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Cwrasinoiton PostSie
The Seazale intcllizence

cormmittca voted vesterday

ts recommend a congression-
al iv "csn:::lon ot the

Tyt

- RKenoedy.

committee took the
at o closcd meweting
called to discuss tiic resulis
of its ,wcl:u frquivy 3n'(-
tlzc shortcomings of tiie VD

Cecntratl an..h-.emc
and pther gover-
i“‘l;)-:d.

The
action

,.

\'fe..c

investivare the murdes
As chairmap of 2 two-
nember subcomritice that
tock up the controversial is
sue, Sen. Gary W. Hart (i)
Co!o) told ’LpOltCl‘o that e

" had seen no evidence to in-
valitlate the Warren Com-

mission’s f{indirnz that lee

-Harvey Oswald was Kenue-
“dy’s lone assasstn.

But he zdded that “the ve-
n2ining (IJLJIIO-.. which the
Warren Commission did not
answer, was ‘why?'

“lt’s in that srca.” art
said, “that I think the lin-
cering doubts remain.”

The oihier subzommittee
member. Sen. Richard 5.
Schweiker (R-Pa.y, predicted
that tie conmuucc woulid
releasa a fairly deiailed and.
ne hinted, troubiing roport
later this month vn failuves
of the ecriginal investilation
of thie Prestdent’s deitin aned
nacginy issues that need to

B¢ pursued. .
Sehweiker indicated tind

he was rot persuxded that
Oswald acted alesc or even
that Oswald fired aay of the -
bullats that day G Dallas =1
have always questioncd the

Commission finding
Aid is and kow it .
ne old rengriars.

Larcea
about
Wwas ¢

Wiy

scheming

.-day Kennedy

T ASHINGTON.POST -

.ceommerdcd that the new
undestalen bBY
naie ln.tCI

—\

anent Se¢

e e et A6 e

: dozuments
Ao pub’u_ by

just ma tie CIA
in 2 freadom-of-
in swsuit showed
that C -ﬂs \\'ere talk-
ing ¢ :

“reomier hdel Cas"o and
kis closast advisers in eatly
Y

a fow days before sC
m" for a2 Cuo:m
invazionn was ;apro»ed (3%
a2 u:.-..ho xver c.m'us ta-
tion.~ :
Some cmtc: of the \\ar-
ren Commission’s wotk have
suzzested that Kennedy's
1962 murdar mavihave S2en
in retaliation for the CiA's
reported  spomsotship cot
p'ots to kill Castros -
O:iers - have csntendad
that the ussassm:uia't couid
ba traiced to anti-Castro Cu-
ban exiles hitter at Kennedy
for the failure of tite Bay of
Pigs invasion znd fer his
secrot gestures towarc .73p-
t with the Cudan

i3
farch oE 1869, apparently
us
ot

R .c.

prochement
premier just before he was
axilled. . .

In a 1“75 omo : drafted
for the Rece e.euer commis-
sion,” a pres'.oenuah) ap-

peinted panel that looke:l

into CIA abusss. and.made
. public tast month. CIA coua-
te'mle:hfe'xce offxcmals s: id

missi on report <noulu ha\e
ziven r'ore credence to tie

a foreign con-
spiracy in I’x'_z'nt of promising

. leads that were not pursued.

Tae Scaate intellizonce
committee’s investization of
CiA-sponsared . z353s3ination
viats showed that the
aqainst  Castro
cortinued - a2fter Kenaedy's
cdeatn.

Even on Nov. 22, 1333, the
was shot in
Dulias. a hizh r11kir1" Ci\
official was meeting in Daris
witha sLLrg- aoent wno was
a Castro intimate to oifer
him a pen rigged witn a poi-
son hypodermic necdle for
use on tire Cuban precmier.

