Assassination Records Review Board
Final Determination Notification

AGENCY HSCA
RECORD NUMBER 180-10110-10004
RECORD SERIES SECURITY CLASSIFIED TESTIMONY
AGENCY FILE NUMBER 014718

February 18, 1997
Status of Document: Postponed in Part

Number of releases of previously postponed information: 0

Number of Postponements: 53

Postponement # 1 (Page 8):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 2 (Page 9):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 3 (Page 9):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 4 (Page 9):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
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individual, whichever occurs first.
Release Date; 05/2001

Postponement # 5 (Page 11):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 6 (Page 11):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 7 (Page 11):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 8 (Page 11):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 9 (Page 12):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 10 (Page 12):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 11 (Page 15):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.
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Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 12 (Page 16):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the

individual, whichever occurs first.
Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 13 (Page 29):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 14 (Page 30):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 15 (Page 31):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 16 (Page 31):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 17 (Page 73):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 18 (Page 77):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the




individual, whichever occurs first.
Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 19 (Page 85):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 20 (Page 86):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 21 (Page 98):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the

individual, whichever occurs first.
Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 22 (Page 106):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 23 (Page 116):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.
Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the

individual, whichever occurs first.
Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 24 (Page 126):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 25 (Page 126):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.




Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 26 (Page 126):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 27 (Page 129):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997 .

Postponement # 28 (Page 146):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,

at which time it will reconsider the postponement
Substitute Language: CIA Employee
Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 29 (Page 146):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 30 (Page 152):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 31 (Page 152):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 32 (Page 152):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997
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Postponement # 33 (Page 153):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 34 (Page 153):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 35 (Page 153):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement .

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 36 (Page 154):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 37 (Page 155):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 38 (Page 160):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 39 (Page 172-A).

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)}(A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 40 (Page 185):
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.




Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the
individual, whichever occurs first.

Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 41 (Page 222):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 42 (Page 222):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 43 (Page 261):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act. The Board is awaiting additional evidence from the CIA,
at which time it will reconsider the postponement

Substitute Language: CIA Employee

Review Date: 05/1997

Postponement # 44 (Page 271):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly
may be withheld under Section 6(1 }A) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.

The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the

individual, whichever occurs first.
Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 45 (Page 276): :
Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it reveals the identity of an intelligence agent that properly

may be withheld under Section 6(1)(A) of the JFK Act.
Substitute Language: The information is the true name of the individual whose pseudonym is John Scelso.
The postponed information will be opened in full on either May 1, 2001, or three months after the decease of the

individual, whichever occurs first.
Release Date: 05/2001

Postponement # 46 (Page 277):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation

Review Date: 10/2017

Postponement # 47 (Page 278):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation

Review Date: 10/2017
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Postponement # 48 (Page 278):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)}(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Describes technical operatlon

Review Date: 10/2017

Postponement # 49 (Page 278):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation

Review Date: 10/2017

Postponement # S0 (Page 278):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Describes technical operation

Review Date: 10/2017

Postponement # 51 (Page 278):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Source

Review Date: 10/2017

Postponement # 52 (Page 278):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Describes source

Review Date: 10/2017

Postponement # 53 (Page 278):

Reason for Board Action: The text is redacted because it discusses sources and methods that properly may be
withheld under Section 6(1)(B) of the JFK Act.

Substitute Language: Describes source

Review Date: 10/2017

Board Review Completed: 09/27/96
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Jlonorable Louis Stokes, Chairman
Seleci Committees on ASS&SSL-&LJ.OHS
Fiouse of Representalives
VWashington, D.C. 285135

Dear Mr. Chairman:

know that you are familiar with our practice of cxecuting secrecy
agreements with individuals (1) to whom we provide access to classified !
:nformation and information of an intelligence sources and methods nature’
"/hxc‘x 1 am charged by law to protect from unauthorized disclosure ,» O !
{2) otherwise perform services for or are engaged by the Agency. Such
(.rrrcemems are in force even after the relationship with this Agency has
been terminataed. As you are aware, the inhibitions created by these
Agency secrecy agreements exist solely for the purpose of assuring
that classified information is imparted only lo authorized rec1p10nts .

As Admiral Turner has assured you prevmusly, it is his desire to
coopera a fuily with your Committee. It is in this splmt that I am ‘nterestgd
iz assuring taat su :ch secrecy agreements do not impair access by your '
(‘ommx tee to information within the scope of your charier. Therefore, 1

lave determined that disclosure of otherwise protecied information to the selc.c-v ;;

Committee or its designated siaff members will constitute authorized provision

of information within the meaning of such secrecy agreements. This letter
ay be used to indicaies authorization to any individual who has executed a -
recy agreement with this Agency, or who may otherwise consider

™ mselves bound by an oblization of secracy tothis Agency, to furnish to:

i haana ~453

ihe SOIQCL Committee information within the scope and jurisdiction definedby
i. Res. 222. ;

- -

Yoot

\

1 appreciate the extra precautions taken by the Commuittee to assur'e. .2

ssainst the inadvertent risk of disclosure of mo>e few exceptionally sensitjve

)

mna Lt»r‘ involving the safety and well-being of individuals, and the pro;ectibn
oi covert sources and oparational methods not falling within the scope of ¢

h\
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. Res. 222. 1 understand that Committee staff members will be instructed
to be circumspect in the conduct of their interviews and during hearings to
avoid the risk of inadvertent disclosures and to provide the affected person
with the opporiunitly to recelve guidance from me or my designecs on the
applicability of this authorization to particular questions which are asked-

I believe these arrangements meet our mutual interests in assurinyg that

2ll persons respond fully and truthfully in providing testimony to your

Committee. Please indicate by your counter-signature on ihis letter if
it is acceptable to you.

Sincerely,

\\\
\

// rénk C al/{‘, u/6c1 T -

Acting Director

}10!"’0"‘851“ Louis Stokes, Chairman
Sele. t Committes on Assassinations

\
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Subccmmittees on {he Assascsination of Jo

Moncay, Julv 17, 1278
Denosicion of
RAYMCND 5. ROCCR
celled for examination kv ccunsel fcr tze sukcommitiee, f

. = ) - e s
on Aggassiraticns, Room 3301, Youse Annex Vo, Z; fzcond =2n<4 D
_ N - ee . - cn . L
Streats, &. .y againgten, D. C., bkecirnirng at 2:%0 o cleock,

.
&.0. . whesn ware nresent:

Charles Rerk. Staff Counsel,

rlizabeth 3erning, Yctarv. %

Do veu 'swear that the testimony that vcu 2re skout tec

give is trus and correct? &
¥r, Rocca. I do. L
¥Ms. Terning. Thanx veu. , .
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Mr. Geldsmith., V¥euld vou state your name and adérass ,
for the record, cirz
Mr. Rocca. Payrmend G. Focca. R-0-2-C-14.
The acdress is 400 Linfen -- L-I-N-D-F-¥ —- Lane,
ralls Church,; Vircinia., The zip 3is 720432,
Mr. Geldsrmith, ‘re vcu here tcdav vol arilvy
- !
¥xr., Rccca T am, 1nceed. 3 i
%X
Mr. Goldsmith. re vou here without the need tc resont
to a sukroena on the rart of the cornittes? .
¥r. Pccca. That is correct.
Mr. Geldsmith., Off the reccrd.
-
{(Discussicn ofI the record) ;
¥r. Gelcésmith. Mr. Rccca, do vou understand that vou .
Ai‘
. . 1.
have a right tc have counsel present telay? Do
¥r. Rocca Yes, indeecd. . '
Mr. SGeoldsmith., And de vou waive that richt?
Mr. Rocca. I waive that richt. ,
Mr. Geclédsmith., At least for ncw.
\ 4
Mr. Rocca. Yep. I expect that I will be arle tc iudge :
in terms of the caveats indicated here where to ask vour :
indulgerce and just set aside ané preoceed.
Mr. Colcs xith. Fine. Nc problem. ;

Have you re

N T I

ceived a copv 0f the cormittee rules

37
-4

DE TIA

[

dcuse Resolutions 222, 433, and 7&C?
Mr. Rocca. I have -- for retention.
CON®IDENTIAT™
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Mr. Geldsmith. Yes.
Have vou had an oopcrtunitv tc read
Mr. Recca.

Mr, Goldsmith. Do veu unéerstand it acs

Mr. Rccca. I have nc guestions about it now.

¥r. Geldsmith. Under the commitiee rules, 1r. Rocca,:a
witrness has a right tc receive a coovv of a derosition tranqirin
In other words., whenever a witness cives a cerosition stateﬁe:*
he has a richt to receive a comv of the ;ranscript. 5

However, the Central Intelligence Acency hras asked the

cormmittee to recuest of rresent and former Agencv ernlovees ko

waive their richt actually to receive a cooy cf the trenascrirt.

The Agercy is cencerred that the transcript has classified

the committee's secure areas.
So, for that reason, I would like tc ask vou whether
you are willing to waive ycur rich: to receive a cony of t

transcrizt.

full right to review the transcriopt for accuracy and to nake’

any necessary corrections. Sc, all vou are waiving is your

richt tc receive a conv.

Mr. Rocca. I co.

TONFIDENTI AL

:

and would not want the transcrirt to leave'

By doing so, however, vou would still have the

4

4
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CONFIDENTTIAL 4
Let me sayv that membershir in the Acency has lonc since .
comportec the waiving of constituticonal rights irn various :

resctects. This is simply ancther --

Mr, Celdsmith., I won't be asking vou tc waive anv more

F

I would like vou to know that the Court Rerorter will.

: o
te askea to certify the transcript as a complete, accurate,
and true reccord cf ail the testimonv given. oo

Mr. Rocca. Will there be an oprortunitv +o correct i#? .

There are mis-speakings and that kind of thing, whatever

It has just beer coined in the last year or

Goldsmith. civen an cpportunity tc review;

Mr, You will be

n your opiniorn. it is ncot

[

the transcript for accuracy. If,

accurate, there is a procedure for rectifvinc those tvoes o

nroblems.

Now, are ycu retired from the Central Irtellicence Agejcy?
-
¥r

. Recca. I am.

Mr. Coldsmith. Have you received a copy of Acting

Directer Carlucci's 23 March, 1978 letter which, for the s

record, ccrresvonds with JFX exhibit number 942

Mr. Rocca. 22 March, 1978 -- I have. ;
Mr. Goldsmith. That is the letter that svecificallv,
discusses the question of secrecy agreements and authorizes .

Agency empliovees to respond to relevant guestions made by this

COHNPIDENTIAL
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committee.
Mr. Rocca. Yes.

It also contains caveats which rprotect the continued

interest in sources and in methods,

vnder the circumstances, and therefore I accept this, and I,

understand.

Mr. Goldsmith. You understand that letter?

Mr. Rocca. Yes. FEe wants me tc tell yvou all you neée

to know in order to get your job cone.

My, Goldsmith. Yes.

I believe the letter indicetes that so long a

the committee's mandate are addressecd to

relevant to
witness, the Agency is authorizing you

T would like +o have this marked and offered as an

exhibit.

(The document referred to was marked Rocca Exhibit ;

Number 1l.)

Mr. Rocca. I judge that this is the standard type

of thing.

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. ;

Off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Goldsmith. I will indicate for the record that

this exhibit is one that we have used for every witness

that the committee either knew woerked@ for the Central

A N BT DI NYIMYT AT

which I regard as aceguate
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Intelligence Agency or thoucht might have worked for the

Central Intelligence Agency. We have, at times, civen the

letter to witnesses who had no connection with the Agency.
How many yvears were vou employed with the CIA?

Mr. Rocca. Frcm its inception in 1937 to the 3lst of |

December, 1974,

Mr. Goldsmith. %hat position did you hold when vou

retired in 1974?

Mr. PRocca. I was Deputy Chief of the Counter
staff.

Mr. Goldsmith. What position did vou hold in 1963, at’
the time of President Kennedy's assassinaticn? ;;

Mr. Rocca. I was Chief of the Research and Arnalvsis ?l
Division of the CI staff, the Counter Intelligence staff.

Mr. Goldsmitn. 1Is that kncwn as CI/RS&A?

Mr. Rocca. That is. Correct. . o

Mr. Goldsmith. What responsibility, if anv, d&id vou i

have with recard to the CI2's investigation of the assassinatipn

in 19632

Mr. Rocca. My responsibilities, in my own words, were

4
to serve as the working level point of contact and facilitatiog.
to the Warren Commission staff, the working level point cf
contact and facilitation.

That was initiated some time in January. There is a

memorandum of record which represented the results of

CONFIDENTIAL
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~]

conversaticns at akout that time, which informed me of this

decision. In other words, it was not a thinc that I soucght.
Mr. Golésmith. Before we go into your resnonsibilities

in more detail, woula you describe for the record what the

Counter Intelligence Research and 2nalvsis staff diéd in 19632

In other words, what was the purocse of that unit?
Mr. Rocca. The unit was designed to bring to bear é i

o

analytical intelligernce, analvtical brainpower, which meant .

g

all source, all overt source comprehension: a studv cf cases

—

that had ceased to occupy operational significance, that is,

by the entire DDP operational component: to -- operational

componant -- the Deputy Director for Plans.

Mr. Goldsmith. That's just in caps -- DDP.

Yr. Rocca. DDP -- I have listed now three functions,

brecadly speegking. 7o keev the community informed on the

orcanization’s structure and overational potential, that is,
\

the threat of all intelligence services throughout the world,

that is, by supervising the writing of an encyclonedic

publication, which was called the NIS Secticn 56 at that timd.g
This was a specific responsibility of the component. %
In other words, it was a research support for opérationh&

components. The firal! majecr function, ané this is important,

is training. We were responsible for the surervision and

R N WY W W em e Aem am = o .
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performance of CI training.
SO, we kept the CI indicators, the overall record of

CI organization throughout the world -- that is, the adversary

services -- we worked on cases when they had ceased to be of

cirect concern to the operational components, and tried to hak&j.

relationships between cases.

We were concerned, obviously, on the training side in
1

working with other parts of the intelligence community, as
well as training inside, and so forth.'

I think that those five broad topics -- I could narro%
them down =-- -.

Mr. Golésmith. Mo, that's fine. i
o

i 1 2
Mr. Rocca. I think this is sufficient to get us starﬂed;;

Mr. Goidsmith. Who was in charge of the CIA's investﬂ@aﬁi%

into the assassination of President Kennecdy?

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there was no formal

provision fer investication. The investigation was the FBI'§ +- ©

A
9

not ’CIA!s respvonsibility.

3
o

Mr. Goldsmith. Within CIA, isn't it fair to say that |

initially['.l;lm SCELSO]was given responsibility for conductixég
the investigation?

Mr. Rocca. I don't want to nit-pick your language, bué
that was not an investigative responsibility, as I understoo%

!

it.

The GP Floor phase, which he headed up --

CONFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Golésmith. The GP Flcor?

Mr. Rocca. Floor phase.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you define for the record what
GP Floor 1is?

Mr. Rocca. GP Floor was the code name assigned by tﬁe
DDP, by Mr. Helms and Mr. Karamissines and the desks, tc :
characterize cable traffic during the initial phase of theﬁ
Agercy's relationship with the various authorities and witﬁ
its own organizations or components overseas. T™his is a

code facilitation, a telegram or telegraphic censideration.

Ard, durinc¢ that chase, it was indeed Mr.[S(ELSO] resg’:bn'g -

sibility. I think he did an extremelv cood job.

Mr. Gcldsmith. So, GP Floor was a ccde name which wasé

4

assicned to cable traffic pertaining to the Kennecdy assassi?ati

is that correct?

¥r. Rocca. As far as I know, during the period of
Ncvemkber throuch January, and then it was phased out. é

Mr. Goldsmith. and ¥r.[s¢ ELSa]initially had
responsibility for --

Mr. Rocca. .éoordinating traffic, for working with th§

DDP with respect to what was being done over the whole worlé,

-

as far as I know. This was before I got into it.

Mr. Goldsmith. After 1"’-1‘-[SC,ELSDJ nc longer had
: .
responsibility in that area, who took over the responsibili%y

- ke —

for coordinating the Agency's investigation?

CONFIDENTIAL i
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Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there was no further

cryvpteonym assigned to 1it.

D
jebe
e}
\Q

Mr. Goldsmith. Nevertheless, without a cryotonym b
assigned to it--

Mr. Rocca. And therefore cables would go to the DDP,
would go tc Mr. Helms or Mr. Karamissines, the various desHs.
In other words, it became a decentralized responsibility. ‘

In other words, there wasn't, as far as I can neke

out, a formal placerment of an investigative responsibilityv.i

Mr. Goldsmith. Informally, who --

Mr. Rocca. I became -- or the CI staff and I for the
staff became then -- because by that time a commission hagd ;
been formed --' had become the point of contact for the

commission.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, informallv, the CI staff was
responsible for coordirating the CIA's investigation?

Mr. Rocca. This 1s where I wonder about the use of tﬁe
term -- that is, whatever we had done, whatever we were to de
or did to assist the Warren Commission focused in the staff.f

Mr. Goldsmith. 1In the CI staff.

Mr. Recca. In the CI staff.

iy

M Goldsmith. At the time, who was in charge of the‘

CI staff?

¥r. Rocca. Mr. Angleton, ané Mr. Hunt was his deputyv..

My, Goldsmith., Was that Mr. E. Howard Hunt?

CONFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. No.
Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, who is MMr. Funt?
Mr. Rocca. Mr. Hunt was Mr. James Hunt, a totally

different person.

+

i
i
i

i
i
1
$
aFE

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know why the responsikbility f¢r
rroviding information to the Warren Commissicn was <iven t@
the CI staff as opposed to Mr.[SLEj_so]? |

Mr. Rocca. I do not.

I would judge -- and I am guessing now, this is pureiy

a guess =-- I never discussed it with him -- that as Chief of

5

k|

the Mexican Desk, which was his fermer job, the whole paramétafbt
% X
of the case had shifted frem its initial ohase of Oc*tober aéd
November, where traces came up involving his files ané his i
handling of the initial leads that develcped out of the

Mexican resources, and that he no longer regarded it as _ i

b

(X1
|-t
[
cr

|

really his primary respons v.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was there any conflict between
Y

Mr. Angleton and Mr.[SCELSo-Iregarding the manner in which tiﬁme
investication was to be conducted? | ?

Mr. Rocca. AS far as I xncw, there was none, and I ,j '%
did not hear of any at the %time -- or since."

Mr. Goldsmith. 1Is it true that initially ;‘ir.[SCELSO;

was given responsibility for the investigation ané that

Mr. Angleton in some manner interceded in the investigation

being conducted by Mr-[SC ELSO ]

CONFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. If so, I do not know this and cannot

sustain that allegation, by any information direct or indirect.

——— -

I have never heard it even as hearsay.
By the whole line of questioning, I judge that you

have ycur own interests.

Really, Mr.[S(_El,sv-j sat here (indicating) in a small-——

desk in WH for the Mexican area. He was in a position

to develop through the assets of the Mexico station extremeiy' 3;

interesting material, which at the time was not recognized,:
3

to the WH division and area, and functional division.

Mr. Goldsmith. WH stands for Western Hemisohere?

Mr. Rocca. Western Hemisphere -- not White House --°
underline that, pleaée, because this is another of the .

As I say, it was entirely appropriate in the GP
rhase that he would have that. But the minute you had
commission set up outside the line obviously had to be the i
Director, and from the Director to his Chief of Operations
overseas, because the spread involved then all of the divisi@né
Eere you had Mr.[SC.El—so.lbeing asked to sign off on cables

that had to do with Netherlands, with U.X., with Australia,

and it would have seemed to me utterly administratively simp?y

hybrid monster.

So, in effect, the concentration of supervisory

st ot e —— - ea

CONFIDENTIAL
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authority on the assistance beinc given the ‘Jarrern Commission
once they got underwayv was something, as I uncerstand it,
negotiated between the Comnission itself and ¥r. Helms.

¥r. Angleton was present. I may have been present at the

I cannot recall. ;

But there is a memorandum -- off the record -- there
and ycu should have it.

Mr. Goldsmith. There is a memorandum for the record
which indicates --

M¥r. Rocca. In January. which indicates how that thin?
cot off. 2nd it dispells, I thirk, any idea that there was'g
some kind of internal machination.

Mr., Goldsmith. Where would that memorandur for the
record be found -- because we have reviewed manv files and
have not come across that particular memorancumr?

Mr. Rocca. %ell, it shculé be found in the file.

Mr. Goldsmith. “Woulé it be in the Cswald file?

Mr. Rocca. It would be in the Oswald file, ard it

gy

should be arcund January.

Mr. Goldsmith. Who is the author of that memorandum?

Mr. Roc¢ca. The author of that memorancum must have

153 .
been Mr. Helms himself, or Mr. Karamissines. It reflected

W4

conversations that tookplace witi ¥r. Rankin. It mav be a

Varren Commission memorandum.

CONPFIDENTIATL

SR




(ecz od) wosy 83ATYd2y Teuotjey ay3z 3o sbutpioy ayj woaj paonpoaday

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

CONFIDENTIAL

But that memorandum exists. And, as I say, the
merorandum, tc me, represented a logical evoluticn of what
hacd gone on in the davelorrent of the case.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would vou be able to locate that

memcrancum for the committee?

In other words, dc you still have a relationship with
the Acency which would permit vou to obtain that memorandum?’

Mr. Rocca. Well. if vou could arrange it for me to go.

out there, I would.

Can we have a little bit of a diversion now and nerhaps !

I want to ask about a nurber of other

(%
"

go off the recor
peopnle who helped, who wculd know this.

Mr. Golasmith. Fine. Let'é go off the recorxd for a
moment. But I con't want to go off the record a2 whole lo
in this deposition.

(Discussion off the reccrd.)

Mr. Goldsmith. Let's goc back on the record.

Mr. Rocca. I have no formal knowiledge of it by
direction or indirection, or hearsay.

Mr. Goldsmith. By "it" you are referring to --

Mr. Rocca. Of such a thing having haopened.

Mr. Goldsmith. You have to understand, Mr. Rccca,
we went off the record. So, for the recoré, by "it," whsa

are cu referrinc to?

Mr. Rocca. The shift of the responsibilitv for overall

CONPFIDENTIAL
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'5 cocr@ination of what the Agency was doing, from ¥%H, MrBCELS‘
étc the staff. This was an utterly logical and completely
%what I would call inevitable in terms of cost effectiveness ag
;everything else.

By

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the shift take place right at the
T

Mr. Rocca. I have in memory the date 12 January,%and

i
2

|
'.‘
|
!
ltime that the Warren Commission was established? ¥

i this is something that just comes now right out of my hepd.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

| Mr. Rocca. So, it was pursuant to that.

&

Mr, Goldsmith. Why was the responsibility for tH

investication -- I am using that now in an informal sende,

:»,-

because I think vou feel more comfortable with that -- ihy v

]

4
4

the responsibility given to CI staff as opposed to somegothﬁf

L4

- staff within the DDP?

Mr. Rocca. Because that's our business. CI has:
the business of dealing with activity involving espionaje,

sabotage, subversion, terrorism, ané the whole works. It i;ﬁ

spelled out in 1-1, Chapter 5. Ycu will find that absoiute?l

E

stated formally.

F

Mr. Goldsmith. So, of all the units within the €IA
in 1963, the CI staff, you are saying, was best suited ?o k;:

responsible for this?

Mr. Rocca. That's right, ves, because, in additjfion -
5 kS

staff had'the'réspoﬁéibility for the DDP, for maintainiﬁg

=~ = ec e, v A ™ AT MOT AT
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relations, the liaiscon relations, with the office of securitv

within the Agency itself, the office of security, and with the

-

FBI and other agencies. This was by directive 1l-1, Chapter 5.

I underline the importance cf 1-1, Chacter 5.

