocxated w1th the CIA. The unlform answer was
'Lthat no :one recalled such an assoc1atlon.' (ClteS‘
Erec‘FSeSS: Test. of Richard Helms;_8/9/78,,p; 136;.

' _ﬁéCA-Class; Depo. of Raymond Rocca; 7/17/7éhvp 148-.

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

Piccolo, Interv1ew of ) e
: ' - RV .

Thus, the Agency s file on Calderon and the =
testlmony of former CIA employees have revealed no

' connection between Calderon and the'CIA. Yet, as

indicated earlier, this file is incomplete!the

. l Clossaf:ed by denvahon
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Classification: -

,(This form (s A'f_o be' sed for material ‘extracted
from ClA—controlled documents) o

_mostrglarlng omLSSLOn*belng the absence;from o

Calderon .
hef 201 fllejfrm cryptlc remarks

m—

follow1ng the assassxnatlon of - Preszdent Kennedg;};d'_
'iB.GK:ouﬁd-\ﬂé T - R

AMMUG-]. - :Ir\ t"""ﬁ,‘x"" ((-n«-z,‘. ™ \-J
hwc‘;gx \Maey_)bf\ o

Thls Commlttee 5 lnvestlgatlon of Lulsa

N ;"-’7.\41 T
Calderon has revealed that a defector from the Cuban

Intelllgence Serv1ces prov1ded the CIA w1th szgnl— f'f'

“flcant 1nformatlon about Lee Harvey Oswald's contacts E

w1th the DGI in Mexlco Clty._ Thls defector was j_jfd

ifA;t a851gned the CIA cryptonym AMMUG—l (A-l herelnatter) *_
. CIA flles reveal that A—l defected from the ..'
| DGI on Aprle_21, 1964 in Hallfax, Nova Scotla, Canada ]

When he defected,,Arl possessed a number of DGI__

documents~which were subsequently turned over'to

the CIA. (czA Doe. (OTTA]IN 68894, 4/24/64)

Follow1ng hls defectlon, a CIA otflcer, Josepﬂaﬁ

Langosch, went[to Canada]to meet A—l debrlef hlm,-

and arrange for A-l's travel lnto the Unlted States.'

(Ibid.), On May l,‘1964, 22 reels_of,Langosch s

-leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Calderc

”fur g ar nt that little oF this information . .
'was ma g ?3 e—hn the CIA to-the Warren ComMISSlon.
Therefore, the pOSSlbllltY exists that A-1 had
provided other information tg thﬁ”@;ﬁb dwwmmn -

' Zr:iaﬁsgt‘;iiiig War

*It is now known that A-1 did provide si tm g
TR »
t

n Comm1551on S work wnlc
te o
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/’hy June 23, 1964, Langosch was conv;nced that A-

: Clas_sificatidn:' :

(Thls form is to be used for moterlal ex.trccted
from ClA—confrolled documents. ) ' R

debrleflng of Arl were forwarded to[the Chlef of

Statlon 1n Ottawa, Canada ] (CIA Doc. Dlspatch[OCDA

.7763, 5/1/64) Effectlve on May l, Arl was under S
'contract w1th the CIA for operatlonal purposes. fff:f

(CIA Doc. Contract Approv1ng Offlcer Memo, 6/6/64)

l h

would be of great value to the Agency. He stated. arj*’Vﬁ

There is no questlon in my mlnd that
‘AMMUG-1 is a bona fide defector or . A
that he has furnished us with accurate

and valuable information concerning o
Cuban intelligence operations, staffers, —j/

and agents.. (CIA Doc. Langosch Memo to ’
_Dlrector of Securlty, 6/23/64)