The heavily censored CIA

aszassination docurments
mac rublic vesterday
AR M S O

et
P rees

ir .o

tempiod caups withh Vvarious

Aavtrra~ af 1T C Wanliineg

.
T

14 uAY W75

Y

The docum2nits were re- TEe heavil
- leased by Rchact Dorosage . Loavty | cemsored
o T mamorancum for the recosd
of the noa-profit Center £97 - jaded: “Col. Xi oy
National SCCL.-[bn Sindies 25 gpat (celeted) .,.ii;’ siaed
: o e e ] =3
: p '”. 16030 and Rau! Castro 2ad Che
nation 1’1‘0.!('-“‘L jommay °""‘~ Gucvara could be e""'v
so.cd with the Americ rated in one packizs )
P -y - - - : - “- & g "‘.“‘-‘
Civil Linecties Unic m; , “which is hichly wenlikeliv—
The records were ail made  yais operation can be a long
zvailzhle last year -lo the érawn-cut affsir and & ¢
I T a A2
Rockefeller Commission aad = present governsent
then to the Senale commit- only be overtirown by the
-, !.:e. presumably with fawer  use of force” -

“then-CIA

Cpervized covert Cpe_:':lx.C-.'._n

_(z letions. - Foitowing the 1861 deba-:
_Onz six paze (’ncur:-r. - " cle at the Bay of Pigs, Presi- :
ézted May 13, 1551, titied _ dent XKenaedy zpzroved an
“CIA Covert Acliv t,e:, Da- all-our secret war of sabo-
minican Republic.” had ev-'  tazz and propazandz azatost :
eryining excised from it ex-  {he Casiro regime undertne |
cept cart of one paraZrapil. | code name “Opstation Mow- °
I m..ued OU‘- ih:ﬁ e CIA zoose” whose Ce facto ©ass i

nternc 07’;' _-was Attorney Genesalb Roo-
with theee -° ert F. Xerneds.
tores €2~ - Reperiingona “Afongoase
nyiny am- meatinz™ on Ot & 1’5'2,

.- v hafgre the Cul
T orissile c*r;xs. than-CLA Dx-
rector Joha McCene noted
C i oL . that I‘. b°r1: Kannedr, 2.
g to :::-.;v.o_:._'ua_t-_.ve___' chairnn. mada plain hk;
i ¢ and the President's

cources, the CIA foid the  “dissatisfaction with fack of
x actioyn in the satolaze {ield™

nying
sonal de- |  chortly
~
a

Uhite House in t‘nat same

\lay 13, 1051, report that it T.l'eb dlo::ume::'.s showed
alss h .,,-; ; t the lezacy of aszassinz-
slso had some submachin = . Lo*z irvolvement cominued

e O30y

AL el

guns arnd f'r....ads:.

dad Truji illo which_could b2
provided to the antiTrujillo
Zroup if the go-anead were

- to pursue tae CiA even af-
ter last veac's in
were starting to brinz them
to the suriace.

In early Aprit of 1975, =
few weeks bpetore tnz fin

T U.S. evacuation cf Soulh \ i-

- etnam, for instance. CIA

hesdaquarters here was evi-

dentiy toid of a “paterual

1+ coud” being planned azainst

Seath Vietnamesa President

. mrer

- ——

given. .
The spy agency, however,
T de ‘clru this from the docu-
mens it wave Borcsaze.
AL L\_' national steff cotn-
sel ohu H. F. Sn:ttuc said

vesrerday that he would con-

mEa e

z -
uc pressing in court for ; Nguren Van Thieu in hoges
more details. t that the ehange would bring
- .. - =
‘{c said he  would , continued Americza support

susperd® judzment” 2s to  [of the beleqgueared country.

whether the Rockefeilec ' The CIA reacted wiln
Commission gcot still maore * de?n 2larm, fueled brmeom-
G:curmoats that have yet to ries of the 1533 coup that
t> acknowledged in any T rasu’xtad in the deathr cI
fashion. - ) © President \‘“o Dixa'Diem.
According to the records “\Vith Diem president and

cucrent allegations 2gainst
our v ..<_n~Cl A Di-

az2ney.,

re[ﬂmci \e;f réav, Cas stro’s
as mentioned”