Mr. Goldsmith. That is the CI staff charter?

Mr. Rocca. Charter -- ancd this shift was precisely.

directly in line with the imnlications of that charter. This
:
is my reading now in retrospect.

Mr. Goldsmith. "hat was the line of revorting withiﬁ
4

the CIA with regard to information that was relevant to the:

M

| assassination? By line of repertinc I mean once informatioé
was received, who did it co to?

I am talking now about the time the CI staff was
resoonsible for the investication.

Mr. Rocca. There were -~ this is winere you are coing
ofi, because the CI staff never disvlaced !Mr. Helms in his
direct relations with the Ccmmission. The CI staff never
displaced the direct relations between the Soviet Division,%
Mr. Murphy, Mr. Bagley, with the Commission. The CI staff
never displaced the direct relations between.Mr.BCE-LSOJ--
even after it had taken over. 1In other words, it was a

decentralized approach. p

Ncw the material that dié ccme throuch of a substanti@e

nature cdeveloped by these comvonents, and particularly the

Soviet division, were broucht down in the ncrmal flow of cay

C ONP T DNNE MM™M™T AT
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!to day work. They were reviewed by me or by the assistants
!
|
|
i
1
|
!

i a mement.
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I had, and they were Mr. Tom Hall, Mr. Thomas "all, Ph.D.,

Universitv of Chicago, in Slavic Studies, and cur Russilan

exrert: Mr. Paul Hartman, who was a general research and se&icﬂ ]

th

the community and its rescurces- and

man for the wnole ©
Mr. Arthur Doolev -- D~O—O—L-E—Y.—- a former merber of the
FBI who had transferred to the Agency manyv years befcre. 5
Now these »neople actuallyv were cdealing with the actuaﬁ
working level in the various divisions, or the various
@ivisional elements, particulerly in 8B, would be working

with me. :

Mr. Goldsmith. Let's see if we can clarify this for

Overall resronsikility was in the hands of Mr. Helms.

Mr. Rocca. That's correct. Now vou're talkinc -- and

that never chanced. .
ur. Goldsmith. That never changed from the verv begimnin

Mr. Rocca. As far as I am concerned, Mr. Helms was in
charce, and Mr. Xaramissines, his deruty, when he was not there.
I

For sensitive aspects, Mr. Ancleton and these two were in

charge, or the division pecple.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was Mr. Ancgleton heavily involved in

the investiation, other than occasional sensitive matters

that arose?

Mr. Pocca. I think not. I think this is a correct

CONFIDENTIAL
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aopraisal of his role at that time. He attended the general

meetings.

Let me give you an example of what I have in mindg.

i Thouch I was the workinc level voint of contact

with the committee, that tnew Mr. Slawson in varticular,

. an¢ worked, I believe, closely ané profitably with him, and
!
iwithout reservation, there was another historiar. TIn any

event, I was not cleared for the Nosenko case. So, I cid nokt

attend anv oI the discussicns that took place on that matter,

mal record.

o

and that, tce, is a matter of fc

that reccré to back that up -- if you

You shculd find

1,

have not

g RN = :
found it. Do

£ .
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In other words, if vou are lookinc for a fixed point oZf
i . i
= . . . . . E
'investlgatlon here, vou have to keer in mind that again, you. g
] g
| had access to sources ané methods and ccormpartmentation was
observed, notwithstanding the fact that I was the working
level noint of contact. P
! i
Mr. Goldsmith. So, the Nosenko case would be an P
example of a situation where Mr. Angleton would have been [
involved. !
Mr. Rocca. It was Mr. Murphy. 'y
Mr. CGoldsmith. Was Mr. Anoletcen involved as well? i
=3
i
Mr. Rocca. I don‘t think he was at the meeting that P
|
concerned it over at the ¥arren Commission, because I had tﬁé b
. . = . 1 =
delicious exrzerience of being asked to leave 2t a certain Y
|
!
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i'r. Cclcésmitx. Ckav.
|

You 2re talking avout the HDLINGUAL vrocgram?

Mir, Tocca. I'm talXing about that materizl,

hanc.i=s7 that.

Ans inceeq, wnhnen I r=asd it in 1275, it wes ol
Panich had come over on Saturcay morning and had
of the material on that file. 3ut that was the

¥rew that that rart of -- in other worcs, there w7 as

atteroting to help this
tryinc to rake.
Mr. Ancleton‘is
imagires, in that conn
r. Goldsmith.,

Mr, Rocca. Eow can vo
jthat it counlld be peritheral?
,Frivy to the materials. 3But
‘pbeen important for him to -ut
immediately.
|
; dr. Geldsmith. “lell,
i -
by the HDLINGUAL program?

i Mr. Reccca. I rave ne
t
2 substantial file and I see

That's the moint

.
-
av Wit

1 s

I con't
I coull ¢

h

Py -
te whole crc
oAt “ s P - 4
[ --18 t..l_:'.e ——ile
tots!

at

“la

that mzterial of Parvich
now much material was cen
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1
Then you can answer the cuestion ycursell.
¥r., Gecldsmith., I want to exnliain to veou, Mr., Focca,
P thet the merz fact that --
. Reocca. I Zen't mean to pe immertinent.
g ¥r. Coidsmith. -- files anc documents are race
B}
;!tc 1s doesn't necessarily meen tihat the files arnd dccum
zg B :
lare accurate. ©One of the reason fcr taking Jercsition state@ent
iis because files arnd statements are not alwavs accurate
1 fact, orne cf the purzcses of this committee is :c ver:
"
1
taccuracy of the Agency’s own files,
i Vir. Rocca. I take your noint on that. Let e
“in cne resvect, for that reasor, the Oswalc file, which
"
1
1the file that 2 & A kept, that iz, the materiel pertaining
» . . .
tto +he 201 file ~- you can ke sure is the file because

was computerizec,

B
Al
.
'
.

lwitho
d

i
Kl
i
4
!
]
1]
A
N
"
i
1
"
i
*

rexactly is Mr. 3irch O'Neill.
Mr. Goldsmith. e've
. Mr. Focca. I wean, 2ae

era2fore vecu can be sur

and veu can’'t chan:

leverything that went into it is stiil
: Mr. Geldsmith. With regard to
iincdicated before, I heiieve, that the
zIs that true?

“r. Rocca. Mo, not thick. It
iseven or eicht letters or so. But the

in it.
the HDLIMGURIL file, vou
file was a thick
must zave contained
man who would XkXnow

Ye headed the

spoken to Mr.,

b
HE R

-~
4

2

Know t

“iaq

lii.o

A

f=)

-

sroject.
2
exactly,

i

¢t
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Ee must kncw this exactly.

Mr, CGoldsmith.

other georle does not
you, if you have that

Mr. Rocca. Of

Goldsmith.

ir. Rccca.

cr

who wees concerned. I
She is the nerson wWho
been five, or six, or

Ceoldsmith.

2occeca.

Zoidsmith.

Cetting back to

(S
3
r
0
A
Q
0)
'3
(r
0
3
)
3
o

A
D
fu
(28
-
cr
R
e}
ot
\O
N}
(W2}

Oh

Again, the
mean tiat we
information.
course not.

To the

(t
W
}..l
0
o}
o
H
N

.
in. I’ sur

whatever 1s

P b
throuch

seven.

Fr
..I
8]
o}

testimconv -

T understand from vour eny

r. Rocca.
is,

ceming in from him. T

materials

“hen I cav more than cne, it involves ho+th

cinc out

[T9)]

don't kncw w

TCcIrz2

the cuestion of orgarizetion, I thinlk

22

fact

o not

recollection, how:

program?
have

be -- if vou to --

ncment the Rockefeller

4

thev lockec

+he nan2e of the

(0]

3

it cursoriliv with Mrs.
e fiie. There must have

1«
L3 B4
3

from ¥rs. Oswald and matgri
. .

g 0or

'—h

hat sropertion

L

it was confine

is somethinc ;
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ot a zart of my bag.
|
! ir. Goldsmith.
l
Cettinc back to the cussti

4 Mr. Pocca. So, vou ha

. L s - -
i ln twO areas taat were ol signifl
1

:fout.

ot

\ My, Goldsmith. VYes.

S

| Mr. Rocca, I'm

'

'vou are coinc tc have to listen t
4 no% to interrupt me.

get*tinc back tc £

differenrnt area div

0
b
ct
(0
o
rt.

Hemisohere and Soviet Europe were

to hezadguarters -- and there nay
as well sendincg irnformation, but
1

%Hemisphere and Soviet Russia -- 1
|

: Yes.

Mr. Rocca.

ve verv clearlv in mind now *hat

icance,; I

sorry *to have to ask you

| for purnoses of clarification, now, I think vcu’ve indicated
tverv clearly that in terms of overall resronsibility, it was;
. in the hands cf Mr. Helms,.

g

| Is +that cecrrect?

i

: Mr. Rocca. That is correct.

i Yr. Goldsmith. Other than that, I think you have

1 . o . : :

lincicated that the investication was decentralized to some -

t:l
i
+3
v
e
[ &g

was connletelv cut

this again, but

t

he guestion of organization

isions, primarily Western
sending infcrmation upstregm
have been cther divisions

nrimarily it was Jestern

s that correct?
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Mr. Eelms nheld weekly meetings at which

generalizations were snread and wrich fivision

Wlte

AR -~
—— G

civision chiefs were zendirnc uustrean at on

T helieve, went tihrouch the CI/RZA staff. i
¥r. Rocca. I can’t say that ail cf

that z2ll were. 3ui, as & matcer cf wvour kest
Mr. Recca. flr. Telms indicated that

b 3 - i im = Y = J F= -
bearing on anything tnat could he of asszistance
-, . oo - AT =R Y K J Py S o
Harren COommisslon siiouil be seen v CI sta:l

- -y = Ay e
narked for us. He issued very, very strictl

icaticns -- they were verkal inscfar as

=
[
o7
&

jere to leave nec stone unturnecd.

. v, o - —
Mr., Goldsmiti. aArcé were My, Helrms

1followed?

Mr

letter, by all that I know cf.

divisions to seré to CI/R & A information =

nvestigation, can we assume safelyv that mo

(B

information éid, in fact, go tc CI/R&A?
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. Rocca. As far as I krow, thev were
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-

Mr. Rocca. Your cuestion turns cn most of it. Thers .
- ! is no way that T can jucdge whather most of it did or nct. ;
1 N _ _
i That which struck some 2ivisicn chief or his assistant
o
-! weuld Rave come forvers, aad much fic.
o .
z T v . Golésmiza. Assuming that Yr. Helns' orders were |
: i
= s
v Y 4 follicwead?
=
> ! 1 vy, Recce. Yes, assuminc that thev were follcvied.
| G v
.:.4 - ,f .
= T ‘r. Goldsmitn. Fine, :
~ j
S F C - . -
, i Couild you indicats For the record how the overall
= 0 i _ S : : i - . :
< | responsibility for the 1lnvesticatiln was divided between tie -
i i P
= oy M4 '
Z 1 ®BI anc the CIA? ;
b . —
= i . i . s . i
: . T uncerstand “hat both organizatiocns have different "7 =
é v - i ’ —
Z 7 4 gnarters ané different vurpcses. ihat Was your understanding .
= i L : g
% " of the CIA‘s recrconsibilities for the investigation, as onrosen
s i = : 8
R = e 4
z . to the FBI's7? . Y
= N
== [X> 3 =4 o T :
R i ¥Mr. Recca. fell, as vou have already cetectec, = 3
- , :
v L _ . i
. 1 abdec*, - I think, in »rincinle to tle use cf the worc
= &
= | "investication," to avplv to the CIA.
. N N
= s
~ 2 Mr. GSolcCsmitz. Tell, now would ycu like me to ohrase
= W . . e s L
!l the cuesticn? I woulé ke clac to co tnac. o
ay .
mE— . . . -
KSE Mr. Rocca. CIA made its entire worlcdwice rescurces
o S .
e D
N | available %o the Commission to assist it in gatrering all :
- ! . 13
| information within the pnowers of its operatives anc 1ts
R
i cperaticns.

zving, then, that the CI2A

. ' rONFPIDENTIATL



(€iz od) wosH seayyoay TeuUOTIEN ®Y3 3O sHuiproy ay3 uoaj peonpoadayd

nrovided information but it did not conduct an investicatiorn? |

i
4
- o
"I “r. Rocca. 2Uut at tires 1t mace usge oI 1nvestigative
|
1

.
o

", ~achnicues. But I nave read enougn 3ureau revorts tc know i
f - -
= i that on & matter of tnhis xind, the vrimarr investicative
{
wt "
> ::f resvonsibilities were in the cdomestic autlhcrities, anc that
'1 ‘ s
- i R o - ) — 3 Y
“n * i investications done abr-cacd, ever those, were revezted nHV
=~ 1
~ 7} +hne Bureau.
- i
= I “tr .Goidsmith. Sc, the Rureau, in effect, was
3 K
= "f conducting an investigation cverseas?
- 1
i

= .o
= © b authority.
[ i
X I ‘./
"~ ‘?i ‘'r. Golésmith. In licht of that neint -- walch 1S
= ! ‘3
— 1~ .
et e o sy N + vy
= 1 exactlv the point I was trvinc tco make In terms cf trving
= i 4
= T . - —— . i v 4
-~ 1 tc detarmire wiat the different arsas of resnonsibilities
= .
< LR, . R R e = & wAal
2 ' . were petweern the Burezau anc CIa -- In licht o that :on?t,
= [ TR bt £ ' ~ATAD

i what was *he respcnsibilityv of the CIAT

. - 2 P 1

' Mr. Rccca. The CIA was te turn over anc o cevelcn

s
<

z 'Si anv information bearing on the assassination that could be

Pl -

= 1 of assistarce to the Varren Commission. ;

< : :

= ‘ g : . . . - l

= Mr. Goldsmith. Was that information given directly :
=—_. " | to the Warren Cormission or directly to the 3ureau?

so ey

T 2 : , .
<N Mr. Rocca. It was given tc 2oth In many cases. ;

>
1]

a Mr. Coldsmith. Now, even though the TPI isn’'t Loy

cenduct investications overseas,

cr
0
0
W
V3
| e
Q]
b
'_.l
|-
~
i
£
d—
o
0O
at
-
N
®
0
cr
o)

o i o in effect the RBureau was the ‘agency

COUNPIDENTIAL




23ub

(202) S5

20024

REFORTERS BULEDTHG ) VALHYHGTON, b, .

S\,

Jon e SUTREET,

( -
€LZ DY) VYOSH ssatyoay TeUOT3eN 8y3 jo sbBufproy ayjy woxj paonpoidad

’l

;
]

‘

»

{

N

;1!'.

/

<

[ )

tn

~4

-
O

n

~0

»
R}

-

A=

.-

24
“=

in
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orimarily reswonsible for overseas investigaticns fertainis

to the acsassinration?
Mr. Rocca. Onr matters that were of substantive
interest, I think that is accurate. That is certainly the

case in Mexico, where vour statement that thev are not

ané¢ where it was never ccntested that they had »rimary
responsibility -- and therefore they repeated investicatio

*r. Golidsmith. ¥hat was the reole of Mr, YMcCone

Mr. Rocca. I had no meetings with him curing that

neriod that I can recall, at all.

I have nothinc to sav that would bear con this.
I am sure he authecrized compnlte support.

Mr. Goldsmith. But in ferms of actual involvement
in *he:CIA’s wor¥ in this area, do vou kncw what his
responsibilities were?

Mr, Rocca. No. I can’'t speak to taat.

Mr. Goldsmiﬁh. I wouléd like now for ycu to refer

-
gre

to a document which I will call CIA nuxber 187€. For

T will incdicate that the 2gency has vrovided

f

the recor

documents to the cormmittee. The Agency, for securitv reaso

tas numbered theose documents so that the " Rcgencv can insure

jater on that alil of the cocuments have been returned.

S
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Mr. Goidsmitna. This is g memec Icr =he recorc catec
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correct?

That

1A
Can

T

ere

this aragrapn ycu 3sayv
*hat did you mean thet reremte

fovt

cencorécance.

input. :
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_+he Minsk phctograph, wiaich

“ U N F T ODENT I Ao

This was Golitzin.

vMr. goldsmithi. In other words, Golitzin giving

jaformatior tc the CIA which --

r. Rocca. Giving it to m2.

#r. Goldsmith. Giving it to you.

2

%
-
o
8

_wir. soldswita. TWhich you would then forward cm to

the crover. aunthorities.
vir. Rocca. VYes. It is the basis of the renort -- it
is the basis of the report winich you mest have, I

have gotten 2 coov ani I use

a
—~

hecause it's been releasec.

eninar,

(2
3
Q
r
13
(]
[
3

it cver in the DIS course’'tkhat I am givi

[

on Soviet intelligence. It is ca led the

anc Executive Action 2y Soviet Tntellicence.”
Tt's 2 memo, it's a combinel mems,

g3 -- “r. Wicrer was !I. Murphy's research and analveis gﬁ?sor

so we worked very closely togetzer. Iir. liigren actually w%s

+he supervisor of ﬂr.[_ J who was the person who founé

: s t=e onlv substantively new -

ko

thing that was oroduced in the whole case. Ané, in his mefo,

tnhis material of Gelitzin was incorporated orn the basis of

vy Goldsmith. For the record. how do you spell
Golitzin?
Mr. Rocca. G~0-L-I-T-Z-I-N.

AANFPFIDENTIRXML
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CONFPILDCENTTIAL 32
Mr. Zolésrmith. Wow, earliier wvou referred in this

caragraph and in vour testimeny to the Minsk nhotegra

a2,

Mr. Goldsmith. TFor the reccrd. wnich nhoto

\Q
A
m
h‘
o)
N
)

+3
"
’J
[7)]
'.l
m
ct

Quaker lady's materizls, or wiaatever it is. SB divisicn
i

']to look cver everv photograkh

H
N,
ol
v
(=

—

ezs3signeé an indivi

in the DDI file in anotii2r part cf the acency for here, iU
ené that man, working lunck hours -- and I say this with soke

heat becausz2 I still trhink this is cne of the sicnificant

ccatributions that has teen unrecegnized -- v leoking at

rl.octograpns submitted v the Los Anceles office of CI3,
fene by two ladies --
“ir, Goldsmitl., Cramer and MNamen.

My, Rocca. =-- =e saw that shirt,

e
0
u
| e
|

he savw..

It was an incredible siiirt of houndstcoth checks. ' Thatliwag

i

Here wve

it. rad positive proof that he was in Minsk ané we:
éién't have to co cn anv kind of -- I nerscrally -- that was

.
nin.

(o]
o

g over t

(D

cne of the werkinc level thincs that I han

n

¥r. Goldsmith. Is that the dhotocraprl that show

Cswaldé with a croun of o*her Pussians? .

(:
)
[
[
w
Q]
4
3
(aa ]
b=
[ Ra]

e nictcgravh that shcows Oswald in the chedﬁere?
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Mr. Pocca. Ard a car.

Mr. Coclésmith. 1In a car or anéd a car?

i
g
0
Q
Q
o]
&
n
[8))
Q
Q)
R
|
|

because anvwhere an American
car went --- well, this I think may have been a Volkswacern,

an car --there were croups, ard this

'.l-

g

+ may have beer a Ge

was right in the plaza at Minsk, the main plaza.

1o
H

Goldsmith. This is the thotograph that was
nrevicded by two American tourists?
“r. Rocca. That's right. But if vou notice, the

Rureau radid the wnole investi

a

ation and there is no

dicztion in the repert that it came frem CIA.

l-l
'J

But that's how it did it, and Hr.[ j deserves

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, would vou szell his

name ncw?

Mr. Rocca. E j

Mr. Golésmith. Do vou know whyv that photograrh voulh
have been taken by the domesitic contacts divizion reonle, ot
whcmever contacted those two women who took the photocraph
ir the first nlace?

Mr., Rocca. Sure.

Mr. Golidsmitk. In other words, the pnotogréch was
cbtaineéd oricr to the assassination.

Mr. Rocca. Many vears.

M

CONFIDENTIANL

P

ir. Goldsmith. Many years prior to the assassination -~

§ e A6 B v T AT EE. Sa S® e M W @ S Cam S n S S as a4 S

At R .

3
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%
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well, a vear or so nrior tc the assassination.

¥r. Rocca. 2 vear or two.

Ir. Ccldsmith. And at that time there was nc narticu
interest In Cswald. I *xzle i+,

So, co vou xnnow how that -~ rather why +that p:otogragh
was taken bv the CIA officials involved?

Ar. Rocca. Yes.

It was cne of & sgeries of nicturez turned in hv thesé
two ladles ir the norral course of vhat is the autherized
mission of contacts civision, at =hzat time located in the D:
of turninc up useful foreicn intellicencs on -- 3V Pﬁerlcan§
wiac volunteer. That victure. on the extremz lefi, had a :
crans in it, an irdustrial i1ter, in which we wieras s?ecificail
interested. That was the wav the niotograrir had heen selecﬁed‘
That crane was cronrad out when the picture was nuklished.

by nrovicirn

that certai

clarifi
the CIA

n areas

Rocca.

that

care acress.

L

Ou

srimary

were

Than
n imro

interest

N

tant issue

witl

other woris,

wera in tcuch.

was

F

I

I can srneak only for what
in foilcwing up Soviet leads

D

fcr us.

the ¥arren Commisci o:

oprimary emprhasis?

oy 7Y

for all of thes cther
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on tke assumpticn
Soviet Tnion, under his circumstan
interest tc Scoviet state securisvw

As a consecuence, we favorecd verv stroncly that the cuestions |
that were to e celivered to *he Soviet Tnicrn for regnonse '
should inciuce verv specific incuiries with resnect to what
he Ccid -- not just this hesnital record, 25 it turned out, :
12% nages cf it -- but just exactlv whet he did. And, as fér
as I know, these were excellent cuestions. Theyv, too, havef
heen released. I have not reviewea th They would stillé
be useful questions to answer 2o
The Reporter. Excuse me, but cif vou zav they have E E
cr have nct keen released? :
Mr. Rocca. They have been releasec, so far es I ‘
I am not sure of that,
There were thr naces.
¥r. Geldsmith. Okav, let's not talk akcut those
My guesticn is a general one. Do
"Thich areas receivecd emphasis?
Mr. Rccca. The areas that we concentrated or tended
o0 concentrate on werza the Scviet arsas because the peonle k
was in touch with in Mexico aad traces; vrior traces. as
XKGB reocle. Thev were there uncer consuiar cover and obviouélé
coulé have peen doing and were uncdouctedly doing a consular ¥
job in those esarlier contacts. .
SONFIDENTIASLT
L e emras Wy mem g g A A v -~ %
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But the wrole

of X383 use of assassination, rartic

which was not specificallv indicate

the Tart stztinc +thai all T.S8. =mili
swmecifically by Department 13, which

that part is Golitzin.

Ye spoke fr

Mr. Reccca. I mean, I tainj +hi

vou cet oif the bean,
e --

Mr. Goldsmith.
understand.

¥That oth

(Pause) ..

Mr. Rocca. Other defecters th
Soviet Unicn ang had heen prccessed

cocumentaticn, his akility to travel

controls which wera -

\

reviews oi hooks that

er ar=as, if any, received

1
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Mr. Goldsmith. But again, *the overall focus was on
the Soviet connection?

Mr. EFEccca. I would say, on balarnce, thet was, ag it
came out on our side of it.

Nr. Zoidsmith.

lx]

ine.

I have another guesticn, before I foraet to ask vou it.
in reference to CIA numper 18795. ;

That first maragraph savs, "In addéiticn, on sensitiv§ :;
matters of corcern tc the investigation, Dick Eelms and Hur?hy
also aealt cirectly with the Commission.”

“hich was, of course, in *he central.