- As an offlcer of the DGI, A-1 from August of
1963 untll hlS defectlon was a551gned to the DGI s'
Illegal Sect.l.on B (CIA Doc. [orm]m 68894 4/24/54)
whicn was responslble -for tralnlng agents for
-a551gnment in Latln Amerlca. His spec1flc responSL— -
_blllty pertalned to handling of agent operatlons |

ln El Salvador.: (CIA Doc. ‘Personal- Record Questlon—‘f“

.
“

naire 6/4/64; CIA Doc.]Otta Jin 68894 4/24/64) =
A—l identified for the CIA the Cuban Intelll—

gence officers assmgned to Mex1co Clty : Langosch

descrlbed A—l S knowledge of DGI operations in

Mexico as,follows:

SEC

l“n
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-[rn
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o 'Classificainh:
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eths his ‘title but he is actually the
“:lntelllgence ‘chief; or at least he

 “:R1cardo Tapia or Concepcion (he is

;_Thus, Arl was able to . provxde the CIA soon

.after hlS defect;on w1th accurate lnformatlon

_sECRE:

Clas’s‘i'f'icdfion:; o

;'(Thls form is to. be used . for: mctenol extroded
'from CIA—-confrolled documenfs )

In Mex1co Clty, ‘he knows who the
- intelligence people are. One is the -
' Cuban Consul Alfredo Mirabal. He is-
“ called the Chief of the Centre.: That =

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 .

not sure which is an 1ntelllgence
officer) ‘and another one is Rogelio.

(. I might say that some of these names.
are familiar to me.) (Langosch debriefing .
'of A—l, 4/30/64, p. 5 of reel 4, 4/23/64)

regardlng DGI operatlons ‘and DGI employees ln

e Mex:.co C:z.ty. ‘ﬁ’ _Ln S—.th ’(:""’" ?72

The Commlttee has rev1ewed the CIA s - flles

a.concernlnq,Af“.’_Thls examlnat;on.was»undertakeng

to determine: 1) whether A-1 had provided any

- valuable investigat;ve'leads_to.the CIA pertaining

-whether, if such leads were~provided,’these leads

and/or other significant information were made

available to the Warren Commission.

to the assassin'ation”of 'P-resident _Kenhedy;-. and '2)" % . §

Classificdtion:_’ P
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. materlals prov1ded by the CIA to the Warreng[;‘gﬁfA

S“éﬁéﬁf?

Classuflcahow

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

The Commlttee s 1n1t1al rev1ew of the".

Comm1ss1on dld not dlsclose the ex1stence of the_f'

AMMUG flles. Howeverr the Commlttee dld durlng e

the course of lts rev1ew examlne a flle contalnlng
materlal passed to the Rockefeller Comm1551on. »$hat_
flle made reference to A—l., Included in this-
flle was’ a memorandum of May 5, 1964 wrltten by
Joseph Langosch Wthh concerned lnformatlon A—l
prov1ded about the Oswald case. (CIA Doc. FOIA 68~ 290
LangoschsMemorandum, 5/5/64) Also conta;ned w;thln ’
this fiie'ﬁereithe a-1 debriefing-memorandorsof
May 7, and May 8 1964 prev10usly c1ted w1th regard
‘to Lulsa Calderon. (CIA Doc. FOIA #687 295, attach'
3 and 5)  Following review.of_the memoranda, the
CoﬁmitteeereQuestednaccess'to'all'éiArfiles
concernin;mreferring.to Afl.A |

© From review ofnthese mate‘riais'-thje:(.:ommittee,§ .
has determined that the-Warren Commission did learn
during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey_bswald probably

had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City.

{ Classthed by derwcmon ;
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(Thus form is to. be used for mofenol extrocfed .
from ClA-—-controlIed documents) g
'*!'M Wo\(fe,‘ Comani SSten

‘-Prlor to 1earn1ng of Oswald's probable contact
”.w1th DGI offlcers, James Angleton, Chlef of the

', CIA's Counter Intelllgence Staff passed an lnternal

memorandum to Raymond Rocca, also of the Counter- 8

[y

1nte111gence Staff, whlch stated that he had been .