23 carly as \Iarcﬁn. 9, 1503, rector William E. Colox ca-
dutin? a meeting of the  bled Saizor on Azzil 4, 1975
CiA's “Branek +  Tasx  “it would bz toih institu-
Force.” Prest dm; was Col. _ tional and natlonal disaster

it there were 2nv remols
- connection between us and
sucii an cvent . . . ¥ thinzgs
- cot complicated at 2ll. ad-

J. C. King. the chief of the
“Western Hemisphere Divi-
sion within the Ci\'s Direc-
tovate of Plans.

‘Ha told the meetind that .- vise and I will recommend
. Alan

stronzest efiort ts faciitiate

T gt sl pase

Dicector
e iow xmt
aaven.”

vestigatians
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CBS News
interviewad Senator Richard Schweiker (R Pa.) about his
work'on a Senate subcommittee investigating the assassinatior
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correspondents Fred Graham and Bruce Mortor 3 37
W
v,
Pl fi’

of President Kennedy. Part of the exchange....
' | Fred Graham - "Was this deliberate shading’of the .;," .,
truth by these investigative agencies (referring to S
the CIA and FBI as investigative agencies), Or was {f s
it inefficiency or bothz" : : uﬁJ
, o !
: L. i
Senator Schweiker - "Actually it was both, and é&”.

I think it was significantly both, and dealt with

£

Es both organizations (CIA and FBI)."

EE ' Fred Graham - "What would have been the motive

= for these organizations to lie?" _

& o
S "~

SRy
~§; Senator Schweiker - "Unfortunately we don't know
&S that, but there is no guestion in my mind that they
§'=E did, and whether they were ordered to do it or did
€§ it for their own ‘personal reasons I don't know and
that is what I hope Phase II of our investigation will
find out." (10 mins.) ' : :

H

_ 60
' On NEB, correspondent Ford Rowan reports that
Senator Gary Hart (D Colo.), a member of the Senate 4
Committee, says the new evidence does not disprove the

Warren Commission's conclusion that Oswald killed

Kennedy.

(Screenings of the program may be arranged by

calling Pictorial Services Branch, x7407.)
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CBS News - 14 May

Sen. Schweiker Fred Grahzam and Bruce Morton. :
’ - LERSE 1993

entlemen ' : : OVED FOR RE
oot o m%ommmm mcw

Good morning, Hunhes

‘Senator Schweiker, you said before you made the prallmlnary
investigation, that you had a hunch or feeling that hnen‘ |
all the facts were known, the Warren Commission report

into the Kennedy aSéassination would collapse like a house of

cards. Well, now you've had a chance to look intc this

preliminarily. Do you still believe that?

Yes, I do. In fact, my six months of work on the Committee
convinces that my original hunch is now reenforced and

strengthened and I feel that way stronger than ever.

Well, can you tell us generally the areas that you've gone

into that have given you this impression.

With our limited time and resources, we can focus on the role

of the CIA and the FBI played in the investigation. Right

before we went into it, we had found out, of course, that --

and part of our full Committee did this, that Allen Dulles had

been in on the official plots to kill Castro, yet he didn't

breathe one word about it to the Warren Commission when he




2
was a member of it. We found out the FBI destroyed
a note in Dallas that was significant in terns of

Oswald's relationship. Our full Committee uncovered the

fact that J. Edgar Hoover had a-do-not-file proceduré

for destroying their own embarrassihg edocuments and a
( _ Hooﬁer affidavit that he filed with the Warren Commission
never said to the best of his knowledge‘and belief,wonly~
that his records showed éertain things. Our investigation

to :
went further but in/those kind of investigative matters

and found some significant new material about - . : deficiencies

and defectiveness in the investigation.

Well, now when you say deficiencies, was this deliberate

shading of the truth by these investigative agencies or was

it inefficicncy oir both?