Mr. Rccca. That's the only one tha* I know of. YNo. s

Let me say that this was a very nastilv put together merorancunm

[

ané I d&id if really-in order to have somethinc on the reccrd. i
T am.delighted I did, too. I have nc regrets. 3ut it cculd %
have been more ample.
Mr. Goldésmith. Did the ¥Warren Ccrmission give the
Acency inrut as to what kircd of information it wanted, what &
tyses oif leads should be nursued? :
Mr. Roccca. ©Oh, ves.
That was wha* I was coming to when vcu asked the other E

thincgs that were done.
' CONPIDENTIA AL
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1. }y SR civizion There must rave beer gother cues-i -
; g ilZi0mn. “nere must h n Ctaeyr cuestions of that
] = 1 D) - N -~ -
= incd that cthers at this ztace -- 1if I hed 22¢ co--~rehansion
el
> - ! OI wWhas Vol weare ceolng to ask we; I cculd have done scme oF;
= i
Iy 4 :l - - . . . . —_ - -
v S | my own aorewerlk. But 1t 13 right oZff the teon of nv head now.
- i N i
~ 1
s et . e . : - o
> 7o dr. Golcdsmith. There 13 no need for sheclfics at
_ i
2 : . .
< i TOal3 Soint.
~ i
: 5 - . . s - . -
< . Mr. focca. 1I'm emlarrasses tiagt L can't think of meazv
= ¥ " gother tihings that we cdid.
= i
=,
= dr. Golasmiti,  “eulcd the arren Zormission co ko
[ H
< 2
- - & Mr, Helms recuesting the Informatiocn, cr would they co diregtl
, - S ¥ <
54 {
= |
—_ sa , 5
Fond - -
= 1 to vours
- i
= v
= K I . - . . -
= Mr. Rocca. In some iInstarnces r. Rankin would go
= i
=z '+, directly to r. Helms. In cther instances, r. Slavwscn woulo
! . £
- . 4
= B! ‘
= - - 2 ; - 3 s eg= ~ s 3 = P P
. 4 ceme right in on the horn and he was authorized to talk wita
= :
v T - . - .
. 4 Mr., Hail or arysedy in R & A about these metters.
e !
4 ;
- ?: )
-~ = . - ~ . . T '! -
Z : There were other necple -- there were other necnla Im
& .
! \
by "4 the staff that 2ad the samz privilege. I can't rementer ui
< : '
< =0 i
‘ 4 Liebler was onre.
t

et e N ’ TP =4 PRI - 3 an T - - LA 5
= Mr. Geldésmith. 9Did X¥r. Helxs, as a matter of routiney

i
Fh
0
H
’J
iy
Fn
i
m
o+
8
0
w

sass on to you the arren Cormission request

e e T Tl e ST T e et e b

- -
My. Rocca. Yhera i*t corcernec us, I'm sure ne did.
The record should reflect it, because these things were

invited in rieces of naper.
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For examnle, the whole matter of recordis and recoré
was arrangal at the EHelms level, and whicn than I received,
either bv teleshone call or by wmemorancum. 2And we were aple

to set -them up ICcr an entire review of howy ke 0Osvwald fiie

, and now intellicence

1
[N
92
(]
0
o]
3
fu
0
by
[ N
9}
D
p
H
)
Q
(0]
H
fL
()

to omerations was reinc comnuterized and how literallwv thisz:

should be thz way the rest of the ceommunitv saculd function,

reccmmendations regarding the meachanization of records, real

Mr. Goldsmith. Which report are veu referrinc to not? .

¥r. Recca. The Yjarren Zommission report, cver

to, but the record needs to kncw.
Do vou feel that ycu were given by your superiors at

the CI2Z all relevant information concerning the assassination

which woulcd have insured that the CIA cculdl provicde the

Warren Comrmission with all the necessary inforration that it,

Mr. Rocca. I think sc -- to the limit that thev were Cor

Mr. Rocca. Incidentally -- 1f I may break in -- ancther .
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directly involved in the Commission was

38

the cuestion

of the eighth man -- veu Xnevw, this nhotograrh of the men -- |
- - - 1
Hr. Goldsmith. The ‘iexico mystery man? i
Mr. Foccas. Yes, the ¥exicc mvsierv nan. '
Mr. Golcdsmith. Vvie will get into that vhotograch
i
later on. 5
. L i
Mr, Rocca. That was hancdlecd directlyv, tco, zanc I :
i
arranged it, I *hinX, withh WH veopnle present. :
Mr. Golésmith. We'll get intc that issue in a little

while.
YTere you ever tclc curing

F=

working as the Agencv’s wcint of contact with the arren
Corwission about the Agencv's anti-Castro assassination :
nlots? '
¥ir. Rocca. Never.
Mr. Goldsrith. A moment ago I asked vou whether you
had been rprovided with all relevant information bv vcur

superiors and I believe

your ooinion, was
anti-Castrc assassiratiorn plcts

reievant to

yvou indicated that vou thought

the Warren Cormigeicn's

that .

investigation

*

of the assassination cf Presicent Xennecy?
Mr. Rocca. This certairly was not

This was a another rvart

staff resnonsibility.

cf

the ——

-

staff
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ancther zpart of the CDP. I was not even aware of the Farker

having come out until much later.

f
H
tt
[.4.
O
]
)]

Nir. Goldsmith. By tiis vou're saying the zanti-Castro

assassination 2icts Zad nothinc to 2o with CI staff?
2r. Rocca. Vas. How can I Zudge Ty surericrs on the

nasis of irnformation that I had nro need to krow?

.
[3Y]

ve a neaC tce know that information?

Mr. Rocca. Well, I was not investigating the thinag.’
I was a rcint of contact for the cormittee on ratters that
wculcd facilitate their investigation. You can arcue, the:efors
that I should have kxnown evervthing. But that's --
Mr. Gcldsmith. Mr. RBocca, please don't misunderstaéd
re. I'm not suggesting that you should have known.
dr. Rocca. But ycu were pointing out that I had .

'+ think I had.

cr

ccntradicted myself. I don
Within my limitations and neec tc know, I think I nad
what I had.

Mr. Goldsmith Mr. Rocca, I Zidn’'t even mean to

succest that ycu hac contradicted vourseltf.
¥r. Rocca. I withdraw that, then.

Mr. Goldsmith. I am only tryinc tc clarifv tihe recorg
1

®
H
®

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

My, Goldsmiti. After vou indicated that vou saic veou
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2o vou think *that the anti-Castro

relevant to the

¥r. Rocca. Mv feelincg

i3 that this is a political
action -- I am now <soeakinc

action undertaken

ps

nOi1itlcCa

If +he Warren Zommissicn
thev could have cone with it

may have known about it,

referancas, that Warren 4&id

oN & personal pkasis. 2ut in

ll*j

clitical diversion.

4
'3
)

attempted a

1

rest coesn't Justifv this kiné cf activity of -~

the wi

0

le thoucht is

evant information, mv o

.~ AR} s 3 t P
maad had i+, I Con't knevw deX- 1

o
I—l
| —
o
ul
=
¥
0O
%
N
0
o
&
@]
5}]
I
O
o
()
3]

. 2 . : : . . i
ther words, attemnting -- anviihing that was being’

ainst Castro throuch low level acents and all theé

29-20 rincdsicht -~ that no’

H
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Ar. Solésmith., So, vour wesiticon, then, is that aver

though the Acency may have keen attemniina 2o assassinate

y Premier Castro throuch low level agents, tha*t would nct -uz

32
4
'
0]
@]
(@]
[$Y]
(D
rt
0y
'4-!
I-l
oY
o
X
O
3

i

1
]
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0]
O
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[
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v
iy
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O
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o
ct
0]
b=

o}

Wald - 3 PPy . - Y v - -
: Now, mind vecu, tne Harker interview is verv clear

indication -- there is nc question zbout it --

#r. Rocca. That there vwere »ncoilitical -- that there
i were terminal risks involver in versisting in attemtis to
uge Cuban exiles. v understanding is, =houvch, that tha:

interview was consicered by those vecpnle whe werz encacaced

this kind of activity in the Acency and in the community.

1, -

¥r. Ceoldsmith. Hacd ycu known about the anti~Castro

I.‘

sination rlots, would ycu have given more f£acus, more

9]

assa
emphasis, to the vossibilitv of a ‘Cuban'respvonsibility for

the assassination of Presicdent Kennely?

Mr. Rocca. I weculd have done it anywav, in view of

! the fact that he was in touch with the Cubans.

¥Mr, Zolcésmitii. Hcwever, earlier when we asked vou --

Mr. Rocca. It would have simrpliv intensified that

interest. The answer to vour cuesticn is ves.

nly there was all kinds of interest in the

g 3ut certa
! ' CONFIDENTTIA AT

[
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Zuban possibility.
Mr. Goldsmith. Tarlier, when I

case recelve” amnhasiz, I keliieve that veou
that on balance *he =»rimerv arez of atonhasis was the

»Mr. Rocce. That was

[0
!

NG
o,

oriratec -- lookinc at it

Mr. Goicdsmith. Now, nac vou kxnowr about the
assassineticn »lots on the »naxt of the CIA, wculd vo

pcssibility of

u have giver

a Castra

Yr. Rocca. Acain, I sayv that it would have simply :
intensified it, that thers was atitention civen to it, not
marticulariv by the staff. I had nc capakilities on the
Zuban sicde. )

The orcanization cof their service and their creration

in Yexico was somethinc

enicma at the time. Thev were just gettinc started.
WE's area. This was Yin Scott's area cf nroficiency.

the defectors hacd onlv becur te come cut

later, the Cukan defectors.

Sc, I can't -- I really can’'t say that (a) the
connection was ignorec, kecause it wasn’'t. The press

Cuban

was

fillecd with it at the time.
The Earker interview shculcd have been undcibtedlv given

I T

N T L

A
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zed sense; but it was civen

greater attertion in a general

Y

th

2 Rockefeller

ct
L}

soecific attention, I was tecld zt the time c

tL. 3
PRSI I

“r. Rocca. I don't know. I don't 4ncw this. That

Mr, ZToldsmith. Well, when I said tc what =2xtent was
the Cuban connecticn investicated, I don't mean by the
warren Commission. I mean to what extent 4£icd the Acency Lo
Srovide -- E %
C&
“r. Rocca. That I can't answer. I certairnly didn't ;2
Zo it. ;
“Mr. Goldsmith. Parcon me? :
Mr. Rocca. We cer+tainly didn't, in R & A. .

Mr, Goiésmith. Sco, CT/2 & A 4id not --

¥r. Rocca. Go into tie Cuban sice of it at all. DR
This was somethincg lefi to the pecrle who were concernec
srecifically with_Cuban intellicence and security oneration.

Mr. Golésmith. But I believe earlier we establissed:: |

that Mr. Eelms cave orcders that information pertinent to the

assassination was to co throuch vcur office, correct? oo

fu

My . Golfsmith. Anrd cnce information Tertinent to LI

A

sent threouch vecur office, I take vou or

CZ2NFPIDENTIAL
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Felms would decide what informatior would be relevant for

jarren Commission to see.

Is that correct

Mr. Recca. Well --

- ~ D s - ~ o R
-Mr. Goldsmitih. Eased upon what vou Xnew?

i1t woulcd seerm. to know wihat informaticn was being cenerated

in the field that was going .to the "arrsn Comrissior.

I believe vou indicated that the Soviet area.

Mr. Rocca. Primarily, orimariiv. Rut I dién't mean:

by that that it excluded the Cuban, bhecause there was a lot

of nmaterial that came thrcuck ard -went to the Commission

that concerned thz Cukbans. . %
Mr. CGeldsmith. ZLet's cc off the recoxd. %

{Discussion cff the rececxd.)
Mr. Gelcesmith. Letis continue.

Mr. Rocca. My reccllection is that at the tire the |

great vress ranifestation was that Cuban exiles who were in.
touch with CIA had keen scmehow involved in this. This was
the great ccncern. : .

Mr. Golcdsmith. That's another —ossibility. There Do

Mr. Rocca. Questicns went deown to WH: do you nave

CZNTIDENTIOAL
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There was extrsordinarv cilicence, I thought, exerciged!

(SN

o
=

tc try to clarifyv that s .

:r. Coldsmith. Dc you think that tite vossibility of

bv Castro against the President wveas

3
J
F.l
o}
ot

an assassination
alecuately investicatesd?

(Fause)

E RN LRGN

dr. Rccca. Wwith the advantages of 29-20 hYindsicht, T

(t
'—l
k]
1]
’.l.
+
in
D
(0]
1
n
rt
0
)
0]
ct
142
o))
ot

could sav orobably not. 3ut at the

theyv cave cue attention to it -- within the informationthat

that had you known about the anti-Castro assassination rlots,

the effert would have been intensified. .

f=e

r statasment?

(el
0]
o
vy
o1}
(t
[V}
|-

a
Mr. Pccca. Well, I would have -- certainlv I think - °

it would nave been intensifiec. EZvervtiinc would have bheen
\
intensifiad.
13

B
"

I think in the licht of wnat has happened. & conyletely}

different procedural amzroach probablv would and should have.

P-4

been taken. I mean, there are any number of thincs that you f

can sayv in the light cf histozrv.

wWhat I can’t acceopt is that lesads were delikerately

or otherwise ignorecd.
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CCNFIDENTIAL

Yr. Goldsmith. ‘hen dic vou first lear
anti-Castro assassination tlets?

Mr. Zocca. There were runors of the
in the mid ancd late *'§C's.

The first significant incdicaticn th
was Castro arpreciation of an actual plot w
to the Harker article in the Mexico Citv ca
had accessioned for the file sometime in th

as the reference
se lcg, which we'
e lat= 3073, after

Win Scott's death, when Mexico Citv shipned its docurentatlén
f;
up rere. :
Mr. Goldsmith. Are yeou familiar with Book Z cf the
Senate Report?
¥r. Rocca. No.
Mr. Geclésmit £ the assassination gplots?
Mr. Rocca. -No.
Mr. CGoldsmith. ~Fine. %e will defer that till later
cn, then.
Mr. Rocca. I cot the Harker report mvself and studieﬁ
N
it at the Library pf Congress in the course ci the work thaﬁ
I ¢id for the Rockefeller Ccmmission.
Mr., Goldsmith. Mr. Focca, acain, for the record, I :
would iike té be clear on tnis.
Is it your nositicn that the Agency itself did not

-

concauct an ner

Presicent Kenn

se,

into the assassination of

nformation tc the:
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Mr. Rocca. I zhink our role was tasicallv the rrevisien

of intelligence information, not ar investiga*ion. Yes. i

|
i
ﬂas to what effort was made to exanine the question of

:oossikble resionsibiiity for the assassinaticn?

e cmtee e .

i “r. Rocca. Yo, I 2o not.

PP

(€]

s

{E. Henry Xncche -~ X-N-0-C-U~E -- from David . 3elin, Execuktive

i
!
if\ b g ey - : b} g S
#1504 ancd 1303, which is a letter cated April 1
, .
i
i
'4..-4-v-41‘ RDA~rafal Ve - 3
iDirectecr of the Rockefellier Commission.

J
v
=
0
it

ln 5

My. Golcdsmith. Mr. Recca, 2o vou know whether thi

etter was ever referred to you for action? 3v action, I meérn

Hy
0
H
Al
()
2}
:',rJ
0O
'3
]
®

¥Mr. 2occa. I cc not, thouch I Yknow I ress-oncded to it

Jore

irectly tc Mr. 3elin in ceonversation ~-- that is, the substance;

0O

th
1~
o+

-—-a

; There was somz other kind of letter which Mr. 3elin

|-l.
O]
i

wrote *hat was referred to me. It much shorter tihan this.

(¢tz od) vosH 83ATYDaY TeuoTjey Y3 3o sbBuipioy ayz uwoxj paonpoaday

-
-

~-

-

Mr. Soldsmitik. Would vcu now review CIA number 1934.°

(Pause)
“r. Rccca. YNow vou're talking here.

Mr, Goldsmithk. So, accoréing to CIA nunmbk

whichk vou have just read, I believe it indicates
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1
! in fact, resvonded to the letter of April 15, 1875,
!

T Mr. Rocca. I indeeé remerber reswonding to this.
i
T 1
| 3ut this thing seemed utterly --
.
'! Mr. Geldsmizh. But veun weren't sure 1f vou hed cone
w 4 B
A
< lsc orallv or in writinc?
t iy
a !
“ °i; “r. Rocca. Oh, ro. This is -- if. I wrote th
~ ?
N 7:!cat;ng). I mugt have had this (indicatinc).
- .l
~ s A
= T So, I accert. I withcraw ny previcus staterant.
~ i
< s L
. g Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.
= |i
- A
- LI E B . e < . -
z 5 In light of havinc read CIA number 1934,
— ) - - .
.= o
= BN
= ¥r. Rocca. This is wnat I recall.
3} i
~ |
P i But there is still another memo. You see, I wrote
S 15 , o
= 1two memes for him. Are vou awarxe oI that?
CO
= =
= : (Pause)
= ;
= ve
= to 1 - - . N . .
< 1 Mr., Rocca. 1 wrote twe memos for Mr. Relin. Taeh
= i
= 45 _ ‘
- jinaé a letter which enjoined me, actually, to do it. They wexge
A
< ﬁf:om him.,
= 13 4
& i {Pause)
@ !
~ Mr. Rocca. I krow there was a seconc memo.
= 2q !
~ - | . .
? The meros are complementary, but concern different
i s ’
1
-~ e B

-~
i
- S

iaspects cof the subject.
P 1 ’

[ 4

A

i
o+
iy
o

s apout this probably crows cut of

Q}

i
)
{
1
| Mr. CGoldsmitih. Were thev written at the same time?
23
ﬁ Mr., Recca. They were written in succession ana
eE '
lorew out of his interest in the Cuban connectlcen.
2 !

S
CoNP¥?F I D NTIATL

t
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CONFITCEAJTIAL

My. Golcésmitii. Drawinc vour attentio

i

3
e
Q
n3
[\l
-
[o]]
N
A}
m
J
3

tnumber two. would ycu respond to the guestions that are raised

|
iin that paragranh?

1
! ¥r. Recca. I would sev that as far as I know, the

nknow.
dr . Golcésmith. In other werds, tecause you cidn't
i sassiration glots.

Mr. Rocca. T couldn't have tolé them. I couldn't

0
h
s
o
o
o
:j L)
ot
[
|
@)
v
"
ot
H
o)
o
U

'

i
iteld them.

i

|
|
fpcsed in paragranh number two ars answered in the necative?
:

! #r. Focca. These 3ave to be answered hy cothers who
|
:

Lwere in the chain of command and who would have hac the

jinformation.

\

‘ . Mr., Goldsmith. Now let's take a look at 1934, CIA

According to that dccuwent, it indicates

[
(t
(0]
(t
o
®

Do vou recall ever being asked to respon

cuesticons in varagrapns number two anc four?

CCNFIDENTTIAL

W~
iy

have: |

1

Mr. Goldsmith. Is it vour position that the guresticas |

o
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(Pause)

“r. Rocca. Mo, nor one.

The only one that I had arny ©»
cn the basis of my knowledce or the ©
in research was +this: andé this is wh
is the Farker foliowuz of the »ubklic

¥r., Coldsmith
source, if ever. that the &gency
Castro assassination plots?

“ir. Rocca. Very late. I
to it.

My, Geldsmith. DRicd

ha

{,ll

you rnow of

assassiraticn rlots at the time that

reviewed bv you -- in other words, in
Mr. Rocca. No. Me. I stiil
I read, as I recall,

visit to Paris when I deliverec
Mr. Golcésmith.
\

-Mr. Rocca. Orne of the two that

“r. Goldsnith.

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

Now, that had i

“tr. Goldsmith. Then
Agency?

.o
Ve

=

n

]

The memos?

AT
-y

Ly

ogsikilities that T had
ere the -- ¢ course, t}
sneech.

ceen 1

T I A

when did you first learn

-+
i3

nvolved

from an

in arti-

exact

wher vou Ze2livered which report?

I am talking

ut
<O

Gate.

about ndr.:

was on contract at this time.
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with the Rockefeller Commission for the “cency, ycu were on

in

i
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(¥ ¥}
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O
O
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L 4

‘. ~ccce. Yes.

3re we clear on that?
My, Golilsmith. and at that time --

n
|_-l
0]
(t
(t
0]
[
&
I8y
’ e
0
13
wn
rr
oy
(D
x
(D

Yr. Recca. BAMIRSH, =axactly. AMIASE,
This letter turned up. It was fcund bv 2 WE researcler;

W man at *hat time. This was 1875S.

course it wasn’t, That leiier 127 never been seen by me.
¥r. Goldsmith. That was just anotihier examnle of
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T am onlv cusstioning waetinexr
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well xnown, ver:

csuestioning the legitimacy.
vou zad informaticn.

AL

anc

itical acticn
legitirmacy in
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CONFTIDENTTIAL
¥y, Bocca. I am usinc “lecitimacy’ in guotes; tco.
Mr. Geldsmith., Is it veur position that --
“ir. 2occa. I remember this little Zetail, which is

Mot for mysedl

1f, T can say no

st~ 3cldsmith. You are referring, £or the recorzZ, %o
CIa 1904,

¥Mir. Tecca. 2id anvons with the CI2 tell any me¢be:;of
“ha ——- _'-

knew abcut

Fh

possiblie involvement O

5

the

the CIA at any time prior to

“have anv documents or cother info

wav have kXrnown about such plans.

. - . .
vou clease furnish us wits copies of all

cetails cf any such information.”

conMNTF

. . - N
+the U.8. Sovernmentc,

a1}
h
or
WD
(b
(T
D

t
i

i TR

=4

to all

rould

H
w
pot
-
t
by
P.
3
o
ot
5
ot}
t

two cnlv.

Cas+tro, 2rior

3]

he existence of such pleas

comnietion cf the
rraticn

If the answer

4

such dccuments and
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information

C

four now.

Mr. Reocca.

A1)
5
in
%,
®
¥

My

Golésmith.

r was given to ycu

Rocceca. 3u:c

trhese torics were

CoNFIODOENT

You are

“lould

that woulc seer =

ONFIDEZNTTLAL

co

=1

answer necgatively.

Anc nor,

licvarkber

-~
ICINR OG- B APy

e

nothing abecu:
you have indi

-~

to -- I take

b

t

.

tc responc

s oremared by vou resrcndinc
Daragrarh.
One varagrath.
\

, as I say, I have the impres

area of knowlec

~

outside oI w

nid the Agency respond to

may zave.
So, vou think that vcou --

IaL

e N Nt

L e e i pmema p ¢ smm

|a
Q)
4]
(r
D

not know

~aracrapn nunber Iour.

that.