'flnformed by the DDP, Rlchard Helms, that J. Lee

'»Rankln had contacted John McCone to request that :

the Dlrector consent to an 1nterv1ew before the'

'Warren Comm;ssron on May 14 1964, (J. Edgar
'Hoover also appeared before the CommLSSLOn on

-that date prlor to McCone s appearance. Warren--

Comm:.ss:.on Report APQ?‘M?.«?)(CIA Doc. FOIA 689- 298

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

also wrote-

I dlscussed with Mr. Helms the nature of
the recent information which you are
'proceSSLng which originated with the
sensitive Western Hemlsphere source. I
‘informed him that in your view this would
raise a number of new factors with the .. |

Commission, that it should not go to the =y

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 tlmlng. (Ibid.)

Classification:
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ClassifiCafion: '

A(This' form is to be used for material extracted A
Undo ld‘]—._co m"thotumelgodse source referred

to ln Angleton s memowaslbdu: ThlS conclusron 1s

o

based 1n part upon the date of thlS memo whlch

was qulte close in tlme to A—l S defectlon. In f'°
addltlon, Rocca's staff prepared '3 prlorVJ

to DCI McCone s appearance before the Warren
' a“Brief s
CommLSSLOn for Presentation to the Warren Comm1551on

‘outl;n;ng various p051tlons.adopted by.the>CIA‘vls‘a
vis its:investigative efforts'and.assistancerto»the
'cbmmiss;'ion.' (CIA Doc. FOIA 695~ 302-A, 5/14/64) -
At Tab E of thls brlef 1t states.

vW1th1n_the past'week, 51gn1f1cant 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) '

g

-On May 15, 1964, the day of_Mchne's_interView."'

«

the Warren Commission receivedrits'firStvfor@a;d'is ;‘;;
communication regarding A-1. (CIA Doc FOIA 697-294, o
5/15/64) However, the Agency did not atpthatvtime
identify A-1 by his real name or cryptohym‘nor did’

the Agency indicate that the source of this informatioﬁf'

l"l'i

cafi
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(Thts form is fo be used for moienol extroded
from ClA—-confroIIed documents.)

was a defector then resxdlng under secure condltlons.
in the Washington, D.C. area. (Ibid.) The May ls 3
communication-did | ﬁ state that the Agency had
"‘establlshed contact w1th a well-placed 1nv1d1vua1:n
who has been in close and prolonged contact w1th
ranklng offlcersoof the Cuban Dlrecc10n‘Generalrde h 3
Intelllgenc1a.w, (lbid ) |

Attached to the May 15 communlcatlon ‘was a!jdjf
copy of Langosch s.above referenced memorandum of _i;if’
May 5, 1964 regardlng knowledge of. Oswald s pro-
‘bable contact. w1th the DGI ln Mex1co City.:uThe~

attachment made no reference to the source s statue
nas a defector from the DGI.-(Ibld., attachment)

As set forth in the sectlon of thlS report
concern;ng.Lu;sa Calderon, on June;lB,.1964; Howard
Willens.of*the Warren Commission'reviewed'Langosch's
‘May 5 memo and the questlons upon whlch the lnforma--
'tlon set‘forth ln'the.memo was e11c1ted.‘ Nelther€5he
questions nor the ‘memo shown to Wlllens made
reference to thensource's status ae»a_defectorhcol—
laborating with the CIA. (CIA Doc FQiA-739~319; -

6/19/ 64).

W
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‘~the Commlttee has determlned that 51gn1f1cant e

_;lnformatlon regardlng Lulsa Calderon spec1f1cally

’Alnformatlon asdescrlbaiabove, was derived from .

- in 1ts rev1ew the Committee has determlned that a

ihispec1f1c document 'referenced in the A—l fllejf'isﬁﬁa;,;;,;g;

_ other 1nformatlon nrov1ded by A—l to the CIA was

o o -._

Cm’ 2 T8 )
Cla551flcat|°n,._ o~ Pd_aﬂ ) A

(Thls form is to be used for . r%gtgl exfrccted

- from ClA—controlled documents.)

'Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda,«

of Nov. 22 _ details of her L
her conversation: and¢§;soc1atlon thh Cuban, Intelllgence

were. w1thheld from the Warren CommlSSlOn.' Thls .
‘However,
debrleflngs of A—l. From the Commlttee s review
of the Arl flle prov1ded by the CIA, the Commlttee

has not found any credlble evidence 1nd1cat1ng that
_relevant to the work of the Warren Comm;ssmon. However,

as

not present in that file.
The m1551ng lteHllS(DI conclderable concern to
the Commlttee. It is a debrleflng report of A—l

entltled “The Oswald Case.“ K (CIA .D‘OC Dispatch[UF_GW-] ..

5035, 3/23/65) On March 23, 1965, a CIA dispatch n

¢
records the transmlttal of the report, along w1th -
 eleven other A-1 debriefing reports. (Thid.) ‘Next to }jigé
_the~llst1ng of the "Oswald Case" debriefinghreport'. |
is the handwritten notation "SI.*:{A CIA’empioyee '. | f» g%

who has worked extensively with'the Aqency files

. Classification: _ q@QQET o B
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"fsystem told a Commlttee staff member that thls ﬂj*fffﬁ?*

- notation was the symbol for the CIA component »
known as_Spec1al Intelllgence. Other CIA
representatives.believed the notationswasfa'e‘
reference to the Counterlntelllgence component ;1

'_CI/SIG CIN - a CIA memorandum dated September 27, _

1978, ‘the CIA has adopted ‘the pOSltlcn that

the orlglnal Langosch memorandum of May 5 1964

'concernln AMMUG s knowled e of. Lee Harve 3 o o
? 7 63‘{‘!?'“ ~*""‘v‘\'5‘) e

Oswald's D0551ble contact w1th the Dﬁt * pd€¢€f+N°--,4 %
= ADS. n.:t reSel: ‘g +3 (T3 ‘sa;hs«ﬁo.momhe(-r Pcon*zf'%s o o AL

(9% Hw 15 (A oitd & lic ot +, ha ov'\ Q d..d/ .
‘he Conun‘gﬁ:tee has qu‘e’stloned A- ’lq ,,2., m m“«“ e .

offlcers regardlng addltlonal lnformatlon that A-l may oo

have supplied about Oswald Joseph Langosch, when
1nterv1ewed by the Commlttee, stated that he dld not

-have contact w1th the Warren CommLSSIOn and does I-=

w o,

*

. R, ':ﬁﬂam

not know what_;nformatlon derlved from_Afl'side—

briefings~was snpplied to the Warren Commission. (HSCAI.

.

Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch, 8/21/78;ACIte also

Interviews of Hildago & Piccolo) Heialso'stated_thatf

‘ ' . debrleflng Report No. 40 J.s a dupllcatlon of

G

he does not recall that A-1 provided any‘other'information

éie&ﬁe&nan#’ RN oasm?

(afxssd kg d:«yoﬂon —€.—Be—3.=k
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*The CIA memorandum states 1n part as follows-:

'“5_-and considered the possibility that he .

. .this questlonnalre.../*7ecause the debrleflng

5 May 1964. /Note: A-1 was debriefed on
~.-was to assign each subject discussed a.
- up in contact report form by the WH case

:__dvery closelx and not to keep any coples ln-_
S WH DlVlSlon/ . The. "Oswald Case" was’ ’

G
i

“p
:{-.'i:.'

5
?

- to a CI staff stenographer. ' There would

. CI staff, since it was their only debriéfing
" report. We are certain it is the debriefing

Secret

| Ela§§me&fm -

gh'? form &5 19 ke agseé o :HH'\‘L?{&?' e%zwaad
rsméﬂ&:q%mmmﬁéaammmﬂgﬁ I

~80a~

'-When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-l s defectlon

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

on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive :
matter, it was dictated directly to a CcI o
(Counterlntelllgence) stenographer on. '
”several subjects on 4 May 64. -The procedure

?debrleflng number and they were written

offlcer. The lnstructlons from CI staff
- 'were. ‘to handle the Oswald case debrleflng

D R T W Wm wa wm

logged in the WH notebook log as debrieflng
‘report number 40, but the report itself '
- was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly

. be no reason to include the number 40 on
- the report of this special debriefing for

.. report (#40) because the date is the same; :
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald B .

listed in AMMUG-1l records; and it it (sic)

the only AMMUG-1 debrleflng report in

Oswald s 201 flle.