Actually, it was both, and I think it was significantly both-

¢

and dealt with both organizations.

‘What would have been the motive for these organizations to lie?

Unfortunately, we don't know that. But there's no question

in my nind that they did, and whether they were ordered to

do it, or did it for their own personal reasons, I don't know.
g iy RPN

T -

And that's what I hope phase two of our investiba would find

out.




who
ary Hart/was with you on this two-man sub-committee

éenator, G
said yesterday, as I understand it, that he thought therev
were Some questions about Oswald's motive, whether he was

working for Castro or whatever. But that he didn't really

have any doubts that Oswald did it and did it bf himself.

Are your doubts wider than that?

Yes, 1 would say so. I would agree with Sen. Hart in that
the quc%tion of whether Oswald was working for the pro—Castfo.
or anti-Castro Cubans a key, and I think that if you answer
that you'll-answer_the riddle of the Kennedy assaésinatioﬁ.
And so I agree with that far. But, frankly, I dom't

see if you have an investigation that you know 1is défective
and you can prove it's defective almost across the bdard, how -

you-can conclude the conclusion is right. And that's where

my doubts rest.

Do you know of any evidence at all that would lead you to
believe that Oswald was not the assassin or that he was not

the lone assassin?

Well, we haven't been able to go that far. We simply went
with the intelligence agencies investigations. Our mandate

didn't go beyond that. On the other hand, I frankly,

So, the answer to that question 1is no.




Well, the answer is no now. But I would frankly believe

that if we pursued some very hot leads that we have now

that weren't pursued by the Warren Commission, that we well

nay answer that question.

lfell, now are you suggesting that this further investigation
that your Committee recommended yesterday, is very likely to’
go beyond an investigation of the investigaticn, and really

become a sort of a re-investigation of the Kennedy Assassination?

Well, it certainly has to go beyond what we did because we

have some hot leads hanging in the air. And it's very

&

frustrating after working on it so long to have that
particular curtain drawn. So I think naturally they'd

have to follow those up, and the answer would be yes, it

would go beyond.

In other words, the question the investigators would ask
was not the original investigation satisfactory, but who

killed Kennedy.

I think for the first time our subcommittee focused onvwhere
to lock for the needle in the haystack. Nobody knew that

up to now. I think now we pretty well know where to look,

P —

know what to look for, and we know what questions to ask. And

Koo

from what I can see, the CIA or the FBI never was in that

ballpark,

[
&
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1f
Well, Senator, he was right in New York. I just said/there

is no evidence as far as you know that anyone other than

Oswald committed the murder, what's the uproar about?
il

I guess T don't understand it.’

- Well, this wasn't what we investigated. Let me ask you

this, if an investigation is'pfoved to be deficient,

it's basis for a new trial. For exa@ple, just the fact
that the note was destroyed in Dallas would give Lee Harvey
Oswald a new trial and he wouldn't be guilty today if

he were alive.

That note wasAthe one in which Oswald told the FBI agent,

"Quit bothbring my wife or I'1l punch you in the nose'

or something to that effect, wasn't it?

That's correct. But also'ifAthey didn't know enough to find

we >
out that/were killing, planning to kill, Castro, and

didn't investigate one of the prime motivation areas

-

. . P

it would have made the whole investigation an abortion. And

!

so what kind of an investigativa conclusion is ‘that when you

start on the wrong premise.



there are you going to look for that? You say you know

where to look for the needle in the haystack. Where?

between Oswald and the Cubanicommunity§ And this just

wasn't explored by the Warren Commission, to any extent.

_ do
Senator, you said you had some hot new leads. When/we

find out what those were. I gather you can't tell us

what those were.

One of the problems with this is that the Committee in making
these motions very wisely did include in their motions

that anything that would basically hurt further investigation

would'have'to be put aside for the new Committee. - So
frahkly we can't give somne of those out till we pursue them.

But I still think there'll be enough significant new material

P =

that will come out to make a good point.