3
)
\Oo

d
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.
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ir. Socce. Belin was in touch with everyvkcay, sc he-

N

Lo - T~

- .
= :1; _M». Rocca. Or to resvond mcre generally to the queslioﬁ
= R l“ H
<2 O - g = M 1 b} 1, ) . - i
~ % i of the backgrcunc oi Cusan “nowledge. Taey were not so specificy
= ! c
= ';1as +~ig, because if I had received thic 2s a basis, as a brief,!
i I would have had tc research it. You see, I wculé have haéd to
= " ‘go, then, anc ask people. This would have been nct only
S |
= ° ipresumotuous, but it would have takern years. -
= i :
= ! My, Goldsmith. That problem now that arpears in the
ER
. '* jreccrg 1ls taat toere was a ietter that was civern to ycu %o
.—=-. - i .
& T iresrond tC, ané we have the responses to paragraph number taxesi
z g s
= T Uof thet letter. It wculd appear that you were askecd to Sy
= i - T
= i< ' 't
= 7 .respondé tc & letter that yocu did not have ail of the complete "
T jinformation with which to make a croper response as to the
= A 2
2 T . R
- lentire letter. : .
= 1 Yoy
P i vr. Recca. Yes. BRut my answer doesn't say that I fe
= _ .
- -1 \
= 7 - . N - :
~ thaé the oricinal letter. It says that it resgends to a
= 1
- "G N - - .- 3 .
- lof it. I may nave heen shown it and used it as & point i
ae il .
3= Irefererce. -
L-'.a.i_': anm i : ‘_,
SN i Mr. Geldsmith. Fine. Lo
e Pt
i My . Rocca. With Mr, Belin, I rad hours of conversat§ons§j
4 ﬁ ’ :
lacross the desk in the most amicable fashion in which he ;
‘urfdarstooé precisely my feelings and how they had matured over
; CONFTIDENTIRML
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committee a statement as to what veou meart by that sentence
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t I reZerred veu tc earlier, Sec%ion 3, on vage CIA nurber 1341
indicate that --
Mr. Rocca This is the nuances.
Mr. Colidsmizth. You indicate that the “arrern Commizsion
Revort should haeve ieft a wicder windew fcr this contirgency,
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’ ¥r., Geldsmith., TThy Zorft veou try Lo summaricze it :
|

|

1if nossikle.

|

i - e = - ;
| ‘ir. PRecce. “a:l, I aen't want to avpear impertinent.
i
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Mr. Gelésnith. %Would vou be willing to nprenare for tie,

4

CIA number 19417
Mr. Recca. ¥®ell, T woulé orefer to tell you, to talk :
vou akout it, rather than te prepare a decument,

Mr. Golésmith. I would prefer to listern to you discuss.

0O

i+ if it is coing to take an entire day, we can't C

CONMFPFILETNTIAL :
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briefly summarize wonat YvO4 Teant zv chat senteonce,

fr. Rocca. First of all, let me sav that to Mr. Belig

versornally in the tallts I macde it nerfectlv clear tha+ T

i
O

e v SRS B fl

e false and that there wes no credibla evidence o sustain
jwhat view that he was z mandated &zszassin, that this cculd noz

(]
(1)

‘'one on the basis of the availakle evidence. or as T refer .

o it here, crecdible eviderce. Indeed, I rewarded it as verwv

- J:‘."—'-.'—._r.'._...'_'.. '..U;—-—"—.r._F'._;;L;O_‘._".'.;

ous and counterproductive -- if I cap use that term -- %o

)
13
Yo
)
H

incdulge in public conversation alcng *hose lires, because it

\

leads inevitebly to political consecuences which are absclutelv

fmpossible te control.

: ;
4 - = e . - . - i
€o, I cdon't zelieve, in other WOras, 1in ™Y Tersonai E
Ylew of the case, in the nosition that I held in which T !
i { s
?perated with the Commission that he was sent to xill Xennedv. .
i e e e i § %
Ecwyer, I do believe that he had contacts with the Scoviet ‘ 4
1

irntellicence, or I think the evidence is strcncer ané certainlwy
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wortn fellewing up, that he had contacts with the KGB, both
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gide. I'm not saving in the nited

States, necessarily, but before his arrival, with the KGE,

the relevant documentation pertaining to his stav ir the Soviet

nion and that the contradictions, the erzfore, between what

I

they served up through the Swiss and what we have derived
frem people who have come out of the KGB, who are exrperts
on this -- I don’t care whether vou call tham, whether thev

gre Nosenko, or Deriakin or Golitzin. whoever =-- the ~ecrle;

1

in the other service there -- there is a manifest contradiciich
between the amount of material thkat they furanisheé ané what:

-

woulc have beern normally his experience in that countrv

|4
'

‘

X

i

respect tc that service, and ir particular with recaré to t%

fi

eiement of contract and debriefing by the "Sretsctcel®, but

7

the 13th Derartment, by the Special Department.

-

\

those lines were not delivered by the State Devartment, or -

whatever happenec. Therefore, we cot no answers. And, theyv ,

servec to ceeren, therefore, the impcrtance ané the occasions
of what I've just said.
In the third nlace, the peoprle, fortunately or

unfortunately, casuallv or otherwise, that he was in tcuch

with in Mexico Citv during his trip, were XGB, according¢ to

L L e e e o p— b -
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the traces held by us and bv the TBI and cther servi
.. Y ices.

Mr. Soldsmith. Do you recall wh

’.J

ch pecrle these were?

Mr. Rocca. I can't -- I could mro

o
V]
o
',.l

<

0
®
t
t
t
®
5

out cf my mind.

“'r. Goldsmitn. DPlease nroceed.

Mr. Rocca. It is absclutelv natent that these peonle
couléd have been dealinag with him and rossiklv were cdezling @it;
him. I cive; in cther wecrds, full faith and credit to all

these theories. and I'm talking now in a counter intellicenge

laboratory sense, not in a nublic sense. His whcle cormzorthent

-t
i“h
admbe
)
(N

as an individual in the United States after his arrival
verv peculiar feor its implicit and explicit evidences of
clandestinitv.

¥r. Zclcdsmith. ¥ould vou cive examrles.

¥r. Rocca. The utilization of aliases in boarding

houses, incomplete details tc his own wife, the whoie matter
i i3

Walker

of the and what sne sayvs, and Marina is a whole other

story that has to ke, I think, readjusted to this scenaric.
On the othe: hané, I see flaws in his clandestine,

in his trade craft, let's put it that way. It makes me

believe that he may not have beer at the time that he was

crerating in Dallas ané¢ in the other area an actual, even

in touch with thkem, because I recard not giving his wiﬁe his

alias at the boarding house so that when she phoned she Elew

him as just cne of those things.
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3ut T have gcne over

Belin. £fo. I see these things, I

a nicture oI much wore cetajled knowledoe akout him, andé
evaiuation, anc, of coursze cdebriefinc,. becsuszs there is no
suestion ir mv mind that ke had U-2 iInZormation cn exact tyre
cf flichrt.

Mr. CGoldsmith. What about on the Cuban side cf the
sicture?

M». Nocca. 2nd, on the Cukan side,; from De ce we
kncw he was a ore-Cuban from the hecinning, and the Relcade
infermation is critical -- I think cuite undevelored in its

irmvlications.

it is

Sc. thig kind of thinc t!

the window oven. In other words, there
relevant to an assessment of this xman’s
act 1vatec kXillexr in ar increédilkle

in a building which is ing to be

in
0

at lies behind leaviag
informax:

ion

ives as a self

acainst whom he has a personal cuarrei, <¢oing ba to the
\
matter of his Navy career, ancd this whole business of what

he cculc have

the warninc, and sc forth.

this, in other wcres,

cenerated killer, who cculd

4

+hat dcesn't mean that there

¥coscow, but also in Havana. But, as I

CONFIDENDT

. e pmm s o T am e (TR TR

this

isn’t inicrmation,

saic;

o ADANY.

man, as a self

verv well kave. done this. But

not only in

this is a thinc

T AL

124,
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thet T would have loved to have known ~ore akout in 1C€3

)

- in the way that I know, or vasg becinning tc ¥now -- even at
< that tine I was no axXrert. I fen't sav I am now, but the KEGB.
- 1 we would certainlv have had thaf Rezidenturz dJown in Yexice,

- i :

= . or Cuba, the DGI Rezidentura, better (regced) zané nRave heen

vl "

et o <L . . ca . .

“ Oji in the nosztzen tc have nernharTs gotten Silivia Duran in a

=

~ /i gituation where she would have had tc answer.

- ‘i

= Yr. Coicds h I'n scrry I édifdn't uncerstard

= i ic h, T rv. I ¢ifn uncerst

. - ) .
< 7 ! exactly what vou said.
- It}

- ?:‘. ’l _ .
= i ¥r. Rocca. 2But these -- g
= k i
; { Mr, Goldsmith. ¥r. Rccca, if I may interxrupi vou ‘et

[
i
3
o+
D
5
u
ct
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<
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0
jud
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e
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0
ie2
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iy i

= i

— ta . . . .

¢ ' 1 better negged in Eavana?

= i

- S Mr. Rocca. nhe orcanizaticn of Cuban intellicence +-
o

g = Mr. Geolésmith. Fine.

= y )

'S Mr. Rocca. -- as a nerscnal ratter. I mean, after

S0,
'

| all, these are matters of perscrnal expertise. In this zapner

I am speaking ertirely as an incenendent expert.

~)

; Mr. 3olésmith. Bv this rarver you are raferrinc to

30070 STRERT,

= Mr. Rocca. Yes, what vou are talking about

r-:_ ¥
Ty P .

I T And in the *transmission mero, the Agency makes that

ae
"7 4 very clear.
R .
i Mr. CGoldsmith., Yes.




S50~

(202)

a2y

REFOUTURS SULEBTHG, VaALHEHGTON, D, ¢,

AL,

e

300 e LrReet,

(ecz ou) vosu S8ATU2ay Teuot3en ay3 3o sbutpioy ayj uwoxj peaonpoadayd

[P1

Y] ~1

)

tn

o

[¢1)

-~

-

~a
-

tay

CONFIDENTIAL

Mr. Goldsmrith. ‘Were Oswald’s contacts -~-

M Tocca. VYou know, in onther words, this is richt

Ape -

0
th
th
t
-
D

the tor of myv head.

Mr. Ccldédsmitn. In cther worcs,

asked vou to resrond to Mr. Belin’'s letter which recuested
certain information and the Acencv's position was that vour

once was off the top of ycur head?

¢
)]
ey

<
reflect the Acencv's views. There is another niece of paver

orcoer gualification of it.
There is a transmission memo which savs that we do%‘t
necessarv -- it‘s been released, I think.

vr. Golésmith. The 2gency put yvou on contract to

work with the Rockefeller Commissiorn.

Mr. Rocca. No, thev cidn't. I was uncer ccntract%asf

a mart of my normal phasing out and this came u» as a

ct
22
©
A
0
Q
A
™
Ih
b
|=
| =)
®
H
0O
9
3
=
0
n
1=
0
3
)

Mr. Rocca. Simply tc make myself useful, I su?pos%.

this was not the specific reason that the contract was

Mr. Golésmith. I understand.
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t
! “r. Rocca. This is what I'm trvinag to clarify. :
p '
: “r. Colcsmith. ¥ere ycu the Rogencv’'s noint cf contact
1 |
| with the Reckefeller Commission?
‘ “Ir. Pocc N2, no.
Yy
~ : As fZazr as I know I wasn't. They wers in touch
3 ;|
71 ~
- T with the legal counsel)-~ I mean, the Inzpectcor General,
> ?
~ o ]
-~ 11 Thev sat thers. They came tc the stz2ff o get the oatreriall
- 1 ¥
~ PO %
z | They had the entire file. i
t
< 5
= 1 Mr. Goicdsmith. Dc veu know 1if 0swald had anv
TS ‘
- i contactsz with the DCGI element in Mexico Citv? ;
=
= ?3 Yr. Rocca. “ell, you see, these are questicns that!
:; - '.I i
- 1w :
.z I ycu should ask the WU expertes.
e 3 g , : e g ..
= i My answear, comdletelv uninformed, is that he was iny
" . . - - .
Z i his arcument with the consul’ took rvlace in the verwv "‘Jce§
€ g3 !
< :; that the DGI cccupied and that the DGI chief of +he co:pone%t
= gz
=~ 4 must have been withir hearing rance. I have fcrcotten his
«n 17 } :

name. -But that area, in other werds. was a nart of it.

1T STRERT,

T
N

(9]
=
(]

}J
¢
o g
jo}]
‘-1.
!

!

< : c
SR C o

: Mr. Rocca. -- the consul., Now I will think -- the

a— R :

SR # DGI chief at that time, he later went -- well —--

Lol . -
s 2

' d ‘\

Mr. Coldsmith., %We'll defer that lire of ircuiry

until later. T

Mr, Rocca. Well, I am trvinc to clarify what I meant

Tt is that I felt, and still feel, that meny answers'

)
[
o
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with resnect tc 0Oswald's motivation, his backcround,

-

technicues will be founcd in Mosceow and Cuba and not

That's all. That's what I had in mind when T
shoulc have been left cozn, a wider window.
Mr. Geidsmith. ilere you given information

vith D72I?

pertaining to Oswald's possible ccntacts

Rocca. MNo. Yot as far as I krow.

Not as far as I canr rememper.

his

here..

Mr. Goldsrith. Did you have anyv cGealinc at ali wi
the Noszenko case in 13642
Mr. Rocca. No.
I was excluded from the case.
HMr. Goldsmith. So; in 123564, vou c¢dién't know what
infcrmatior Noserkc had giver on the Oswald case?
) Mr. Rocca. I knew it -- I knew it by hearsay, by
simply listening tc accounts and meetings tiat were very
forth.

limited anc designed tc satisfv need tc know ancé so

Sc I knew it only in verv general terms.
N

“r. Gecldésmitn. Do you know what Nosenkc has

about the XGB's contact or lack of contact with Oswa

¥Mr, Rocca. In general.
Mr. Gelésmith. And what is that?
Mr. Rocca. In general, his storyv was that h

+the file in his hands sometime between the first and

seccnd contacts, that is, between '€2 and ‘&4, when

CSHPIDENTTIA AL

said

1282

e had
the

he

said the window

o “i B “;*ﬁ-{yy; i

-,
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defected: that the file did not exist in Yoscow at the ti-e

of the assassination: it had *o e sent up : it has to he '
sert for to ¥insk, wherxe Qswall zad heer resetitled- and trhat

He nacd rot keen a recruited XZR source.
Mr. Geldsmith. DI tigcgenko irndicate -~
Mr. Rocca. I mean, I dcn't ¥Yrow whether th.s is a
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no

ever

direct
Then Zet’s nct cet

e
cirect

coviouslw

talk to

S,
<
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the Necsenko case? 4

My, Recca. 0Ox

inn 11 STreeer,

(e¢z od) vosH 88ATYD2Y TeUOTjeN Y3 jJO sbuypioy ay3 uwo1j paonpoiday

0

-

i

-
.

a cdifferen

n
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them anrnd

»
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what his cpinion was regarding

Josenke said about Oswald?

a polvgranh.
that material ktecause he had

tc be

[ "O .7
~

verv importent.




- A Yr. Rocca. I nesitate to speak for him, but I judce

: trat he regards Noserko's statement about Oswald to be :
3 Z‘l :
unreliable, to be truthful akout i+t. I mav he wronc. ;
2 :
! I mav say in that ccnnecticn, 1f It deesn't zacain
.
3 S 0 -
S . Interrurnt tnis -- 1 am trying to help —--
b - i
-1 P
1 Mr., Gcldsmith. DPlease Zo.
) IR
® = -
o) o / ”' N B - )
A - " “y, Toccz. —-- that the »szorle wic mace the det
- "
% ~ s
Q = - | C 1 . 2 I3 79 1 Vet v
o = . a2t that time were 7Drincinall in tae Civision, not in
D' ~ B - = .4
oY 3 ;g |
o = W Tr other woréds, thev were Mr. Murphv and Mr. Baclev, and
3 L
ot = id 4
4 = t  the sureriors.
> = g
o s i Yir. Goldsmith. Do you xnow whether all information®
o b i
S’ = v~ :‘
e . . -
Q iy 1 sertinent to the Varren Commission's worli was nromdtly
0 = 13
: = 1 cormunicated te the Warren Ccommission?
o2 .__: Ta z
(] ey . . -
= b5 g ¥r. Rocca. All of the material that I had, as ;
o : 1S : ' B
'r_‘f_ = 12 . D
2 z i ¢r that came within my camp, and that inciudec the zrim i
- ¥
o ; M4 '
[ L= :
. | . .
» = 1 version, was <iven.
" . ..
aQ a7 , .
”y “ : © I ¥now of ncore on the outside that ¢id neot go to them.
0 =z vz oo
a :': L : p
T A 1 in one fcrm or the other. ;
3 = 13 :
> bt ‘ H . . . . '
- i Yir . Zolésmith. Sc, anv informaticn that went throuch !
- - : . 2 '
o = an S T
@ = ;
N | vour cdesk, throuch ycur staff -- !
()] - .
w 1 s
~ T — i e
. - ] £

-~ ~
i/ !
L ; - - ¢
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t  Commissiorn.

<4
i'r. Rocca. Woulé have gone to the Warren Ccmmissicn. ;-

"r, Goldsmith. Ancé how long d4id it usually take ' b
CONFIDENT '
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from vour

Yr. Pocca. Less than a week, T
'ir. Celdsmith. Was there anv £

civen

the liarren

1r. Rocca. MNone tha* I kacw of, in cne form or

Mr. Gelcésmith. That co vocu Tean by Cone Iorm cr
cther?”®

Mr., Rocca. ‘iell, vou zee, when T read it in 1973

the LINGIEL

excluce. I mean, I can't take on

resvonsibility.

the HD

through your offic

Mr. Reccca. Tc the hest of =y knowl

that mv office handlec that was back

know.

civen, as far as I

My, Goldsrith. Did Allen Dulles p

rosition to really

dié not go througi me. They

r3I. So, I mean, this 1z what I have

}—l
A

[
3
]

rv back the total

JTINT
\ Tl

e—-—.
there

edze,

sterred, that

irnsofar as the CIA was

I-4
o
wn
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0
t
H.
i

other

srocram,

was .
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Mr

attemrted to represent

have ccne that, althouch he was certainlv usecd as a chanrel i
v
by the Chief Justice cn matters-- -
Mr. Goldsmith. Cculd vou give us some examples?

¥
3
1]

i
[}

grewing out oi their own cdiscussions.
is in the file a memorandum written by Mr. urphv, Chief
S8, raflecting conversation at ¥r. Dulles' house on sore

P
matter that !Mr. Dulles had keen asked tec nreohe or to get .fg
information con. I recall that and it should be available ip

any examples

-~
\

krcwledce?

Mr

I have read the executive session reccrds anc thev are

pertinent. Bu

Mr. Dulles

npresent at an

x
Mr. Go

. Goldsmita.

Rocca. It

locca.--of

Gelidsmith.

oX those tynes of situations, tc vour perscnal

. Rocca.

never discussed this wit!

CONFIDENTIAL . €8

Do vou know whether he in any wav E
the interest of the Agencv? ;

woulcd have been unusual for him te ,

4

interest to the

stecific

the executive sessions of the Cormission show' ¢

Mr. Dulles as a kind of backboar? for all kinds:

hyoothetical, I think. A

For the record, are vou able to agive !

I near, |

From my personal knowledge, nc.

b3
Li
ey

t not to my personal krowledge. In cther words,:

me nor was I ever - s

of those discussicns on such roints.

Tt has been alleced

NTIAT

ldsmith. in the oress

COoONFIDE

that
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Presicert Ferd, former Fresicdent Ford, 1n 2 se
infcrmaticn to the PRI,
The same allecation has “ser made of
information to the CIA.
Are vou ekle *c nmake any comment unon
Yr. Rccca Mo

after thne

orn thig Zesk. I am +a’l

APV
PSS

Goldsmitk.
¥r.Rocca.

Mr. Goldsmitik. Thsat

M¥r. Bocca. Tell, th
¥Mr. Goldsmith. How

with him during the vneriod?

Ar. Rocca. On

-

arren Commission. on “arren

nave had contact with aim on

cocar

iy
[0}
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actual

baal
comment .,

that veu =

record i

vF
LAV

that a ;

asserhlegd

ave

th

o

,

fezruary and to Yarch, niece kv
]
shoulid ke lcoked =+.
file has been exanined, lir,
en crat answers oy noint.
Yy T .
frecuentliv were, rather was +ho

Did vou ever

have no wav of

=G
-

have versonal contact
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that r. Murchy went down to see him on.

=~
a
fu
n

zresent on
ancther matter. unrelated entirelv, and must have bumped into

nim.

- e a L .- . .
IL T dic, incicdentally. there would bhe

1
(3}
o
0
)
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o

of receord, sc you can refresh my memorv.
(Pause)

¥r. CGoldsmith. Would vou please review CIA rurbex

¥r. Golasmith. %“ould you icdenti

|..l.
th
<
ct
)
W]
rt
[N
O
9}
5
()
9]
ct
(V]

Vi - - ; 3 T : : M
Ar. Rocca. Surely., It's mine. I sent it tc “r.

- -

Feime for his information.

RS PR - - . . ¢
. The durpose that I went dcwn there for was entirelw :

t

t

Mr. Rocca. VYes. 1It's just an inforral notation to - :

my Chief of a thing that I thougat was sigrificent a* the tﬁﬁe}

Mr. Goldsmith. Dicd it mertain to a meeting with Mr.d
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record. I accept £uvll resnonsibility for

in essence, what I said earlier.

. S50ldsmith. I urncderstanc that.

1

ar deliohtec I wrote it.

|-
t
'J

ertain to a meetinc that

vcu nac with ¥r. pulles?

¥r., Pocca. Incdeed. But it was nct on the nurpose
of the wmemorancum. It was on the nurvose cf a totally
cifferent ~—- of & TY nresentation ¢of a cdefecter, anc inasmuch
as tne guestion was ftow the cdefector should be phetocranhed;
all the rest, this was the topic now entirely collaterally -
and incidentallv. this other thina came uc which, of course,
was crne cf Mr., Dulles' %things. He had these and he called

this tc my attention.
Ye wrcte the answer, declining, and I rernorted it.

about the guestion of the Warren Commission being concerned,
. :
with the issue of Oswalc havinc been a CIA acent. :
Mr. Rocca. The press, the nrass had had it. .

Mr. Golésmith. The tlarren Commissicn wantec to resaive
that isste. Thev had asked Dulles to serve as a contact with !

the Agency as a reans of exvediting the resolution of this

issue.

Is that correct?
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Mr. Rocca. I couldn’t imacine. I would not attach

!

great granitic gquality to this orose. I mean, the thinc tec da -

That

(a3
(
()
t
]
H
Q
3
W
o))
9]
N
I.a
e
5
}l
0
%}
o
[(V
fu
|81
n
O
jo
’.J.
rt

is to get the le

will tell vou »nreciselv what it was.

Mr. Zoldsmith. Acairn, vou should nct assume that we
have not necessarily done that.
Mr. Rocca. Ask for it. I mean, By God. this is a-

lead.

¥r. Goldsmith., 211 T1°

3
()
v
L<
b4
o
9
F
t
(-r
Ly
job
(e

vou zhould not-
assume that that has not been cone as vet.
We will return to this document later.

el

What role, if any, ¢id the Mexico Citv station have

®

<
]
o

&
+
0

in previding CIA neadcuarters with information rel

the "arren Commission?

Mr. Rocca. It haé a key role. It nrcduced informa;ionii
before -the fact and it conducted a whole series of followup
activities on the material that it hacd nrovided, »lus other
material that came in in the course of cdealing with reople

who were in touch with the embassv andé facilitating

So, they were important. They were one oi the moest

narts.
ir. Goldsmith. That was my next cuestion. ;
Relative to other stations. was the role played bv :
the “exico City station a nmajor one? e
CONFPIDENTIAL |
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“r. R2occa. I would say it was, Yyes.

vy, 4oldsmith. And that is hecause 9Oswalcd srent tine
in Mewxico City zrior tc the assassination?

My, Pncca. Yes, uh-hun.

Mr. Golésmith. Dié vou have occasicn tc review the
cable and discvatch traffic tha: flowed between the exico

City station ané headguarters *that was relevant to the

Mr. Rocca. I reviewed -- this iz another bedy of

infermatior that I revieweld fcr Mr. 3elin, in'which I comménteﬁ;

on thesz cakbles.