D R

R

(CIA Doc., Memorandum for the Record Regardlng
AMMUG-1 Debriefing Report on the Oswald : -
Case, 27 September, 1978, p. 1) - ' 3

sty
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"'don Oswald's contact w1th the DGI except for that

'the Agency is amblguous, but has been unable
'to determlne hls present whereabouts. . The CIA s L

~1nab111ty to locate A-l has been a source of

2( ‘4(!"\) )

§
h

© Classification:Seomer

":;"'gg'& form it 18 be dsed for mm‘ m
e %\é\zeemrsusé daeymm:) |

o -81f=

set forth in- the Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8 f
as dlscussed hereln.- (Ibld ) o |

In a further effort to clarlfy the substance
of lnformatlon that A—l prov1ded to the CIA -
regardlng Oswald the Commlttee has attempted
to locate A—l.: The CIA has also attempted to Cu‘u

locate A-l, whose present relatlonshlp Wlth

concern tO'thlS Commlttee, partlcularly in ya"

light of his lonc assoclatlcn with the Agency.~'
: ‘_ r'tmams M«mdek u.fhreq«n\ +» T
Thus P e -nuru.,ua Aot Aisa® J_nformat:Lon A-l

"may have supplled the CIA about Oswald owever,'v with : 'p;
the exceptlon of- the Calderon eplsode and on the _fgaf: . ,

_ba51s of»the CIA s wr;tten reocrd, it appears that

-
the CIA’prOVided:the Warren Commission with all A=l o s
information'oflinvestigative significance. . '

A separate questlon remains, hoWever. __The . - %
Agency, as noted earller, did not reveal to the G
Warren CommLSSLOn that A-1 was present 1n the o o
| . ammw.rﬂmm
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"f;*An Aprll 1978 CIA communlcatlon to the FBI regardlng
A-l states 1n pertlnent part.‘

Slnce 1971 (A—l) has not been involved

in any CIA operation in Miami or elsewhere. -

fJoseph Norris Jis the alias of a CIA

, representatlve[who periodically debriefs - - -

~ (A-1) on personalities and methods of the.
DGI..]There is no other CIA involvement with

Rodriguez. = (CIA Doc. 080760Z, CIA 202417

_.Vol 4; A—l File 201—749651) s

However, a CIA handwritten index- card concernlng
‘ the Agency status of’ A-l states.,

.Informed "Calvia® on 15 Aprll 1977 that

(A-1)[is still an active contact,]not

receiving any salary, ‘but could be paid if

~ and when used in an operation. No problems -
here. [SPOB will keep his contract in an

. active folder. J(CIA Doc., Handwrltten Note, -
-15 Aprll 1977, contalned Ln Vol.s4 of A-l flle'
. 201-749651) : _

&gggfﬁggﬁgn'_ | u L 00010
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' 'Washlngtonrpmcm.—ame«&'lai@culnﬁdék controlled

condltlons, aCCESSlble to the Commission.- GiVing-
'due con51deratlon to the CIA's SerlOuS concern

'for protectlng 1ts sources, the fact that Arl'

Comm1551on from exerc151ng a p0551b1e option, =

‘i.ei to take the sworn testlmonyﬂof-A—l as it
conCerned Oswald and-the Kennedy assaseination.'

AOn thlS 1ssue, as the wrltten record tends to

status was not dlsclosed prevented the Warren oo g

.show, the Agency unllaterally rejected the pOSSlblllty

of exercxsxng thls optlon.

In llght of the establlshment of A-l s

“hona fides,- '»" e e »-,. , his -

[

: proven rellablllty and hlS depth of knowledge of

Cuban lntelllgence act1v1t1es, thls optlon mlght e

well have: been conSLdered by the Warren Comm1551on.