Mr. Soldsmith. And in 19283, did vou have cccasion to | §

bV

review all of the cable traffic
#*r. Pocca. In 1562, these cables just care across
ore at a tirme. --_.I:ScELgo']baqdle“ them at the moment. I

1,

~ until later cn, when 2 & A came in*o the

("
'.4
L
23
0
(ot
0]
)
o
ot
l14
{0

My. Goldsmitn. Yes, I understand. I dién't mean
to suggest that when the cables vere actually sent, certainay
orior to ané immediately after tle assassination. Ycu :
wouldn't ﬁé&e seen then because vou weren‘t involved in the
case at that noint.

Bowever, when CI/R&A czare into the sicture, édid vou

- e mmms -

have occasion tc review the cable traffic that flowed hatwepn

CCMPIDENTIAL
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tie lMexico City station ¢ heacgua rs? ;
Mr. Rocca. Yes. ;
1
I thini it was among the meterial we facilitated in :
i
nassincg to the Yarren Commission ané alsc we Zacilitated theix
direct examinaticn of the materials in the Acencv itself

They came out to verify it.

Mr. Coldsmitn. Dicd the Mexico City staticn have any
surveillance cverations in effect in 1233 acainst the Cukan
ancd Soviet Emkbassy and Concsulates?

Yr., Rocca. Thev £ié, as far as tihesze cables ind :te.

Mr. Goldsmith. Dec vou recall, generally, what type#
cf surveillance operations there were? :

¥Mr., Rocca. Tney must have been telerhone and |
shoteogranhic. f

Myr. Goldsmith. As 2 result of these surveillance !
coperations, was information pertairing tc Cswald cbtainec?

Ar. Rocca. Information rertaining to an unir‘ent*_fiedf
»merican was obtained and subseguentlv it was ascertained
+hat that unidentifiec American was\Oswald. Anc, eventuall?,;

_ S
it became associated with the bodyv of the assassinaticn casg. :

result cof which surveililan

Ar.

My

Goldsmith,

Roccea.

It

That information
ice overation?

was on inad

was obtained as a

. INC.
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far as I know.

Rocca. There was nc thotograznhic

cCcverage.

The televihone tav cperation

&id identify that somecne who iderntified himzelf as Oswalcd
hacd been involvec in a teleovhcne calil. V
Do vou recall that? 5

capacity tc remember.

Mr. CGclidsmith
is bhecause vou incdica

to an unidentified Am
in fact, at least ona

=

¥r. Rocca. Wwell,

vou are now coing well beyond v |

ted that the information simrly

identified himself &as Oswalc.
HMr. Rccca. That was a subsecuent teiegram.
Mr. Goldsmith. Why cdon't I just show vou the transg

tc refresh vour memory, if I can

a
Mr.

(Pause)
Goldsmith
which is a co»v cf a
that tcok nlace on 1

1C:20 o'clock ir the

CONFIDENTI

i)

. Please review CIA nurker 1823,
transcrint of a telephone ccnversation
October, 19€3 at approximatelyv 9:55

morning.
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‘r. Rocca. Ah, Xostikov, that's one of the nanmes.

Mr. Coldsmith. Have vou had a chance to read that

nace?

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

This is the one where ne identifiad himself.

Mr. Goldswith. Sco, in other words, the surveillancé
operatior wicked up more than 3ust an unidentified Amaricar.

At least at som

(]

point it picked up a reference to Lee Oswalcd.
Mr. Pocca. Indeed.

Mr. Golcésmith. Do you know when snecificallv the

Yarren Zormission was told zbout the fact that Oswald had

macde telerhcnic contact with the Soviet erbassvy and, in fact,

that the calls came from the Cuban embassy? =
£
Mr. Rocca. I have no idea of the *time. They mus:t Have
been told very early because the whole commuritv was tcld oa . il
Octcher 19, or Octcber 3, or whatever. )
Mr. Goldsmith. ¥ell, that's when the corrunity was @

told. EHowever, the community was not necessarilv tolé that

; 1
there was a telephone tap operation. Thev were just told akput

tke contact.

Mr. Goldsmith. Xy impression is a very narrcow ore.

rren Commission smecifically teld that

2
o
3
5
o
u
r
3
M
=
M




(€Lz 94) wosH B83ATYday teuoyjeyn ayj 3o sbujproy a8yl wo1} paonpoaday

4
1

Al

3NN TH STREET, S, REFORTERS BONLDING, WALHTHGTON, D, C, 20024 (202) SS5u-23uS

ey
[

wn

~3

(Y1)

-
" "~

)
S

e

-

2 ies eew irme st A = o ———

that the material went over in such a form that this could not;

Mr. Geldsmith. So, vou are sayinc that the "arren

e mimem G -

’ i
Commission was told about the telernhons surveillance creraticn?;

Mr. Rocca. They were given tne transcrints.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou know when thev were civen t;e

Mr. Rocca. It must have b>een in Januarv or befcore;

. -~
Qs Clon

}ir.['SCEL‘)O]ended his *enure. There was no

2]

U

i3
R
3
!

discuising that fact. Tt couid not be kZifden.

[y

as vou know. they literally went down ancd observed and
surveved the place.

I mean, this was a rnart of -- cbvicuslv the scurcesg

§9]
TR
7]

4
o ——

and methq@snweze-supposeé 0 e Ddrotacted. 3ut my feelin
tha£ trey had to know this frcm the start.
- {Pause)

Mr. Golésmith. tas Oswald ever observed bv the ZIA
to have been in contact with the Soviet officials in Mexicco
City?

¥r. Rocca. You mean, actually seen?
ir, Goldsﬁith. Observed. Seen.
¥r. Eocca. ¥Not to mv knowlecce.

r. Gelésmith., I would like you now to read

CIA number 1272, waich is a member from Colerman - Slawson

CONFIDENTIAL
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staff. !

the Warren Commission
. . - ;
Please skim very Guickly through the first two naces
il vou cet to paragrapn nurber three. Read naracranh ;
tnree carefully and stop thers. !

(FPause)
Mr. Rocca. I lave read this.

Mr. Goldsmiti. If vou want to nlace this here !
(indicating), we carn kboth lcok at it.

for uncersand why Ze did nct —~-

The statement in the memo indicates that +*he TIA has rencrted
to the Commission that Oswald was observed in nid-wmcrninc ;
ir the office of the Soviet military attache in Yexico Citv.:
I*m not succesting that the statement is accurate.
But the reason that we are ccncerned about it is because in .
i
fact it avrears to suggest that this is what the Commissicn f
\ :
staff was toid. i
i
!
Do vou krow anything about that? i
Mr, Rocca. Wo. :
: i
Mr. Goldsmith. Well, is it nossible that the ‘
Commission staff was civen the information akout ™exico City,
tne Oswald contact. without being specifically +told about
the telenhonic surveillance operation?
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Mr. Reocca. I think not. I don't think so at al1.
i mean,; Mr. Slavson was given the actual text of that

earlier telegram. The irntercent, as I recall, was from the

Saturday -- Oswald hacd ccre cver and so forth.

So, this word, this is a mis-speaking acai

o]
|
|

"Ohserved” 1is the wronag word.

receorted by, to have been in the office.

. . . . . Y |
This is a concliusion from the interceot. No one car e
draw any conclusion further than that.
Mr. Golésmita. If we co and study this raracraph :
. b

carerully, it is aznarent that the infermation that thev sre

relying upon here is the information that came directly from ¢
tihe telephonic intercept. o

“r. Pocca. Which was rencdered in its entirety --

¥Mr, Colésmith. To the Commission staff? %
Mr. Rocca. ~-- tc the Cormission stafe®.

That's my best recollecticn.

Mr. Goldsmith. You can tell from the wav that the % %

author apprecaches this issue that he is talkino akout visual’ ;

cbservation. Here he is concerred,; in the rest of the naracra®i

19
he is concerned about the possipility that this agencv mav
nave pickec Oswalc un under photocrarchic surveillarce. 5
Ts it clear to wvou that ae is referrinc to visual

observation?
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Mr. Recca. I *hink what Yr., Slawson aes dcre, what
David has done, is just mixed up the eight man stuff and the
nhotocrarhs and the intercent cn the telethone, ané it came
out that wav Tt was simply a mistalke.

¥r. Goldsmitrh. Fine. I uncderstand vecur orinica as tosé
what he may nave cone.

But, is it clear *to veou, revertheless, that his
imgression was that Oswald head heen visualily observed?

*ir. Rocca. That's what he savs here.

Mr. Goldsmith. Qkav. ;

“ir. Pocca. To be observ would be tc ke visuallyg
ohbserved.

My, Goldsmith. Excuse me for a mcment.

(Pause) |

Mr. Goldsmith. ¥could vou like te breek for lunca d%
continue for a morent longer. We will be here effectively é
all cay, I think. ;

¥r. chca. I think we can contirnue for another hou%
ané eat later. :

a sensit

Ceommi

(Pause)

My. Gcldsmith., Was there

ive

telephonic

S8

|.J

-here

—_—lt

surveillance operation

is no oroblem
anv concern ahcut disclesing: .

to the Warren

was inevitablv, under the
ENTIRAL
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sources and methcds ceoncents that prevailed at the time. But

-
’

de

0

§

the rature cf the evidence nrecl: ' absolutelyv discuising it

in anv wav.

was verfectly clear tha+ thev undersicod tnat this was an
nterc=a2ot o a telenhcn=2, Cn a carera, and, morecver, thew
went cown ané actually sawv tihe installations-- this is my

cornclusion —-—- and reviewed them.

0f them for them. So, they zad to nave the exact knowledg?

of that aso=ct. j ] ;
Mir., Gecldsmitih. DPlease refer now te CIA nunbe; 177
(Pause) ¢

s

[}
(D
3
¢t
.

t+h
R
~N

Mr. Geldsmith., Yould wveu 1

b

for the record
wha+ thzt dccument is?
My Pocca. It is a telegram frem the Mexice City

ration which refers to an earlier telecram. It uses

n

cryctonynm, I guess for tne op seration that ﬂrcﬁf"ec
Mr. Coidsmith. LIENVOY.
Mir., Rocca. -- LITNVOY. 5

and, I think we've alresadv seen it.

I+ says that thev have mhotocranhic coverace which ¢

+3
]
~
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vy, Geoldsmith., Mo, vOl
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vr. Deocca. Tell, I assurme that XKostilkcov anc 3vedilov . §

Mr. Rocca. In the trarscrint, ves.

i

in earlier. I woulé have tc reproduce the materials

in orcderxr.
“lould you ii
r. Rocca. Is it 1mpc**art

My . Colcésmith. No, it's nct

Vir. Rocca. In cther worcs,

4r. Focca. You see. in that

for Belin, I had set them out  in

"Thick cable is the earlier on¢

Mr. Rocca. Tell, my impression is trat that thing :

Qsvwald''s contac

ay that this refers teo an

iD
(t
V3
IS}
s
)
o)
D
.Ll
3
n
s
D
~h
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B
~
W
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i

ke to --

. But veu Just raised ‘a
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so tha* we knew what came in at what date. Sc this is, then

—al

: the first cable reportinc what they nhad hesarc, n»resumably. ;
2 : ~ . s
Yy, Gcldésmitn. The date of this cable is -- -
) Mr. Recca. © Octoker.
T Iir. Goldsmitlh. 1343,
! Mr. Rocca. It is my imnression that thers were
i
-
!3 ea-lier zabhles. thait there was an earlier cable. 3ut I
T ¢ frem this documentation --
1
3 {
; My. CGoldsmith. And what was the substance of that
!
¢ "
" earlier cercle?
i Mr. Rocca -- I can't —-- that there was somecne down
i
.
T “ora who wanted to co toc Cuka. I can’t ~- without having
I: . . — . N 2 ¢
! the entire run of that traffic., I can't reprcduce it here. f
" ?
";3 I can't recroduce it withcut getting into more need for Lot
18 ! .
te Ot . . . . o2 :
' explanaticn. It simply utilizes time. . .,
i = - s F
12| o o
My, Goldsmrith. ¥Weli, Yr. Rocca —--
T
: Mr. Rocca. Imat's the ooint here? -
g . -k
f Mr. Geldsmitn. --it weuld become imnortant to :
\ .
i the ccrmittee if your memory is that there was an earlier )
v . - - . . - B .
! cable and we haven't seen it. It would become importart Pn
2y .
! to resolve that guesticn. o,
! So, o the bast of vour recollection, was there an :
as
o
4+ earlier cable?
¢ : E
'3 iy Bocca. I -- well, if this is the first cable,
. +his ig it.
f CANFIDENTIAL
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Mr. CGoldsmith. Well, this is the first that we were

“ informed of.
i ‘
4 . ) . . i
- i It is possible that there was an earlier cable that :
) )
T} you saw and that ve cién't, and that's mv cuestion. ;
- . Yas *there an earlier cabkle to vour xnowlecce?
. _ . i :
D Mr. Rocca. Probab>lv not, if this is tihe only one
A
'“ﬁ that you‘ve gct on the record. I can't conceive that therg
¢
i would be anv guestion of fuzzing up tre raccrd cn cabkles.
o vou see, it's a guestion of cgettinc the dates. :
it} one 27th to the 2né -- I'm sorry.
1 _ .
o iy, Goldsmith. That wes my first guest:ion.
a
< If Oswald contacted the Soviet Embassv
- ‘
'* 4 on 1 October, why would i+ have taken eicht cdavs fo
= 1 remorting that contact to be sent to headcguarters?
T2 . £
o (Pause)
i
13 ; : Tnssian -
J Mr. Rocca. An Anmerican male who sooke nroken mussian -
1 - :;
1 well, the answer to the
o
7} There is a lead tirme in the processin
"0 a lot of leads coming in that have to
el L . .
| selected, translatec, evaluatec, anc
a1 -
! disturbs me here is the time.
T Mr. Golésmith. %hat specifically about the time .
i disturbs vou? | .
3 Mr. Rocca. %Well, it seems to me toc late, that o
-- ' . . . e ‘_
Y communication becan earlier from Mexicc City. But I can't g
CATNFIDENTIAL
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crove it. I cdon't have these materials. And vet, I know '

153
n
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o]
La
M,

in this thing I 4id, I had every cne cf tnese tihin

~ the szme time I an ccasciocus

N

out frem heginninc tc ernd. And

cf the fact that here I am raisine a tiing that ccould caise P

emparrassment. I am obviously in the midlle hnere.
Mr. Geldsmith. Yes.

¥r. 2ccca. And unintentionally. Obviously no one§

Ao Ay

De you have the outgoinc cakle to the community,
the cate of the outcoing cakle? ' - J
M-, Goldsmith. The dissemiraticn cable.

Mr. Rocca. The dissemination cable.

Mr. Goldsmifh. VYes. I have trat for you to review.

“r. Rccca. You see,D’oLnSC£LSD Jhandled this. He

handled it by the book, as I see it. I think he did an

excellent job ir ZQoing it, 'so thet this would remcve the --.

Ar. Geldsmith. You askeé for the disseminaticn
cable. I am coing to skhow it to you now.

Tt is CIA dccurent number 2140.

+ is.

(R0

Here

Mr., Rocca. WWell. this must be the first one, thea.

#

L

n this, plus --

4
)
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n
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Mr. Golclsmith. 'ould you be more snmecific for the |
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record as to why vou think that the cable, that is, CIA number
177, must 1ave been the first one rerortinc an Oswald
contact?

r. Rocca. Because it uses icentical lancuage here
"American male.”

Mr. Goldasmith. But that doesn't mean that a cab--;
coulén’t rhave been sent ur eariisr reporting the contact
of Oswald with the embassy on 1 Cctober.

Mr. Rocca. %ell, responding to that, T can't say
that it doesn’t -- of course it doesn’t. 3ut I've nct seeq
it. That's the —cint. :

My impression was that there was a shcrter gapn herd

%
between the two. Eere is the ninth. I think this was
eighth, sent cn the eichth (indicating).

!ir. Goldsmith. This was sent cn the eighth, that's
correct.

Mr. Rocca. That'’s correct. So, that's narrowing it§

H o
A -

w R

#

This went out on tae tenth. This iS[SCEL$0] immediately

- ac

ting.
So, this ié the first cablie, yes.
The reascn that it has taken so long is essentiallyé
the reason that is associzted with the mechanies and the é
handling of mechanics.
“r. Goldsmitz. TFor example, would it ve take
some tim2 to translate the tape from Russian into English?
C2NPIDENTIAL
e ~emamtt TISCATINS JTMFANY, N
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Mr. Reocca. Vell, it would have to have been screenred.

It wourc have then tc have been reviewed ani snotted. Tt '
wroulG have had to have been prenared as a ccestion fcr the |

chief ¢f station, who reviewed all of these, zs T understand

So, that would take akout three cr fcur davs, five'’
cays maybe, denending cn the amount of traffic that is *nvdlve*
So, *his is ccrrect. 1It's this cdate (indicatinc)

that is really imvortant, not that one (indicatinc.)

That's when they rezlly started to work on it :
H
cown there.
Mr. Geldsmith. By this date, for the record, which!
’ i

Mr., Rocca. The severnth 0of Octoker

[
J
o
9]
M
™

I‘I‘J
ct
8]
&

Mr. Coldsmith. Ancd that is written in
the bottom cf CIA number 177, is that correct?
Mr. Rocca. That's right, ves.

Sc, that gives the ncint of reference to the Mexicag

. t > )

thinc. .
Mr. Goldsmith. Getting awav from CIA number 177 foé

a moment, rlease read CIA nurber 2z{27 throuch naracgragh oneé

ending on ~~ paracraria two, ending on CIA number 200°. i

(Discussion off the reccrd.)

“r. Goldsmith. Have vou had & chance to review that?

COMFIDENTTIATL ;
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-

Mr. Rocca. I've forgotten where was supnosed to ;

step.

3

Mr. Geldsmith. Paragra two con pnacge 2509. Read

o8}
Q

V]
"3
)

v
b

Mr. Goldsmith. %“ould vou icentify what CIA nunber

2007 1is?
Mr. Rocca. This was one of the -- this was., I cuess.
the grand-cdaddyv oiece that we sent over at tae very outset

cf the relationshir, which surmarized the informaticrn.

¥r. Goldédsmith. ¥hat's the date on that?

(

T e

Mr. Rocca. It’s the 3ist, Januarv.

Mr. Geldsmith., 1264,
Mr. Rocca. I think it was cTrepared bv me

55

oresurably. I've forgotten whe actually worked o
have been Mr. Hall, and I certainlv reviewed it. It
summarized the initial infcrrmation in some of the cables,
or in the cables. _ ;
Mr. Goldsrmith. Does this document make svecific ! %

reference tc any televhcnic intercept of an Oswald

conversation?

Tor examole, on page CIA numker 2008, it reports the

h]

Oswalé contact, but dces not give the nature of the contact,

does it?
CONPIDENTIATL
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T thinlz trhat this, acain,

Y an

vrrent scurces anc netncds cf tais acencyv in llexico and

nct to state what the reliable and nrcven source was.

CONZTIDENTIAL
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Rcceca. No.

o
mn
n
O

i
1

his cover note. “"The compriémise of thée material

and that it was considerz2?d to be therefcre

confused and thoucht that COswald had heen chserved at the --

.
he

had

A

s S

Tocca. He wrcte that in March or anril. This

in Jarnuary. Between Januarv and Anril thev had been ove:r

”
Mr,
-
micddla

- d -3 S . FS
Gaailly seen e 1ncercencs.

i~y s N e s . ..
Goldsmith. Mec. The trig to Yexico Titv was

[RD
o

Rocca. Yes, but they nad d»een over tc the Acencv.:

Geldsmith. ©Oh, thev nhad been to the Agencv ané
N

Rocca. Yes, ves,

Gelésmith. So, sometime after January 31 --

ﬁocca. They were actuvally shown.

Golédsmith., =-- theyv were told.

Pecca. I think they were told at the very time

as written, what we were talking about. PRPeliiabld

IDENTIAL

0O
@]
]
ry

ethinc that Mr. Hal-ms

“WNe 4 -
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Mr. Geoldsmith., So, is your testimonv then that
Cespite the fact that the docurent itszlf makes no reference
i
to a telenhonic intexcent, cralily this informztion was '

idea.

Mr. Golésmitlh. Dié veou cdo it nerso
Mr, RPocca. I'm sure that I referred

+alks with Slawson. but wnether it

I con't know. But it‘s reriectiv clear

this materisl had to‘be frem 2 verv sens
Mr. Goldsmith. _; would like

here. It indigé;és that in 3 October --
I'r. Rocca. I take your zoint.

Mr. Fine.

Golcésmith. Tor th

malking the point, which is tha

<

L

icates

.
ing

fu

with the Scviet

centact
Cctoker first,

not

tc »oi

e

timas arounéd

according to this, the

In

Fn

s
1LCTAV

S 3-
.Lac&-,

-3
oy
j$)]
t
(t
Ly
[N
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o
n
Q
9
s
3
e
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U
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-
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oy
O
o
(-?-
"
0
n
N
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was oOn gantarv or

ro

Cswald's contact was

5

(Y

-4

DS 5%

\Q
e

;.

to 1t in my own:

later,:
» the star:t that

scurce. :

Ciract
LrIecce .

ocut also an efrror “

-

mave to .

cn October ¢, ;
1 H
we know that it
,‘51
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on

9th of Cctober, CI2 headguarters was informed,

was 1intenced, rather than ¥exice City, and it 3ust didn'+
come out.
dr. Goidsmith. Fine. I wanted tc clear that un

for the

Mr. Rocca. I noted tha

Mr. Geldsmith. GCettino back

you hacd occasion to review, varacranh

a contact bhetween

to the crvot

ad At l

g
[Sre-ra

hble would know tha

(t
15
©
Q
ol}

Exactliy.

Ar. Goldsmith, In the

it.

read

Scviet Embassv twelve- sixteen hours, 1

two on 1 Octokber. Apparently ags 35, a
six feet. Recefing hairliire. BRalding t
sports shirt. Source, LIEMPTV, ©

Mr. That's the rhotocran

Recccea.
cresumably.

Mr., Goldsmith. Yes.

Do vou know why tiis cacle cont

CAONFPFIDENT

one, I believe, reports

LIENVOY,

was a televhonic

secondé paragrania

when I read it.

terriple gaps that come cut.

Oswald and the Scviet Embassy. I take it

the nerson receivinc

interceot.

it indicatese
American entering

o

aving twelve-twentv+

ains an incorrect

I2T

tc CIA number 177, =which:

g

i L2 .

P
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cescription cf Lee Harvey Oswald?
Mr. Rocca. It doesn’t, I would sav.
Mr., Goldsmith. Please clarify.

It Coesn’'t contain an incorrect description

g
0
o]
3
cr
fu
}J
]
n
o
0
Q
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Mr. Rocca. Ve,
a totally cifferent rerson.

Mr. Goldsrmith. Fine.

tHy

totally éis
in the £irst raracraniz: on Oswald?

Mr. Becca. I thirk zhat this, cof course, lieg in
wieole area of zeal, investicative zezl tbat involves simrely:

taking assets that vcu have and attemnting tc make matches

The guesticn is one that I woulé acdéress to, if he werz alite,

I would addéress to %Win Scott, because it was his, this was

his particular bias at the time, ard not onlv did he state it

here, but he remeated it in one of the later telecrams,
even aiter he had been teld the correct descrirztion.
Mr. Golcdsmith.
¥r. Rccca. in a later telegram.
Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou recall waen that was?
#as it ore-assassination?
Mr. Rocca. He didn't rereat the descrinticon. EHe
repreated the reference tc it, and then he sent the nhoto.

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay.

CONFPIDENTTIATL

erent person get linked to the informaticn containe

L ‘“’c
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Mr. Rocca. 2c¢, that -- correct that. I mean, ne

O,

i

nct remeat in a telegram, But he was given -- my recollection;
!

was that he was civen a correct descr intion in akout the mi df

of the month, thouch the Navyv never 2did resoond with

m
J,

Do veun know how thie incorrect descriztion, or the

cescriotion cf one rerson was tied in to 0Oswald? ;
dr. Recca. You see, this was simply the analvst's é—

this was simpely 7in Scott, the FRI senior official, runninec i

the case, and he was makinc a match, ané it was wrong. g

4
r. Goldsmith. ¥ell, Mr. Scctt wasn't the persor whqg

seliectec the nhotograph. Sormecne else presumably selected

ir. Recca. Clell, somecne shewed it to him., 2nd he

relt that there was enought cif a -- I jucge, this is totally

Zypothetical: I never discussed i1t with him, as far as I can

recall, nor dicé he ever write it up in a memorandur or

record -- but this was a mixing un of two totally unrelated

¥r. Rocca. A telephonic contact?

Mr. Rocca. Yhich had taken a numker of days to

nrocess.

hnotegr

G i RN WA

e
P

Mr. Geldsmith. Between Oswald and the Soviet Zmbassy.
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dr. Golasmith. Yes. That telephcnic contact nzles
nc reference to 0swalc goinc to the Scviet Exbassv. 2o, in
licht of trhe absernce cf any refersnce by 0swald thait he was
coinc to be at the EZmbassv that dav, why woula Scott orx anvone
else at the Mexico City station have selactec a thotocrath

of somecne who was at the Embtassv cn 1 Ocioier?
“r. Rocca. vou con't raise the guestiorn as

to why they were selecting 1 Cctcber for scanninc?

Mr. CGolcésmith. ¥ell, I nresume that thev --

b

Mr. Beocca. They're using 1 October as a baseline, dan

anvthing that came through that locked like an American was

a viakbie iez2d, he thousht cr would have thoucht. 2And this
was the only one, anc he jammed it.

1

Nir. Coldesmitih. Do you Inew for a fact that this wag

*ir. Rocca. As far as I kncw it is. The rest cf the

coverage shows no one else that was even an 2merican. They:

were all Latins.

Mr. Goldsmith. Have veou reviewed the coverage?

Mr. Rocca. Onlv what came out curing the ccurse of  ; .
the Rockefeller thing. There were a series of nhotocrarhs ° i

take in front of -- what -- the Cukan Exmbassy, was it, :

or the Cuban ané Scviet Embassies. 2Ané none cf them apnearga

-t

to be Americars. I think that was what he was usinc as his. %

raseline. There vere others that were Latins.

< O N

e j
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1
i But you can lcok at all the ohotos yourself.
< I thinl ycu have to nut vourself in his rosition,
1 . . e -
” trvinc to find any xindé cif --
T Mr. Golcdsmith. Excuse me, r. Rocca.
- .
a2 = (Pause)
I . .
- cii Mr. Rocca. You have to put voursell in zis ncositidn
= ! |
= 'f! anc¢ consider the problem of trvinc tc f£find anv lead, arnd
- i
= ° | that's what he Zic.
~ ,e
P ; jf « o . . .
it 1 I think, of course, it is unmercifullvy --
= Y
T ¥r. Golcdsmith. Pardon me?
= i
= 13 1 .
= Mr. Rocca. It has unmercifully complicated the case
. ") because it introcduced a whole new lead --
= i
- 1.
T Mr., Goldsmith. The =nossikility of someone --
= il
= Te i . - . 4
- ! X“r. Rocca. -- as far as I'm concerrned. This is my .,
£ 7+ reading of it.
= R
= S N . . - < 4. . . P
- | Mr. Geldsmith. For examzle, one lead that it intrcéuces’:
- ' is the possibility of scmeone elise impersonating Oswald. !
= 7 ¥Mr. Recca. ©Oh, I mean -- it's totally onen-ended,
= 7 ’
~ i tctally open~ended. It could be cuite the reverse. It
£ " 3
- - I - R . . . .
i coulé be just some ordinary person who was there on perscnal ;
a1 :
R el o . . s - . N . :
=i ¢ business. It's imTossible to discuss it rationally, it seems
e Lo
T 12 :
TN i to me. '
- - )
- i . M t
} Mr. Golésmith. Did the Acencyv ever learn the identity
= . . : :
i of the person who was cescribed 1in Ddaragrapn two?
i Mr. Rocca. XNot as far as I know. ot up to the time
! CoCTFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Goldsmith. “hen was the Warrern Commissior first .
|
ccla about tiis Ticture? ?
'r. Recca. I thlni they were tcid in the whola |
sran of time between Januaryv andé ‘arch, whzn thsy were
working on it. They actually came over and viewed therm
I think the first time they had, thev cot the
Mr. CGeldsmith., Isn't it true that the ¥Warren
#r. Focca -- titey cot a crovsed nhotocranh
was the thinc that had started it. It started down ir 5'
Dallas an7 worked 1ts wav up. f :
;
dr. Zoldsmith. Isn't it true that the ¥arren omm-s~1o“s
¢ic¢ not know about this phcteocrapi until Marguerite Os

Cormmission in

tc a photograprh that she Zacd keen shown

cepicted Jack Ruby, and that orior to th

Commission tad not been told about this
Mr. Rccca. Jell. they werz told

A

-~ daid

them

I cannct arswer that. I
other whether they ¢éid or not.

Mr. Goldsmith. VYas ther
anyone at the CIA to wait out the

-
=

of this shotocranh -- in other wo

c o

R

= D

can't sav ore way or

a 2desire onr the

Commis

no

>~
S

""J
ENTI

Fekruary anc mace

which she a

at time, the "arren
nhctocraph? :
about it when this 5 X

Was it omitted

sion
t tell

A

»
—

on the guestion

at

the Pt

=

narc 0=

Cocrmmission

Py
cile
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arvout

Mr., Rocca. As far as I know,
conscious desire.
My, Geldsmith.,  Then was the

the surveillance coeration: and not

scecificalilly told about the connecti
and the Oswald contact?
By that I mean when was the
told akout Oswald having contacted t
1 Octchber and this nhotograph mistax
Mr. Recca. They must have ¢
form when theyv read the cables.

Mr., Reccca.
soxe time aiter
My GCoidsmith.

to wnen they wo

as

Mr. Rocca. X

hY

coulén't be sure.

Mr. Golcésmith.
the cables?

Mr. Rccca. Nc.

I carn't say that

I have an

woulc have

1uld have heen

‘on't know. I

wel

that January memo.

SNnow

Were you the

I was,

imoression that taey were so

woulc

s .
thouch

BT Sy Sunmanadie

L ..

tell them about

there was no such

cn ptwee

“Yarren Carmission
he Scviet Embassy

enlv »ein

e they given the calkles?
ven to trew .
be a recerd at the Aceney .
n these specific cables?
but

hore so,

nerson that showed them |

T may have been.

imnortant that thev

o
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r of ceniecture at this

time. In cther words, it is possible,

Mr. Goldsmith. This is the pactograph that had
gotten into the hands of the Secret Service;shortly after
the assassination it was sent uo to Czllas from lexico City

The zhotocgrach
of the F2I office in Dallas as a ¢
feeling the afterncon trat the ass

that this

cable ‘*cr.‘LSC ELso'] as not being Osw
Cswald's thotograzh on 7V, he stil
that this cculd have had some rela

*here 1s no reason to believe that

rhctograriiic coverage. He had the
Attache -- the XNaval

think tha2 Bureau -- this was <cne

Bureau representative in Mexico Ci

transmissicn to the Bureau office

ccint that the photo was takzn by

Mrs. Oswald. They croored it in a
later on the picture was shown to
in a ¢ifferent £fasihion by the 3ur

the basis cf her objection,

started it.

ttache -- £lv it up to Dallas. Andé I

in part,

had gotten intc the harés
onsecuence of lr. Scott’g
assinration tcck v»lace

impeached alreacy;by
R}

wald,; and he had seen
1 sersisted in :eL;ev1nc
tionshiz. As far as I

. It simplv came up

Air Attache or the Maval

in ccordirnaticn

particular way, ané wkh =34
her, it had been cronped ;

)'109'

ir his '

.
i
1565
14
.,
17
L,
i
{:
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But my impression is that the Warren Commission
certainly inew about that chotograph befcre her testimorv --
, :
coing back to your cuestion. .

Mr. Golésmith. That is not consistent with the

Mr. Rocca. Tell, it may well be
Mr. Goldsmith. Let me show you CI2 npumder 2z12329.
Weculda vou olease reac that.
(Paucse)
¥r. Rocca. Is there an internal rmemcrandum?
Is there 2 memoranduar that went tc the #Warren Commissionr?
Mr. CGeldsmith. I'm sorry, lMr. Rocca.
Y. Recca. Is there a memeorancum that actuvalilvw wen?

mission on the basis o this? This undoubtedl

!

to the Warren Corn

this reflects conversation with regard to the handlirnc of

material which had gotten intc the hands of the Secret fervice
But the Secret Service is nct -- ‘ :'g

Mr. Goldsmith. The second paragranh refers to the
\
Oswald photocranhs.
Mr., Rocca. It refers %to the photograzh. It savs, =
"We -are going o pass the material in substance in respcnse® --

“or the items refer *o aborted leads.”

0]

Mr. Rocca. Now, for exarple,; the Lanoas six ﬁ“otoaia-“

v

which were nct of Oswaléd -- in other werds, these were nct .

CZNPIDENTIAL
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censilaered pertinent. i

Mr. Coldsmith. I understand. ]

It is fair accordino to some

CIA number .Was.;ra cesire on the

of the lancuace in
part of Agency cificials to wait cut the ¥arren Ccmnissicn

specifically with regar<d to showing the Commission these

nhotogranns? .

Mr. Rocca. Well, vou're using exactly the lancuage!
here that I used in this memc and which I simply had not f
recollected, which is on the recorc. Lo
:
T can't see that thesze nhotogranhs are what ‘hev ueda ™
tallking about un here.
"The levy of our naterial which had cotten into the

i of November” refe:réd
zrcbably to the whole peonle, these
rhotogranis.
t Ir. Goldsmith. Okay. #e'll get back to that
later on.
Mr. Rocca. . I can't decide or really ascertain at the

moment.

I think the point kehirné it was that they should agc
to the Secret Service and cet it, ask them for it.
Mr. Goldsmith. It appears that the Agency there acain
is ccncerned about revealing tc the "arren Cormission a
r .
sensitive source of method of oreraticn. i
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#r. Rocca. I can’'t see that in the seconcé 2aracraph,

whers it savs these are all thincs that have been given to

Mr. Geldsxmith., The fack that material mav have Deen
given to the VYarren Commission in substance

(a) f£irst of all that was cetermined by the

Harren Commiszscion: and secondly, if it was

fhu

and not verkatim, that reflects a cdesire, does it not, on

itive scurce or metéod

the rart cf the Acency to withheld sensi
of operation from the Yarren Commission? : Rk

Is tha* a fair statement?

Well, I think this was the general

¥r. Golésmith. So then, if there was informaticn éhatz
touched upon sensitive sources and methods, the Agency, in
fact, was veryv concerreld apgcut it. ‘?

Mr. Rocca. + was concernec acout it. but certainiy -

cerned that it woulé not either at that time c¢ive

Ip]
0
Q
0
0
Q
9

the substance cf the information or eventuallyv cive

to th:s CLestio

o
H
D
ot
=
3

»r. Goldsmith., ¥e wil
little while, a‘fter we obtain Mr. Rankin's letter which,
after you'‘ve seen it, I think you will realize that he was

concernesd abcu: the rhotograrhs in particular. Perhans

oL

CONFIDENTIAL



(ecz od) vosH 83ATYDaY TeUOT3EN ®y3 jo sburpioy ayy woxj paonpoiday

REFGETERS BUTLDING, VaZHDITon, Do, 20020 (202) §54-2345

A

s

inn 1T STRERC,

m ~ - tn -

~)

'S

P

~t

o

I
()]
0
o))
=

fu
0
ct
I
fu

certainly more thar one of them. They actually looked a: ik,
hese were the ones that showed the bacicrouné of the 7
gate, of the iron cate, ané sc forth. So there was, at that ! ?
stage anyway, certainlv no guestion of not showing him t.?le_i f :
actual cthcoctcaraphic evicdence so that he cculd sxanine for g
himself whether or not this man was Oswvald and determine :

whether or nect it was relevant tc the case

fact,

cr photcgrashs.

& trip over and he broucht somebedy with him., Thers was | g

=

the Ccmmission coming over, SiawsOn COming over ang

ir, Goldsmith, DO veu recall when he 4ié that?

it. But He

oh

Yir. Goldsmith. I think the record is clear that, in : .

the "Tarren Commission was allowed to view the

Hewever, the guestion that I am focusinc on

r tﬁe Commission staff was given access to this materizl,

n fact, if that material was macde cromptly availabie.

'(j

-~

Mr. Rccca. Is there any record as to when they

Phde @

an, that wculéd cive at least a time, a point

CONFIDENTIAL

erence. These small memoranda really reflect the kind =
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Mr. Golcésmith. e'll have to check intec that

I Lorn't have
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FRocca. A

Mr, Geoldsmith., Tould vou vlease real neow CIEX nuvher
{(Pause)
Mr, Goldésmith. 3Balfcore we discuss 2222, I would like
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Wwas5 a memorancum

this over.

lock

(Pause)

r. Rocca.

My, Golédsmith. TYhat i1s the dzte of the remcrancum?
¥r. Rocca. 23rd of July.
My, Geclésnmith. 19484,

[
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Mr. Rocca. This was at the point where the Commission
was 2reparing fcr their rempcrt, and it was & cuestion cf ;
i

wnat shculd ke incliuded and what should nrot xe.

7ithout & cuestion. I
statutcryv resporsibilitvy.

¥Mr. Goldsmith.
concern.
I want to be very clear about trat.
Agency was concerned akout

rot something that I am cuestioninc

You lock vuzzled. Are you?
.
Mr. Rocca. T will reserve. I will
soint.
Mr, Goldsmith. I am just trying to

the record that there was that concern.

v~

Mr. Rccca. Basically, I think ¥in

go cff for a minute --
¥r. Golédsmith. I prefer not to ¢o
CAMNMFPFIDEINTIA

sensitive sources 2

the valicdity

The fact that:

3
o

methods 1is

&

of.

reserve on this
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tallXx at lunch.

assassination of Presicent Xenneav.'’

Does that lancuac= sucgest o vou
Agency knew who the Indivicual inveived was?

Mr. Rocca. NO, ro.

wav with anv cperation cf Interest of anv X
Mr, Zolédsmith., Do yvou inow whether

cne visit to the Soviet Exbassv?

“r. Recca. T cannot answer that. I en't knew.
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'r. Reocca. This is our friend Henry.

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. Now, this is Mexico. This is [Tokn

:'SCELSO'I ] outcoing ~--

Mr. Goldsmitnh. %Would vou identifv what this ﬁblg
is?

Mr. Rocca. This is a response to Mexico's cablej
vhich we hacd already considered, inccrporatigg tha traces
thet had been develored on the basis of the available fiie
materials.

Mr, Goldsmith. ¥hat is the date of this :es*ons%?

¥r, Rocca. The 2leventh -- or the tenth of Cct oh
I'm sorry, I mis-snoke. It's the tenth.

“r, Zcldsmith. Before discussing this cable in .
further detail, at the time of Oswald‘s corntact with theé
Scviet Embassy in Octoker; €3 -- in other words, rrior
to the .assassination -- was any par+ticular significance
at+acheéd ‘to the fact of this contact?

Mr. RcccaT No. Not as far as I Xn

The ultimate of the siénificance could cnly have

been that ne was a defector who was about to recdefect, or:
intencded@ to, or was somehow or cther involved’in’ that.
I can't say that there was even that conclusiorn drawn
in the earlier material
Mr. Goldsmith. when the M¥exico City station first
C2 N FPIDENTTIAL
--------- bR LA N VY SN KN e
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gnificance attached
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learned of the

+c that in certicular?

iy, GSeolidsmIita. Tven thcuch & cakle wasz usel Lo

(b
b
F
Ly
]
3
m

cormunicate this information Lo hezcdcuarters, rath

N LTI S

éisvatch, for example?

4

Mr. Rocca. Oxa, I =hink vou wculd f£inc¢ many ctaer --

-t

I think you wenuld find examnies %o show Lhat this was 2 ;

headguarters of every American whom it icdentified as haviag

been in contact witin 2a Scviet or Cucan Imbassy? : v
. *

3ir. Rocca. Well, you used the word "routinelv.” ,5
I can't ansvwer on that. It did rotify headcuarterz with g
respect to Americans, as &ll stations do. I den’t knew, in
other words, what prompted Yin Scott in this instance. But i

it =ould ke a vart of the function of the staticn. i

Id

Mr. Goldsmith. To regort o

withh a foreisn embassy?

.
Mr., Pocca. VYes, to rerort that. aAns, it would be L

hy cable.

Mxr GOlaarlph. Ncow, I rote in the first paragraph .

of CIA number 172, waich you nave correctly Icerntifiec as £
the headcuarters response to the Mexico City station cabla, 7
- ¥

that there is a correct descrimtion c¢i Oswald, or & more

CoNT-TIDENTIEREL
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accurate description of Oswalé contained in that paracranh.
Ir. Rocca. Trhat is the coerrect description cf Oswald,:
as I kxnow 1it.

informaticn

@
fu

ere wou that

P
el

have

N

neen obtained? &
¥r. Rocca. I have no kncocwladce of that. “

Does that strike you as beingc difficuit?

No. it Goes not necessarilv

-~

ecause T asked the cuestion.

Ol
}..4
b
Hh
..J
Q
o
I_‘
t
(W]
[
0]
ot
o

&)
s}
[N
U’
[V
0
3

the file :
Hv ¥rs.
Goldésmith. So, you would haye obtained the
the 231

information from file?

ir. Roccsa.

She had the oricinal State

and this xin<

|-=

trne cefectors,

izt which named

really informaticn that you could probably have cotten over

a teiewhcre -- I den't know. They would be in a position to
say exactly where they cot it. I
cexs |
Mr. Golésmith. In fact, the first paragrarh referxs i
o - ; i
! é
tc Oswalé's 201 file and it is likely that she raceived *
. . . 11 £ . s o d -
+ha+ description from this file or from information contazned .
in this file. .
Mr. Rocca. Well, the file would have been fairly* Z
slim at that stage, though. You know, it would have been ¥

orening action. 1Indeec, it contained

CANTDIDINTIAL E
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+his,

actuallv omened

now.

Hr.

either on her

Ak

95
ke

“ Yot L L W LN h oA & e
error.

Soldsmith., "hich incredible erxcr are
. Jccca. Henry.

Goicdsmith. hy would the fil2 have been onenel
nare “Lee Henry Oswalid?”
. Recca. Tnis I have never heen ablie satisiactoril

Bettv hacd retired well tefcocre I goh into

I nocted 1t myself -- I hacn't at th=z tire

3elin. But tlere was zome causz for

not sure that I understa

i
o

thet there was some cause.

*
There was analytical errcr that causes

the

who

vart oI ceopvist

- L .
Celdsmith., ™Mis

Reccea. Vcu mean,; her action?

ghe

. Bccca. Tell, then, ske maase e erro But
cottern it from“the original source of infcrmation

State Derartment iist.
. Zolcésmith. Let's take a lcok at that lis% ridht
. Recca. Yhatever it is, I mean, this. oi course,
CO2ONTPTIDENTIOAT
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+hat accoréinc €
defectors thet

with the correct

information weul

warts
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that vou have to live with,

it is (straicht.) And thern, the thinc I
*
wencer why veou haven't seen that, beczusd
I fairly hoxlv ahcut. Acain, e

Tsich list

2 .- - P=g
2 out a number of

e inevitarle
short time. I rememder

*hem, with warts and ail,

evnlanation

to estab

smith. I wanted i1ish

was <

wnich

was civen to the Acency,

middle name, sc that

'—l

neible forz

2 not have been res»or

CNONFPIDENTIMAL

are vou refarrinc

for the

Oswald'’'s nane

+ha gource cof th
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iy, 2occa. VYes. %o, it is rnot ny impressicn that

h2 actual coenino, file conening was cone by her. fhe cculd

]
Vr., CGoldsmith. e’ll lock at that cccument later.

i
ir fronit of me s0 we will look at it very brieflv. It is

to have, to-+

=
3
0
0O
0
pil
n
O
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well, +hev have to live with it.

¥r. CGoldsmith. I should point out for your infor@ati

H

that Mrs. ter has reviewed +this document anrd she hast

Q)
0,
(1]
®
[

testified -- at least that is my recollecticn anyway -- that
"Yenrvy® was not written in by her, but by someone else. i

¥“r. Pocca. That. to me. makes sense. That is, 1t

.
en Mrs.

seems to me that in the process there is a gar betwe
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Edgerter and the actual opening, which is down somewvhere in
+he PI section, ané that this is an error a%t that level, which

then was never pickad up and correcteZ. It Just c¢ct done

ir., Hartman aboutiit, f

his sucgestion was that that's the wav it harrened, that it

E
was the oneninc. the actual formal oveninc was not dene Qv

¥Mrs. Edcerter, who was an-extremely careful analyst.

1 1

Mr. Coldsmith shy wouldn't she have written in the

micile name at the time that she ovened the file?

Mr . Goldsmith. Why wouldr't she have written it
in?
i

-l o

Mr. Peccca. You're going to have to ask the peopl?

in RI on this. There is an actual bcok that says how these

I8}

things haopen, and there could have Zeen a slinnage at that
noint in time.

Tn any case, I think her handwriting, which is this

hmandwriting, I would judce (indicating), is not thi

aa

handwriting (irndicating.)

This is printing, arnd it's not hers.

“r, Geolcdsmith. So, vou think that somecne wrote
TSNP IDENTIAL
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hat this was dcorne bv another rerscn who 2zde:

S¢. her testimony, in other vwoICs, 1§ TrXcCzapiv ILT
K <4 - 70 ERS N N
Mr. Goldsmita. Returninc te CIA number 172, which
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contains a& correct descriotion of Oswald and thes incorregd:
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'r, 2occa. Onlv in the sense that 1

(0
<
l_b.
-

+ha*+ he was consid

-l -

o recefection, which we later Zeterfmined

he was.

+ would -ave. It would have civen it meaninc.

}J.

Mr. Ceoldsmith. Tould veu refer to the last ~aracrarh

Y

Mr. Coldsmith. Does that reguest additicnel informatic

f suck infeormation Secomes availaskle?

’_l-

3
3
0
r

Mr. Gcldsmith. Hacd the Mexico City station
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+o the assassinaticon known of 2swald’s contacts with the

‘J— -.L. - . -‘- *
City stetion have communicated

My, Recca. It mav not have mreocassed It oy that &l
it was 2 éifferent gset cf materizls.

Mr. Geldsmitih., I urnderstand that.

Yir, Rocca. I urders+tard +the thrust ¢I -*hat vea

cetting at.

information as to whether they, in fact, knew. 3ut I'D
that if. in fact, thev knew and hacé nrocesszsd that informgticr
snould it have keen sent to headcuarters?

dr. Rocca. Indeed -- if it had been »rccessec.
) . . . 3
{ir. Rocca. My impressicn is that thav simcly went cack

other worés, *there was so much of

——-

\

thev hal or what thev recocnizeé. 3ut thev were certainly

’-J.
4]
o
n
H
0
¥
v]
n
(D
]
[
H
Qg
&
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e}
R4

n nc position to immediately correlate nuch :

had to be based on manual observaticn and translation and

Sa, I would nct holé them at fault in +his at alln

In other words, vcu cannot credit them with handling more

42
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My personal impression is that they creocessed
enc therefore the flow of informa+ion was nct as direct.

ascsassination?

Reecca. Prior +o the

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

I am asking vou

Mr. Rocca. I »nad
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hac been reverted.
Mr. Goldsmith. 2ut voun never asked anycne?
Mr. Rocca. No.
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

of this cable, I note that Thomas Karamissines is the

releasing officer.