Bool [ 4

During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General

issued a report which examined CIA supported

The AMLASH Operation C+e '22 e M __f\h u-d-;slmx. M’“‘ﬁ

assassination plots. Included in this report °

was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an .-

s 099195§

Classification:
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. pp._80 94) _ The AMLASH operatlon -was termlnated
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Clc:ssd‘lcahon- '

(Thls form is_to be .used for material extrccted
from CIA—confrolled documents ) '

--;Agency pro;ect referred to as the AMLASH

-Uoperatlon (CIA Inspector General Report 1957 ~5-’77*u

.;pp 1-74 78—112). The AMLASH operatlon lnvolved
;a hlgh level Cuban off1c1al (assigned the cia |
cryptonym AMLASH/l) who, during 1962 whileemeetiné
*Withea_CiA representative expressed the'deoire.to_
-aseaseinete'Fidel Castro-(Ibid., p. 84). As'a‘.

_resu1t~oflAMLASH's expreSSed'objective and the:jaﬁf

CIA's deSLre to find a. v1able polltlcal alternatlve.
" to. the Castro regime, the Agency subsequently
'prov;ded_AMLASH with both moral and,materlal'

supportfdeéigned to depose Fidel Castro;r(Iﬁid.ff

gt

"eby the CIA in 1965 as the result of securltv leaks-”
(Ibld. pp. 104 -106) Durlng 1965 AMLASH and hlS

'consplrators were brought to trlal in Cuba for plottlng
»‘agalnst Cestro. AMLASH was sentenced.to:death,-but_

at Castro's request the sentence was reduced to .

i J
%

twenty-£five years imprisonment. (Ibid.. pp. 107-110}.
. In its examination of the AMLASH operation
the 1967 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both

direot and indirect support for AMLASH'S plottingL(Ibid. p. 8

_l:
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»»,,offer of support to AMLASH reported by the;_f?ffi‘y’tﬂ

"_moment Pres;dent Kennedy was. shot a CcIa offlcer

‘=f1967 IGR did note that in 1965 when AMLASH was

o November 1964 approxlmately one year after Preszdent

_. Tl 8a -
. Classﬁlcahon"

"~ (This form is to be used for material extrocted
from ClA—contro“ed documents ) ’

The most strlklng example of the CIA's direct B

"1967 IGR states I lS llkely that at the very

‘was meetlng with a Cuban agent in Parls and glvxng
hlm an assassrnatlon dev1ce for use agalnst CASTRO.
-(Ibld ) |

The 1967 IGR offered no flrm ev1dence conflrming
.'orbrefutlng~Castro S knowledge of.the;AMLASH"operatlon'

prior'to'thé aésaSsination of President-Kennedy} The

VS y
trled 1n*Havana9bress reports of Cuban knowledge
/

. _.of AMLASH s assocn.at:l.on with the CIA weredated from

Kennedy s'assaselnatlonx (IDld. P- lrl).

The Church COmmittee in Book V of its Final

A‘Report examlned the AMLASH operatlon 1n great detall.

“

(sSsc, Book¢V, PP- 2—7, 67-69) The Church Commlttgg

conoluded:

The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the
Warren Commision work than the early CIA

' assaSSination'plots'with the underworld.

NS

Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH

e T
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(Thss form is to. be used for matenol exfrocted
" from ClA—confrolled documents, ) - '

operatlon was in progress at the tlme

- of” the assassxnatlon, unllke the earller

”vPlots, the AMLASH 0peratlon could A
'.iclearly be traced to the CIA, and
unllke the earller plots, the cIA had
t,endorsed AMLASH s proposa1 for a coup,e
-the flrst step to hlm belng Castro s
assassxnatlon, desplte Castro's threat
:torretallate for such plottlng.; No one.
dlrectly 1nvolved'1n elther 1nvestigation
‘(i e. the CIA and the FBI) was told of
,tthe AMLASH operatlon. No one lnvestl—n”
hgated a connectlon between the AMLASH B
_operatlon and Pre51dent Kennedy s
i”assaSSLnatlon. Although Oswald had been
in contact ‘with pro—Castro and anti-~
Castro groups for many months before the
.assass;nat;on, the CIA d1d not conduct_ B
:a thOroughiinvestlgatlon of questlons
. of Cuban government or.Cuban:exile

involvement in the assassination. (Ibid. p. 5).
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from ClA——confrolled documenfs )