“hat does the releasing officer

vhat functicn of the releasinc officer?

is the

Mr. Rocca. He was simnly substituting fcr
whose sicnature would have neen therée as rzlezcing offlcgr
cn this matter, as it has teen on others.

Mr., Goldsmitkh. “2v would somecne 25 hign up in t%e
crganization as Mr. XKaramiszines cr Mr. Yeirs be a releasi
officer tc a caple?

Yr. Rocca. I think tha;‘QbH aré ccming npow to the
whole matter of cefection and recefection.
to cet peop;e -- (no;) J.C. Kane actually, but a‘division
chief here now -- %tiis is no loncer a[SCEL}O] -- the whole

anéd what his former relationships ¢

]

matter of the American
i

This makes it é

n

the armed forces were are coming through.

matter of considerable concern. VYou have also pecrle in

CI concerrred. The matter as become a little bit more ¢
imcortant.
Mr. Geldsmith. Fine. ‘ &
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Xcuse me a minute.
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Mxr. Rocca. The releasing officer doesn’t

tc ke %nhie DDP or the ADDP. That's all I'm gettinc

Mr, PRocca. You see, it‘s guite clear. You
four cther auvthcrities involvecd.
Mr. Goidsmith. I‘m sorry, vou were just mak

point?
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to your cuesticn is imnlicit in ‘the content.
You have four other authorities invelved tha
outsicde of the 2gency. These are 211 other agerncies
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other woulcd be something. Under thcse circurstances vou would
want tc ¢c tc the boss.
Mr. Goldsmit.  Thy wouldld Secret Service have keep

i < e - f e - e s

Mr. Rocca. As a cdefectecr -- I con't Xxnow wazther
. : 3 12 - ~ [P - 4
ne 1S Cor not. This 13 -- v Goc, wh7r <12 I sav :his. .t

My, Goldsmixh,

& rmomenc.

Ir. Coldsmith Are 7cu zayinc that because thi

information -- : : 4

Mr. Pocca. Yes. Leoeking It over I cCan see vVery

definitely why r. Xane would want his supericr to know.
2fter all, he is the division chief ané nermally he would
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“hs DDP or his assistent tc know. It seems to nie that this :
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ig -- ncw the answer is still to wiy the releasino cfficer
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ard what are his functions. He has to te sufficiently high
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somatiinc harrens, cone of these cculd call him up and ask,

vy 2eldsmitih. Tould the fact that KaramiIssines

to be significant? ;
Mr. Rocca. Nt vwer se, Dput in an interdepartmental

sense it would be, and he would have to krnow.
Golésmith. Plezse refer to CIR number 2140,

seantifully
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My, Geldsmith., It's 2140. o
Mr. Rocca. That was the one I alreedy had. - i
Mr. 5Seoldsmitih. ©Oh, okav.

(Pause)

different copy of it, though, and’

v

¥r., Rocca. Tt is

has a margin note which I édon'%t understand.
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car. you identify this deccument?
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Rccca. That's what I'm probalxly remembering,
“hat is the date cof this cable?

r. Rocca. This is the tentn.

sy . Colésmith. This is the cable that was sent.

AN

first one.

- coldsmith. Now, this cable rercorts the coantact

Actober bv Lee Oswald. Do vou know why this cable

centzined an incorrect descrivtion cf Oswala?
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the cabie to Mexice City that cave the correct cescrintion

£ -1 —~ a— 1 - b ]
cf Qswelicld sent this cazle,
- D~ = RNiv+ o AYr~coe- Ao~y s - oM+ Y “4- 3
r. Igczca. 3Buht the correcte dZescrinticn went cut at a

Gifferent time., 2id it not?

Nr. Goldsmith. They went cut effectivelr sinultaneous
iv imnression is that thiere is a2 time:

cdifference which showec scme cdegree of avnoreciaticn.
Mr. Rocca. VYes, this incorgoorates that incorrect

Mr, Golésmith. This time s given in "zed” on CIX

¥r. Fccca. Vlell, we will have to find out wzhat the

Mr. Rocca. I essociate this with being a2 later

Cisseminaticn than this. It is very importan

inc bacl at it to know who dicd the

-

These were anmcnc tnh2 errcrs na

-

CONFIDENTIATL




T3en ayy jo sbutproy ayz woij poonpoiday

(€iz 2¥) wosH saayysay Teuo

»)

RO

v
= <
= -
o~
1
%] .
A
) ~
—
o~
= -
~ /
~
A 2
<= s
o~
.t 3
-
=
Rt
— R
-
= 1IN
-— .
=
s
>
- Vo
(4
- 19
c -
= ‘
e
=
-
— y <
= -
-
bl
=
o 14
>3
-
-
o -
el R
4
e
o= ‘e
— A
- -8
&
w1
— ' -
- -
= T
~
<
= “n
~ -
2
Bt e T
v
NS
NoL
Md 0
2! am
R~ud -
-y
-
.
-
I
-

nave to ke nmarkecd as such and I thinlk they were.

¥r. Rocca. Yes. v imrressicn is that it vwas Misgs
P - ~ Trom e i = - ~ -1 LR '_;'-
3ustes  -—- whom I cdon't Kacw, Sut the nare remenber rnow Hnat

vou menticn it -- put thev were obviously nct tracking.

——a iy

¥r, FTocca I +thinj that thev wrots these in *tctal

geocd faith on the kasis of wrhat thev had tefore then.
r. Goldsmitk. Even thoucihr one carle went hack :c

the Méxicc CTitwv station that gave a correct descrigtion

¥r. CGoidsmitih. Not if that, referrinc tc CIA numbkr

b
~1
LO
(V]

.

¥r. Rocca. VYes. If tkhat went later, then it means.

that somewhere in between +he twe nerceprticn. true nercestion

cevelored, anc that is my assumztion.

¥r, Goldsmith. VWe can easilv check the recori to

(&

r. Rocca. I nave never reallv cursued it. kut
recall tha:t this came up when I wen% throuch this exercise

for 3elin, ang it was as clear as =-- VOu xncw -— thers wer§
3ut thev are

errors made in the way these things were sent.

miner. Thev are mincr things, thougn.
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¥r. Rocca. I

In anv case, the two ladies can b

(Thereuron, at

recessed, to resume at

hich these cables were sent.
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“Way den't we take a bhreak for

'1:21 o’clock, p.m.,

2:15'o'clock, p.m.,

vou cannot

compared;

ccing
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because of thq
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("Mereupon, at 2:30 o'clock, ».m., the taking of the -

éiscussed the cuestion oI
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arren Commission the compiete InIormati

believe that
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tan oomeration of the Mexico City station.

rony was +*hat that information was made availadle

My . Rocca. The substance, as far as I vnow.
"as vour testimony also to the

effect that the Yarren Commissior specifically was tol

e televnhcre tap operation?

+ any time during thé
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when, to the best of vour

Vr. Rocca. In my opinion, it could

very lcng without Xr. Dulles naving tolé them himself as;a

meTher of the Commission. I don't kncw the exact date thet

nev were informed of the n
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Tt had to be vervy earlv pecause evervone uncderstqod

that this material was of a highly sensitive nature which

had to be prctected. It orinatec with a televhone tav.

alk with Siawson and your eyes woulc be

(%2

Ycu coulé just

ooé everything.
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So; whether it's in Januarv or March -- at a certain

stace certainly there was no cueztion 22cause Lheyv did the

4 - — - P - - —-1-< -y e ~ . e ~—- - - -
actual taps, and ther were asking them where erz iz cricinalsd
2 N = F= = - - T e ] oin H - .
ard stuff oI that xind. ~e had to exnlain whv thers were

Cone verkhally, 1n conversations.
But what Lhe exact date was I cannot ~in decwn.
Mr. Golésmith. “e saw, for examples, the SlawsconsTol

memc that vou examined this morning wihich succested that

T would like +n shoeow vou CIN number 2144,
Dlease ey anine this document.

(Pause)

Fh

the very early o2iecses.

- -

Mr. Rocca. This is cne c©

Mr. clésmith. Let me ask you the cuestion and vou

v, Docca. This is an outcoing cable in the 3P Floer o
=hace. At the time the Wéstern Hemisphere Divisicr was
resconsikle fcr the general ccerdination, outcoing materials.

CONFIDENTIA AL




(cLz od) w¥osy S3ATYyoay Teuotjen ay3y jo sbujpioy ayy woaj Paonpoldaﬁ

'I 300 1y STREET, SOV NEEFOPTERS BUATBIIRG, VAl iiineron, n, ¢, 2aurs (202) S<n-2148

dl

‘.-'
\
\v'.'l)-

A}

.
Pl
N

in

~

(&

-
L3

an

D

PR-E SR L -

L 4 [ 4
DE NTTI® AL

C C N X
I jucdge that it was prerared ;‘{r.ESC ELso j The
cdate of it is 2C Decembder, 1%¢€3. and ESCEJ;o] sicned it,
aclv by authoritv of lr. Heims, who was the DDFP,.

rresun

Jr. Goldsx»ith. hat's the
12637

Mx. Rocca. That's correct.

Mr, CGolésmith. Accerding to
incdicates that the Acgencv's zTresent
to Tarrsn Comnission is to elimizate manticn of talephone
tavs in crdar Lo zTrotect thelr continuing operaticns.
¥Will rely insteac
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GColi dcmlt“. So, this was not the orerating
the Warren Cormission was in full gear?
Rocca. As far as I'nm corncernecd, this -vas not.
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which was simply unrealistic;
fair to say that this documezt
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authcrized by law, but in the Acency’s internretation of how
it was authorized hv law?

Mr. Rocca.  As it was internreted in these fires.
I thinX n has changed, oroha-
result of tihis evizoce.

Mr., Colidsmith. Fins.

Did the CIX ever chiain a tane recerdinc o

Mr. Rocca. As far as I Xnow, there was no

ever nreservel.
It was erasec,; in other words. tihe telenicne tans. ;i
Mr. CGocldsmith. cuesticn is Fid the Acency everx

Now veu zanticirvated

the tine

At

existence a tane

Mr. Reccca. To the hest

YMr. Goldsmith, Then had
voice bheen cbtained?

Yr. Goldsmith., Gome tin

have reviewe?d

we

Z“r. Gelésmith., Between

Zir~t or sececond, rouchlys:

cencv have

of mv knowledcea, no.
the tage recnxéinc cf Cswéld
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ir. Pocca. Yes, ves.

AncG, it had been erased sometime
during tohe subseguent period, and before
cenegratec.

Mr. Goldésmith. Do vou knew why t
was erased?
“r. Rocca. This was by sztandard

In particular,

I'r. Gelcdsmith. David Phillins,
Mr, Pocca. -- David Phillipns. 7hen I

rarcers, let me add that the whole matter of the time lanse

did come u»® in my ciscussion with Phillips in +ryinc to

account- for why did it take until the seventh -- &id we discuss
this this merning? I recalled at lunch that this was a

reelf. And

I tealked with him in '75. I haed a

on noints relative to the
in the hardling of the tares, because he

Now whether he was in a vpositicn

of ais own knowledge or whether it was his be
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H N
: Jchn F. Xennedy in Dallas, Texas. November 22, 12£3, .
- .
“ I will nhave this marked as an exnibit. )
d H
: | :
1 The cocum=nt referred *o was rmarked Focca Exhikix :
i :
Y! nurber 2.) :
2] . ;
= - At s S s . . i
~ i Mr. Golcsmith., If T wanted to substitute a tettex 4
- ! %
:1 2 { v
T 4 coly of that at some later time, is there any nroblem in Z;
- ! 1
o~ il =
S T %
- 4. Coinc that? &
- ' ,&
Z 2 <1
= The Zevcorter. Ne:x that T kacw of, sc lonc as +they
- ;
I i are icentical. %
=i
= i Nr. Goldsmith. Okay. ;
S L :
s Turninc to Dage 4 of this cdeocument, I wcould lilke to
L ;
e " ! ask vcu to read tlie varagranh that starts at the bottom of
E’ ‘- l ' : 3
= [ l , X N ;bx‘.
= 1 made anc continues on to the next nage. ke
R
5 8 (Pause) :
S oz
= : Mr, Cclésmith. FEave you zed & chance to reac that
= ::‘ '
= | paracrani?
2o
o i Mr. Rocca. Uh-huh.
5 i3
£ ﬂ Mr. Coldsmith. That naragraph;, I telieve, rakes
L . _.
= B! _ A "“*Té
= v refarence to a tave recording that was »rov ¢ to tne TBI
=
o . - s :
1 Ly the CIZA arnd Mr. Hoover is incicatinc that some acents
i
-
’Tw - ! . . : LI b3
I>=> . of the FBI had reviewed that tare recording wihich, altl cuc&
o= .|
P A L . f!
’ \5 }l i* was onurctorted to contain a reccxdinc of Oswala's voice, 4
am , 5
1 =
l +the agents were of the opirnicn that it was not, in fact, ,
T4 H
e
! Oswalc.

Do vou knpow anyihing & hat tapre recorcinc?

o}
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cf various

leads, 1inaccurate, and refleciting at the meoneant -- 23rd

ovember -- 0o one nad soried ouvt anvihing., I think this

Sl

vy o . PR e . . - - s
o Llavses 0l 1t3 OWn welicChtT Onn Lre gasls oLl Tae eviecence.

ot to my Xnowledge cdir=ectly or indirectly. I nave
never neard of such, beczuze ihis was one cf the thincs that

I triec verv herd to ezteklish -- that is, was there any

corrus of evidence that could be associated Cirectly with %
- ") A -~ - =1 < - T .7 - - 3 -~ 1
Oswald in the coricinal things. I alwavs drew a blank. &
5
i
. s
tr. Goldsmith. What cid vou <o to try o estaklish <
:

this?
ifr. Fccca. Asking pecrnle anout it, whether 1t K

R S T

Mr, Goldsmith. Dié vou telk to Win Scott about tkat

in Mexico City?

”n
Q
(0]
ct
et
¥
c
2l
12l

Yr. Rocca. No, no. I never talked to "in

the meriod at all. Ee was down there. After all, I was not irj;

-zve no recollection cf havinc fone it

V)
'cs
(0]
n
|J
(t
’..l
0
81
t
0
fu
3
(o))
b

er on wher he visited. 3ut it may very well have come up  ®

(=N

8ut in anv event, in my covinion; this is simply a mixuc
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For the recercd, this is a cakle dated 23 Novexker; 18%

¥r. Geldsmith. Have vou had a chance to review tka

Yr. Rocca. Paracrarh three?

L T A= 5
Hr, Geldsmith. Mo, tvo.

~Mr, Focce. Yes.

It bears out what I was saving earlier. .
Mr. Geidsmith. The varacravh indicates in relevant
Dart that the station was unatle to comrmarz vcice, QOswald's

;cice, as the first tape had been erased prior to the receiint | ]

of tIhe second call. !
¥y guesticn is as follows. Is it reasonable to
from that thzt in fact, cn Moverter 23, 1503, one of the

was s5till in existence because the author of the cable doegn't..

say “station unable to compare voice as tares have keen

arased.” Rather, he indicates, “Urakle to comnare voice

as first tape hacd been erased prior tc receirt of second céll,“%

CONFIDEZENTTIAL




St -uss (Lue)

A

u

hetrh g

4

r the
-ta+t all o

cve
T

-

| F

come

"HOLON T

12,

..
~ S
Lol ot

rnoxw

ucec

o on

Reproduced from the holdings of the

have drawn
ur.éde

¢ cet
b~

e
[

<
nc
vou

~

1

wou

FIn
Rocce.

P
-

o ce
vou
Ar.,

o]

-
<
-

Jav.

occur

HE A RAITIR M| LLAOLLS L

National Archives HSCA (RG 213)

F4

(ﬂ




[Ty (XN

O~

s

]

~eanr A fLop
ean, cIceeX

211, 1it's been a while.

(202) Suu-2iays

20070y

C.

b,

~1

(3 7]

what thev remember, cut thaouce
racognize that i sh . nave.

cr
1

Ton,

.

.

(¥

TieN 8y3 jo sbuiproy ayy woxj paonpoiday

2ut pasically the vecrlie =ncaged at the time can answer, and

their statement is that these thincs were scratched, ware
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ne clairmed cn
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1 Cctoher, LIZNVEY *0 have visited”™ -- “staticn unrable to

comnars voical --—

Franxly, I think that tzis is acgain a verv -- oy
feelinc is that this Is again an examcle of the kind of loagse

language that Is written and that you see on cther rarts of

Mr. Rocca. This, while it Is vossikle that what you

that thev

—ee
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s review ncw CTIAR number 203, which

= - S \1 -~ P S P . o 3 2= - i
a caplz I[rem Mexzco it/ o tre cirector, also czted

[N
u

Z3 Novemher, 13353,

fjould vou ~lease read naracranh rurber Iour,

(Pause)

Mr. Peocca. Yes. !

Mr. Goicsmith. Now raracrarh numbder Zour iniicatés 'T
that the transcriber cf the conversations invelved stated .

+that Cswalé was identica

from tiie Cubkan Erbassv to the Scviet

on CIA number 205 that the transcriber made a vcice ccomrzarisong

My, Zocca. Q2ut of his heaf. .

#¥r. Rccca. And thev are cccd. I would have no ”uectl 4

B

that ;e is richt. But he didn't ~ake anv ceomrarison. I don't
kncw him. I con't %now his talent. 3But that would ke v '
statement operaticnallwv. ' ;
Mr. Goidsmith., Ncw, someone readinc this paragrapg
who dces not have knowledce of Acency onerating wrccedures.

or the manrer in which transcribers onerate or are trained

}. 1.
ct
:

2

nicht,. reading this in a straightforward manner, thi

a voice cecmparison had keen mace.

3
o
w
[
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Is that correct? Are vou snaking your head yes?

Wwe 1l co ahea< and let vou verify it.

Mr. Recca. If I answer yes, this is a rzurelv hyro-
thetical case.

+nhat cccur irn the re

—ad e

2s ircdicatinc intent ox know

the que#tic@_
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malkirg cf a cool transcriber,

comoarison h1as been made from reading maragrari numker Zowkr.

Do you have an explanation for this varacraph?
) e to hear it acai

T thirk vou cave one dut I would 1lik

w

Mr. Rocca. Ye

r
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mhe exnlanation is theat

furictior of a transcriker in reca

\

'eyeballing”, but this is “sarballinc’i what he hears.
Mr. Goldsmith. So, effectively, seven weeks after

- . - -~ P n »
Oswalé haé contacted the emtassy, the Cukan Embassy and t2e

Scviet Embassv, without having a chance to listen tc the ;ape

ané comnare voices, you are indicatin

. _ . e
could still have memorv of that and maks a valic comparisern
Mr. Reoccza. Yes, 2 X O: b
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.y T i enerazicns acainst the Scovist and Cubar
3 o
7T lir. PFocca. To =y knowledge,
~ B
< - 1
c | Mr. Geldsmith., Let'’s examine
= T Toulcd you viease r2af this mero i
~ ; - - C
R #
~ i {Pause) :
= 4 :
!
- 3 - . < . . ‘
= ' Mr. Coldsmitnh. Tor the recori, thls i1s 2 Tero
= 1 that was rassed “c MYMr. Panich of the F3I with infcrmaticn on
- i _
= iz : _ . : . . . .
- | th2 Thote ccverace of the 2mbassies in Vexico 7Titv. The 7enc i
l-:; - i . ;
S "4 ic dated Z7 YNovemmer. 1233, 13
= i
= 2 - . ) .. .. ; :
- ; Is it accurate tc sayv that accorcincg tco this merc,;
; . ; : -i
< i the ophotegrarhic coveracs during caviicht heours of the Cukan
= ! : 3
= q: ) _ _ . . : iy : ;
e j and Soviet IZImbassieg in Yexice Citv was continusous in i
"~ .- [ o
A | .
o nature? ;
= . o
£ : Mr. Roccz. YNo, it is rot accurate. d
= N N
~ ! Mr. Geldsmitn. hat is your interopretation cf the
s ,
1 memeo, Yr. Rocca? !
!
S < [ e ] : N 2 . R} T 7 R
BN A ‘r. Rocca. well, 1n the first nilece. I nave nc ' e
N ! - : i
: m
i comretence to judce this memo because I Zave had nc service
noll
[ . - . L
1 in Mexice ZTity and must therefore rely on wizt has been given
|
| to me in the course of exzerience cver the vears bv reorle
i who were.
] 4.
% CANPIDENTIAL
'
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Phillin *o0ld me tihat trs

\

it 1s or not. You see. . an
vou wnhat I cdo know.

r. Coldsmith I understand +that.

Yevertihaless, accoriing to your answer on the recerd

reccro

nocca. Cn the

Yr. Coicsmith I ¢ién't asrk
of what the memc savs. I onlv asked
memo tne coveracge was continuous iIn

IIr, Jocca. That's smmat the
ir, Zoldsmith. Tine.
I will 2iso indicate for th

“However, weatier ¢
nhotograrzhic
totel

tr. Reccz. ressaxc

that there were larce larvcses and very

the orarational situvations

secause of

M~ Ay
- e
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g g g oo\
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Mr., Goldesmith. *“hat was the reascn that vou disccvere

(b3
(%3
)
’J
o3
v
3]
o
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e
h]]
5

-£or. whv the photosurveillance unit Zid not ¢

‘ir. Recca. Because -- I think the cuasticn w

m
n
m.

Y o
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0
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4
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‘r. Docca. That the nachine was down.

My, Zoldsmith. TFor how many davs was the machin

Mr. Rccca. I carnot ancswer tihat. I+ vas Qo en

o
7

that mero

5
(D
Vi

Dc you recall =i

i~

- dhad

r. Rocca. I don‘:t know whether have a note on tae

Coldsmith. Dié vou retain a cony of the mero?.

h

not retain a cory ci the memo. I

P4

Bl

. 4
2id

i

Mr. 2occa.
Go not nave a Ccopv.
sr. Golcésmith. 50, the reascn that was.

CoNFPIDENTIAL
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given by Mr. Phillips or Mexico City station was +that, at

Xnowledce, the photo mechanisr was not

! Mr. Pecca. That's rigi%, ang that dcesn't assume |

t there micht not have besn some other reason fcr not

(t
¥

! na O
: cetcins Trne coverace.
!

i My Gollsmith. Now, Lf we were o reconstruct Cswalcd's

Kl
: Mr. Geldsmith. Tlell, we're goinc to get a held of tha
:

memc, I assure veu. The Acency. at this tirme, for some regsen:

has nct made it available to us.

But if we were to raccnstruct nis vizits, we would:

by

' cee that he made visits not only to the Soviet Emkassy, .but ;-

0,
ie
15
K

v
ur
=

'.-J
’—-l
[

“c the Cuban Exkassy as well. So, dic Mr. i LIP3 Or wnomever,

hoth cameras were

t

t

i

|

! _

| gave you the explanation indicate tkha

(

‘ “r. Rocca. I cannot recall that detail. PBut that, tco’

A
0
o
’_l
ol
Ly

e talier care of -- ané bear in mind that these were® 1

different implantments; these were different, and they hac.

different troblems in management. As I say. I am telling you

cnlv what I kxnow bv hearsay. The necple who were there are

M Goldsrmith. Did it
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7a1d was able to visit the Embassies a total of at leas:

Mr., R2ccca. No, nct one bit. Not cne hit.

~ave been in the field -- I was In the fieid 27
w
vears,- and anvene who trusts machines and machine coverage

Let me sayv ancther thing. Saturdaey coverace was not

unéertaken. So this was another thinc. ;
. ) . |
You see, there ar2 a number of things nere, therg are
a numner of substantive details +hat vou con't have.
2
Saturday, now I recall-- ang this was reccrced Ims ties
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must say +that I don't have the information I theug

I ¢ic.
Mr. Goldsmith. Dié the 2Zgency ever cecnsicfer it t¢ he
unusual £hat Oswald wzs able to gain admittance te the Cuga

Embassy on 2 Saturdav waen the emtassy was closed?