In 1977, the CIA lssued a. second Inspector
L General's Report concernlng the subject of CIA

';sponsored assa551natlon plots. Thls Report, in

lvlarge part, was ;ntended as’

Church Committee's findings.b The 1977 IGR states-
The Report (of the Church Commlttee)
assxgns.Lt (the-AMLASH operatlon) |
characterlstlcs that it dld ‘not have
durlng the perlod precedlng the assas51na—
,tlon_of JFK ln order to support the SSC
&iew that»lt.shouid have heen'reootted
to the Warren Conmissionr :(1977-IGR p> 2)

;The 1977 IGR concluded that prlor to the'

X

R e R W WA B SR Em . . U

assa551natlon of Presxdent Kennedy, the AMLASH

'operatlon was not an assaSSLndtlon plot..
TFE
Nevertheless, the l977_l§&'d1d state:

‘%§}>would ‘have served to relnforce the S
| credibility of (the Warren Commission) N
its efforts had it taken a broader view CL}Q§$I+’
~of the matter f{of normal avenuesof-
investigation}. The CIA, too, couldz _ﬁ,ﬁﬁ4kﬂf§ﬁ'
~ have. considered in specific. terms
what most then saw in general terms-—-
the possibility of Soviet or Cuban
. involvement in the assassination’
because of the tensions of the time.
It is not enough to be able to 901nt

“

il

kvt
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’f»a regular bas;s,_testlfled to the Rockefeller

" The

’Comm1551on that. he dld not belleve the AMLASH

:Pre31dent Kennedy s death. (Rockefeller CommLSSLOn,-"j
.Testlmony of Rlchard Helms, 4/24/75 Pp- 389-391,392) e
f'In addltlon, Mr. Helms testlfled before thlS N

>*Comm1ttee that the AMLASH operatlon was not deSLgned

_ Helms ‘was' offered by Joseph nangosch who in' 1963

RV e
was the Chlef of Counterlntelllgence for the CIA's Special—y

o cms's'if‘igmi'or".; __ SEC RE

(Thls form is fo be used for mafenal exfrocted
. from ClA—controlled documents.) S
to erroneous criticisms made today._
-~ The Agency should have taken broader
~ initiatives then as well. That - -
... CIA employees at. the time: felt--as e
" they obviously did--that the: act1v1t1es
L about which they knew had no relevance - 2o :
<+ to the Warren Commission inquiry does =~ =~ .
3 ‘not take the place of a record of : ‘
consc1ous review. (Ibid. p. 1
o u\‘(fO,;;u,d’""'

Rlchard Helms, as the hlghest level CIA

employee in contact Wlth the Warren CommJSSLOn on '
operatlon was relevant to the 1nvest1gatlon of
to be an assassination plot (Exec. Sess. Test. of

Richard Helms, 8"/9/78' pp. 26-27).

A contrastlng v1ew to the testlmony of Mr.,’

-

oA

o . Affai
Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component ' Stafd

responsible for CIA operations directed against

the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence

Services (HSCA Class} Affidavit of Joseph Langosch,

Classification: __
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Secret

jSept;r14,-197é;*p.715 The Spec1al Affalrs Staff ,
Hwas headed by Desmond FltzGerald and was respons;ble
-.for the 'AMLASH operatlon (SSC, Book V, pp. 3, 8, 79)
Langosch, as the Chlef of Counterlntelllgence
"for the Spec1al Affalrs Staff, was respon51ble ‘for
"safegaa:dlng~$AS_aga;nst'penetrat;on:by foreign '
intelligenoe services, particﬁlarlydthe Cﬁbah
‘Intelliéence-Services'(HSCA Classified Affidavit
"_of Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78, p. 3). It was
;Langosch's recollectlon that.
df;f...the AMLASH operatlon prior to the
"~ ‘assassination of President- Kennedy was’
‘characterized by the Special Affairs
- staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other
senior CIA officers as an assa551natlonv

: operatlon initiated and sponsored by the
Y 'CIA. (Ibid., p. . 4)

et

Sr3
-=m£:5':!‘§s‘g.‘ . -

f.'Langosch further recollected that as of 1962

.':lt was hlghly possible that the Cuban Intelllgence

B
[y

Serv;ces.were.aware of AMLASH and his assoc1atlon

with the CIA and that the information upon which

- he based his conclusion that the AMLASH .-

“'operatlon was insecure was available to senior leVﬁ& CIAa
' . Seep ¥ atock)

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

ﬁeq"i»ﬁ. \%}{

However, the issue before this Commlttee lS
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- assassination operation.’
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*In re5ponse to Langosch s sworn statements, thls AR
Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit ﬂff o
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’ Affalrs
Staff...and discussed with him the AMLASH operation as it. j;-_
progressed." (CIA Doc., Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock, I
executed Oct. 5, 1978, p. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically-
contested Langosch s assertion that the AMLASH- operatlon
was characterized by the Spec1al Affairs Staff, Desmond
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an-

'In pertinent part, Pollock

”Tdrew the followlng conclusions:

To the best of ‘my knowledge, Mr. FltzGerald . g
considered the AMLASH operation to be a. polltlcal 7ﬁj#'
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 o
Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation - o
frequently, and never heard hlm characterize it as'q-?~

an assa551é' ion operation." Mr. FltzGerald

stated ‘within my hearing on several occasions . - éi
his awareness that coup d'etat often lnvolves s

loss of life. (Ibld., par. 3, p. 2) '

He also stated- g

Desmond FitzGerald ‘did not characterize the AMLASH
operation as an "assassrsntlon operation"; the.

case officer did not; I, as Executive Offlcer, never
discussed any aspect of the AMLASH operation w1th
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the otheg
branch chiefs and the spec1al assistants could not
have so characterized it since they did not know
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.

The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day
of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the' :
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, p. g/), (Ibld.,r
par. 6, p. 3) - _
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- " from ClA——con’tro ocuments , :
assaSSLnatlon plot prior to Preszdent Kennedy s
'Uldeath.m The broader and.more SLgnlflcant.lssue,

as. the 1977 IGR has ldentlfled lt, lS whether

'the AMLASH operatlon was of suff1c1ent relevancy
'to have been reported to the Warren Commlssmon.

In the case of the AMLASH operatlon thls .
determlnatlon is a most dlfflcult matter to
,resolve. 'ReasOnable men mayfdlffer 1n thelr
characterlzatlon of the Agency's operatlonal
objectlves.

Based upon the presently avallable ev1dence

'1t is the Commlttee s p051tlon that such 1nforma-_v_
"tlon, lf made avallable to the Warren CommlSSlOn,

' mlght have stlmulated the CommlSSlon s 1nvestlga—
tlve;concern er-pOSSlble Cuban lnvolvement or
comnlicity in the assassination. As J. Lee Rankin
commented4before this Committee:

...when I read...the'Chnrch Committee's. w -
report--it was an ideal situation for - ~ W% ¢
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. T 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 cOmmlttee is in agreement Wlth Mr. Rankln
'that had the AMLASH operation ‘beén dlsclosed to
the Warren CommLSSLOn, the CommLSSLQn mlght have -

been able to foreclose the speculatlon and- conjecture

that has s-urrounded the AMLASH operatlon durlng 5

the,past.decade. As history~new records, thetAMLASH

’ operatlon remains a footnote to the turbulent

~_relat:1.ons between ‘Castro's Cuba and the Unlted States. §

.

ET

Classification: __ 5 i}@B

%» Classshed by denvohon _