“r. Roecca. YNo. 3l vou had to <o was nress a putton

3

there was a cuard, ané he let wou im. 3ut inasmuch ag it

an

waz a closeé day, coverace was not extencdecd tc that per;og

3

ic

[
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[o]]

at that =ime. The: afterward. 2s I recall, that wes
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guestion.

#“r, Pocca.

in coverace are absolutely a kuil

. the business.

Vir., GCoicd
station criticized?
Mir. Recca.
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Again,

o
Goldésmith,

No.
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:ir. Rocca. Z am.

This iz & crystonvm for a Zuban defecter, who is

Jarren Ccocmmissieon ov tihe staff, or

My, Geldéswmith. Did vou ever meetr with AMMUIAD

Mr., RPccca. o, no.

Mr. Golésmith. Is it fair to say that AMMUG nrovided
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2occa "hare ha was. I mean, 22 vwas nct in

I think he was scoTewhers =2lse.
Yegs, The answer to vOour Guesticn 1s ves. He wast a

Mr . Coldsmitlh. ¥e'll show vou scme docurents t:at§
will refresn vour menorv or. nim in a mement. ‘

2'r. RFocca. This is, acain, 2 paxrt that I am not
really exDert con in any wav., 3ut I anm periectly wiilling io

¥e. Geldsmith. Did ¥r. Telms or Yr. Ancletcn ever
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lir. Rocca. Nct as far zs
they disclosed h1im te the Warren Commission. .

Mr. Goldsmith. Was the Warren Commission told abgut

AMMUG being a DGI employee?

Mr. Rocca. That's my impression. I may be totally “ﬁ

wrong about this.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou recall what information, if:
any, AMMUG provided to the CIA in reference to the Kennedy

assassination?

Mr. Rocca. As I said, I think he provided the
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first inside information on the DGI's aspect of the Rezidentur.

in Mexico City; But precisely what he said with respect to
‘who was where in Mexico City at the time I cannot say at
this moment because I cdon't have it in my memory.

Just a second, now. Let me try to work it out.

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, for vour sake and the
vurpose of refreshing your memory somewhat, I wculd like io
show you some CIA documents pertaining to AMMUG which, I ?hini
after they are reviewed, you mav have a socmewhat better é

recollection of this particular individual. %

I am going to give you CIA number 1879 and would like i
to ask vou to skim that through CIA 1892 -- no, CIA 1294.

That would prdbably take vou ten minutes or so.

(Pause)
Mr. Rocca. Well, I haven't read it in detail, but
certainly I recall this. The case officer was [ J and «'

we did provicde the questions that he was able to elaboratq.

2

T treymeew

What can we talk about?

Mr. Goldsmith. vlas there another case officer who .
debriefed AMMUG?

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, no. I mean, E
was the individual who was in charge.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you krow whether a CIA case

officer, whose last name was Langash or Langosh ever debriefe

AMMUG?
cCcCoNPIDENTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. No. "Langash" -- I remember no such nameﬁ
3

Mr. Goldsmith. According to a memo dated 5 May, l964g

4

A

+

CIA number 1879, the first paragraph indicates that prior;

to October, 1963, Oswald visited the Cuban Embassv in Mexico
, i s

City on two or three occasions. Before, during, and aftey
these visits, Oswald was in contact with DGI, specifically
with Luisa Calderon, Manuel (Dega) Perez, and Rogelio
Rodriguez Lopez.

Mr. Rocca. Who was the chief.

Mr. Goldsmith. Rodriguez was the chief?

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that he was the chief.

That's why AMMUG gave us the first real information on the

orcanization of this Rezidentura.
;

Mr. Goldsmith. What followup was done on Oswald'§

.

apparent contact with DGI?

Mr. Rocca. Well, there was no followup, quite
apart from just this information. I mean, these are the

people -- there was nothing to be done. Luisa Calderon

\ 5

was one of the people that we had gotten a telephone tap an.

She is one of the persons who made a very bpeculiar comment

4

in the course of it, as I recall. These other people are $i

i

on the spot. It is not possible to get any additional
information if the station doesn't develop the assets.

Mr. Goldsmith. Did AMMUG give any information as .to

e

whether Silvia Duran was a DGI employee or agent?

cCn~A~MP?PIDENTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. I do not know, unless it's stated here.
She was the receptionist, serving a mixed bag, there, of
people.

1

So I don't kxnow that.

Mr. Gecldsmith. Do you kxnow whether Luisa Calderch
was a DGI agent?

Mr. Rocca. No, not except for this, which savs
that she is.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was this information all given to?the‘

Warren Commission?

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know ~-- all of the AaMMUG
information was given.
Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou know whether

ever emploved in any caracity by the CIA?

Mr. Rocca. No. I cdo not know that.

Mr., Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 1392 add
1893, starting with this paracgraoh (indicating). Just |
read this paragraph through to here (indicating.)

(Pause)

I have no comment on this.

Mr. Rocca.

As far as I know, there were no traces that sustain
this allegation.
Mr.

document is that Calderon was or may have been connected

to the CIA.

Goldsmith. For the record, the allegation in that:;

1]

e

L

sows m miite s
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Is that correct?
When I say "is that correct," I'm saying is that

what the allegation is.

Mr. Rocca. Yes, that is the allegation. But this

involves almost three levels of hearsay
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.
I don't want vou to infer anything as tc the comméttel}
view on this particular issue.

Mr. Rocca. I'm not going to underwrite that at all.

I just don't believe it.

Mr. Coldsmith. We're not asking you to underwrite it..
. t

We're simply asking you whether you have any information that

would either rebut or verify that allegation. ui

Mr. Rocca. I understand that. Ultimately the qu@stid%

reallv ought to go to the people in WH division, Mexico—Cdban,;

who have the records and are in a position to verifyv this.:

4

They forwarded no information bearing on such a thing. I i

assume, therefore, that the thing is not so. i

Mr. Goldsmith. When you read this memo at the time tha

you were working on this issue for the Rockefeller Commission; <

were you concerned by the allegation that Calderon was a

CIA agent? ? ;

Mr. Rocca. No, no, no. It didn't come to my mind

at that time. I don't remember where in that memo I gave it

any attention, either.
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Mr. Goldasmith. Apart now from that allegation which

I understand to be hearsay --

Rocca. Well, Piniero, the head of the CIa, a&id

the chief of the

He

Rocca. Yes. I

know, this is -- we are

here. If there is no factual suppor:t for this, then

shouldn't tarry and try to give it evidential or factual

significance.

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, no ore is attempting. to

attach evidential significance to these documents. The

purpose of this session is to address gquestions to you that

- . . - 3 &
us shed light on the cdocuments. I deon't want vou 4

would help

*
to think that we infer from the documents that everything . é
contained in the documents is accurate. _ é

In fact, that's the reason we are going over the

The record does not speal:r for itself.

\

documents.

Mr. As I said, I éon't want :.

Rocca. That's very good.

get into a position of hostilitv here, because that is not

to
my purpose.
On the other hand, as you stated vourself, certainf h

of these paracraphs read in completely legalistic fashion

by individuals who really have not been exposed to the

operational vicissitudes -- let's put it that way -- will grawf;

CONDTIDENTIAL
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conclusions that simply aren't correct.

Mr. Goldsmith. The resason that I am deposing you

rt
O
Dl
s
<
fu

lar:ify questions that are raised by the record. That

(ad
O
(@]

th

perhaps gets tack to one of the first points that was made

earlier in the deposition, where you made reference to the

I
M
0O
O
A
[}
fu
3
o}
b4
fy

indicated that the record neeés to be examinéd
and we can't rely exclusivelv upon it.

Mr. Rocca. She's a mysterioué character anyway.
As far as I know, that has never been clarified. There are
subsequent reports about her, as I recall, travelling
around and being set up by the DGI. So, you can just Keen

that in the back of your head. You are goincg to have a

continual problem with her.

Mr. Goldsmith. These memos also mention that as well

Mr. Rocca. There is a whole stage of rececding

mirrors that you can't really ever get to the vottcm of, witho®

ever cetting her intd thie kind of procéeedinc, settling do§n
and guestioning her.

Mr. Goldsmith. lcw, CIA number 1903 is5 a rmemo
dated 5 May, 1974, which basicallv consists of the results‘
of the debriéfing of AMMUG. It lists a series of questions
that were presented to AMMUG and the answers to it.

I show you that only for reference purposes now.

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that these questions:

CONTIDENTIAL
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were very carefully thought out by members of the staff,
members of my group, and that we made the thing fully availab]
to the Warren Commission, which is really the thing that
concerned me more than anvthing else.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Please listen to the question that I have for yoﬁ

now.
I just showed you a document that was dated May 5, 1if

On May 6, 1964, according to document number 1828, some M
followup questions were presented for the purpose of having
them be addressed to AMMUG. So, we have a second set of? %
:

guestions.

Now, the memo dated 8 Mav, 1964, which is CIA nu@ber f

1891, was prepared by case officer[. -] Th;at

is the one I would like you to examine now in a bit more-@eta%
" f‘f

It appears that what Mr.[: ]did, unlike hisj%arig

ik
e

E4

. L.
report where he specifically mentioned or listed the question?
that was addressed and gave AMMUG's response, here he simply

summarized the briefing session.

I am wondering if you noticed that when you examihed

this document for the first time?

Furthermore, why did Mr.[_ ] depart from the

earlier procedure?

Mr. Rocca. Well, it gave us relevant information,

I think that is what probably what we were primarily concgrneg;

ES
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; {: jto address to AMMUG?
Mr. Rocca. Here again, it would be a question of in
consulting with Mr. Dooley or Mr. Pratt-- I think that Mr.: i;

e A |
CONFIDENTTIRL 153

with.
Frankly, I would not have held to this format.

This is the format you were referring to in the earlier questi

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. _ >

Mr. Rocca. The sixth of Mayv.

Coming back on the eighth, he is giving us the re%ul&[

|

really in capsule, I would judge, rather than setting them

down, and that would anticipate that this thing would sim@ly

3

et o

be written up more formally somewhere.
Is there such a sort of wrap-up report where the
things are?

Mr. Golcdsmith. No.

S N e

e

Mr. Rocca. Well, this may be all he did, then, on

S

the thing.

o TRIAARS ¢

i

Mr. Goldsmith. So, you don't have an explanation,;

-
e g N

then, on the departure from the form that was given to Mr.|

Pratt had joined us by this time -- to find out exactly

what had transpired between them and [ J -- one or theg

other or both -- to determine whether there was any kind og -

Mr. Goldsmith. What was[. J vosition at that

time?

CONFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. Ile was the case officer for AMMUG.
Mr. Goldsmith. He was simply a case officer?
Mr. Rocca. VYes. He was handling him. Presumably

he was very keen, as the memo reflects, on keeping the man

safe and out of the public eve.

Mr. Goldsmith. Were you satisfied with the complétenfs

TN

of t )= report?

A

& 4

;U

Mr. Rocca. I certainly didn't raise anything at ghe

time. It seemed to me to tell us a lot of new informatiod t hat

i
¥

bore directly on the guestion on the Cuban side of it forfthe é
first time, which, you remember, as I said this morning, @as
a part of the whole situation there, from the CI point ofz

view, that I know least about. The XGB Rezidentura was cL?a:ég

but what we really didn't understand was the Cuban setubp.

For the first time we were beginning to get infcrmation.

about it. He had heard it from people.
Mr. Goldsmith. When vou say "this man", you are
referring to AMMUG?

Mr. Rocca. AMMUG.

4
In other words, he is not a Golitzin or a Deriabini

or that kind; that is, who can tell you directly.

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, would you indicate:
who Golitzin and Deriabin were? : -

Mr. Rocca. These were Soviet defectors who had come ot?

STOARTINDS ITMFEANY. INC.
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Deriabin is a Soviet defector who defected in Vienna
in 1253-1954, and Mr. Golitzin defected in 1961. They are
KGB officers. |

Mr. Goldsmith. Was all of the information contained
in the AMMUGC memos prepared bv Mr. L .Jgiven to the

Warren Commission?

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, it was.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know in what form --

Mr. Rocca. That's what I don't know at the preseit
moment.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was it given in memorandum form oi inég
briefing form? |

Mr. Rocca. I would judge that it should have beeﬁ —

I have actually -- I have almost the conviction or feeling

A

that we promoted a meeting between members of the staff of the%

Warren Commission and the case officer. In other words, they |

£

tr,

were allowed to confabulate. They were encouraged to.
Mr. Goldsmith. So, you think there was a conferempe 5
between the case officer and -- |
Mr. Rocca.u And the Warren Commission staff.
Mr. Goldsmith. Which staff members were involved?
Mr. Rocca. That I couldn't say.
Mr. Goldsmith. Certainly there would have to be ai

record of that meeting at the Agecy.

Mr. Rocca. There would have to be a record at the

CONFIDENTI:ZL s
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Warren Commission, too, if it happened. Now I am not saying

that it dic happen. I have the impression, however, that

there was certzinly no intent to deny the Commission full
access to the information.
Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the Warren Commiss§

was given the information that 2MMUG provided with referernce
to Lulisa Calceron?
Mr. RPocca. I'm almost certain thev had to have it

because there was an intercept on it, and this bound cown one

. . . q %
aspect of the intercept, which was a very peculiar phrase that4

she used -- "He cot what he deservec" -- or somethinc like
that.

Mr. Goldsmith. We will get to that intercent
momentarily.

Mr. Rocca. So, I must say that this Calderon thing
must have gone to them.

Is there not a memo by Mr. Dooley there which savs.
that the information went to the Warren Commission?

Mr. Goldsmith. I am going to show you now what thé
Agencyv has indicated to us was macde available to the Warred
Commission.

In résponse to vour question, there is no particul@r

memo from Mr. Dooley indicatinag what went to the Warren

Commission.
I would like you to examine CIA number 192¢ through

CONPZ?IDENTTIA AL
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CI2A number 1933.

This is a document that was made available to Mr. i
Rankin on Mayvy 15, 1964 in reference to the information that i
hacd been vrovided to the Acency bhv AMMUG,

I wculd like you to review the document and then

specifically to review the actual information that was

made available to the Warren Commission.

T BRIy

Mr. Rocca. Do you mean that Mr. Rankin is not a memb

of the Warren Commission?

ek @4 x
Taaks 5w g sl

Mr. Goldsmith. I didn't mean to. differentiate betweer#

| 5

i

Mr. Rankin anc the Warren Ccmmission. i
;

Basically, what I was saying is that the cdocument :

i

&

s

number 1929-1930 is the memorandum, the transmittal memorapdum:

b

that indicates what information is going to be provided, apd

ot
% a’:’m’q at

i

source of the information. And then, what yvou'll see in pégesgl

e

CIA number 1932 and 19233 is the actual information that was
made available. ‘ i
{Pause) . .

\

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review

those materials?
Mr. Rocca. Uh-huh.
Mr. Goldsmith. Do those materials make any referedce e

to Luisa Calderon?

Mr. Rocca. I see it -- and I say that they do not.

Mr. Goldsmith. Nocw, AMMUG provided information on --
' CONFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. I don't see it -- here, anyway.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, AMMUG provided information oh
Manuel (Vega) Perez and Rogelio Rodricuez Lopez and Luisa
Calceron and the memo that vou're studving now refers onlf
to (Vega) Perez and Rodriguez Lovez.

Is that correct?

Mxr. Rocca. 2né Duran.

Mr. Goldsmith. Ané Duran, ves. But there is no
reference to Luisa Calderon, is that correct?

Mr. Rocca. There is none.

But, as I say, I cannot explain -- Mr. Hall, who %id
this, certainly did not include that on it. But I cannoté
accept that that material did not cet to the Commission
somehow in scme way.

Mr. Goldsmith. Let me review another document

with vyou.

" Mr. Rocca. That is, my impression is that Mr. Dooley

passed all of the information to them.

2

There certainly would have been no reason to omit

her.

Mr. Coldsmith. I would ask you at this point to re@iew‘f
CIA number 1207, which is a brief for oresentation to the
President's Commission on the Assassination of President .

Kennedy dated May 14, 1964.

I would like to ask you to review specifically CIA

Al > -
CZ N EPFPIDENDTI NI
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number 1927 and indicate to me whether there is any reference
to Calcderon specifically or any of the other DGI individuals.
(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. There are no svecifics werked cut.

is simply the generalization that a source is rteing debri?fe

and the Commission staff is in the course of being briefes

on it.
Mr. Goldsmith. Who actually gave this briefing?
Mr. Rocca. I have no icea.
Mr. Goldsmith. Would that have been Mr. Helms orl
Mr, McCone?

Mr. Rocca. I judge Mr. Helms, but I can't be ceréainf;

I would rather imagine Mr. Helms.

Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 19906.

(Pause)

Mr. Golcdsmith. My question pertains to this documer

right now. Let's identify it first.
‘Would you identify for the record what this 1is?

Mr. Rocca. It's an internal memorandum from Mr.

Angleton to me indicating that the DDP, Mr. Helms, has bea@

scheduled to go before the Commission and he wants a shorﬁ,
but comprehensive, memorandum which highlights the basic : o

issues or positions entered into by the Agency and its deahing@,

7

with the Commissions.

In other words, that's presumakly what came out oﬁéithg

e
N e

4,
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Mr. Goldsmith. Now, this is dated 12 May, 1964,

is that correct?
Mr. ROCca. That 1s correct.

iIr. Goldsmith. The memo for vou from MMr. Angleton

is dated 12 May, 19€4d.

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

Mr. Goldsmith. Is it fair to say from the text of tha

memo that the Acencv was extremely concerned about the

sensitive source, AMMUG? In other words, here was an exa&ple'7
of the Adency being concerned abcut a sensitive souxce?

Mr. Rocca. Well, there is alwayvs this sensitivity.

i

Mr. Coldsmith. I'm askincg you to look only at CIA 190

Mr. Rocca. But vou've alreacdy shﬁwn me the brief{

That's what I was looking at. j

Mr. Golcésmith. Okay. You'é like to look througﬁ

.

the brief acgain?

' Mr. Rocca. NO.

I was onlv going to point out that the very first
paragraph of the brief refers to the sensitive souzce, which {
v

is AMMUG -- somewhere along here -- it's one of the tabs,

Tab E, I guess. §
So, there was within the limits of the prescription 5
comprehensive and at the same time extensive information, j A

Mexican and Cuban phases. In other words, is the point that -

we werern't mentioning it -- because we did mention 1t?

COHONdFPIDZEZNTIAL J



(ciz o¥) wosH saajysay Teuotien ay3 jo sbutploy ayj uoaj padnpoidad

2
-
-
.
-
w
- -
= S
- -
-~
=
) .
=] -]
-
~ .
-
<
< 7
~—
s s
P
- <
-
(a0
. -
15 Y
-
=
- *m
- e
=
=
= L ]
—_ :
-]
2!
- -
-
=
- -
- 19
-
= .
-
-
=
- $
-~ -
-
= .
[~
-
-
5] by
-
d
o
bt -
- *a
= s
bR
- -
- -
;- .
o~
=
=3 -
- 20
-
- <
T
SN "’-\.'
hd
by
=2 ==
. -
[ \

CONFIDENTI AL 160

Mr. Goldsmith. There are a variety of points and I
really am nct able to indicate to you right now what all the

points are, Mr. Rocca. :

My concern here with document number 1906 simply is
whether the Agency was concerned about the sensitivity of;
AMMUG and therefore wanted to protect him as a sensitive

source.

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that it wasn't anyfgre;i

than anything else that was coming along. g
Py

s i

Mr. Goldsmith. The AMMUG defection was no dreateg P

i

than anything else that was coming along? .g

Mr. Rocca. Than any of the other technigues, souﬁces{é}

and methods that we had been concerned with.

In other words, I'm trying to -- you were asking me

e

whether this qualitatively was of greater significance than
anything else that we were engaged in protecting, and I can't i~
remember that it was. v‘ o

Mr.[ .]considered it as very important from the

standpoint of his own security and the sscurity of his age@t..,

about AMMUG."

Mr. Goldsmith. What did Mr. Angleton have in mind: é§
when he said the following to you in the memo: "I informeﬁ £
him" -- that is, Mr. Helms -- "that in your view'this would

raise a number of new factors with the Commission; that it

CONFPFIDENTIZIZIGRL.
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should not go to the Commission prior to the Director's
appearance unless we have first had some preliminarv reaction °

or made sure that the Director is fully aware cf its implicatig

%

since it could well serve as the basis fcr detailed cuesticn:

Mr. Rocca. (Necs negativelv)

-

I haven't the faintest notion at this time of what o

was involved 1in that.

ct
@]
0
[0}
®
f,
c
3
W
.
’-J
rt
R
L2

Mr. Goldsmith. You'll have

Rocca.

1,

Mr. Rocca. I mean, it doesn't brinc tc nmin

¢

' a pa#—
ticular series of consicderations unless they woulé relate
directly to the handling cf the individual, who he was, whﬁt
position he had, and all the rest -- in éther worcds, invol&e
the actual surfacing of the source.

Mr. Goldsmith. According to this memo, it also

A

indicates that the DDP; Mr. Helms, stated that he would re?iewi_
this cgrefully and make a decision as to the guestion: of timinéé

Was the Agency concerned about the guestion of timing:)
in terms of when material would be made available to the

Warren Commission?

Mr. Rocca. I think it refers to timing with respect
to this particular matter, in view of the fact that AMMUSG
had just come out. ; o

Overall I would say that they were not concerned with

the question of timing. ;

CONFPIDEINTIASL %
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Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 1250 throuch
1954. This is an excerpt from a memo that was prepared by

you on 23 May 1975 in response to the letter of Poril 13,

1875, from Mr. Relin.

{(Pause)

Mr. Goldsmith. Have vou had occasion to review those

races now, Mr. Rocca?
Hr. Rocca. VYes.

This is the memo I wrote for Mr. Belin.

Mr. Goldsmith. For purposes of clarification, were
there any other memos that vou prepared for the Rockefeller

Commission?

I believe, for example, you indicated earlier that

H

you --

s S e SR A L,

Mr. Rocca. Yes, there was another memo. There were .

Pt
S

A

two memos that I prepared.

Mr. Goldsmith. Then there is one other one. i

v ahpEae

Mr. Rocca. There is another one, and it had a

\ S

- e
o

total documentary appendix waich won't: tell you anything

Ll i TR

you don't know. But it simply sets it out in what I ccns@derk

o

any sense about an?thi

to be the necessary way to try to make

This is not that memo.
Now it's very clear here that I have evolved in ny B
views with respect to the importance of Calderon.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you tell us for the record

CONFIDENTI AL
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what the subject matter of CIA number 1950 to 1954 is?
In other words, you've just reviewed several pages.

They've pertained to Luisa Calderon.

What 1s the nature of the relevance of Luisa Calideron

to this case?

Mr. Rocca. The relevance is that 1if she is a DGi
agent, tnen the intercept becomes important. But this w?s
not something that I recognized in 1963. I recognized ité ;
in 1975, because at that time I read the whole case.

Mr. Goldsmith. For purposes of clarification, wﬁat

is the substance of the telephone intercept that vou are!

referring to?

Lt

What does Luisa Calderon say?

Doees

Mr. Rocca. She doesn't say a thing. That's why ‘it

is totally nuance, and I would never go public on a mattdr i
of this kind.
Mr. Goldsmith. What is the nuance to which you aie

referring?

. . . . i
Mr. Rocca. The nuance is that she is -- she phrases

what possibly had happened to Kennedy as "what barbariansé"

I mean, it indicates an emotional setup, an emotional : kf
attitude toward what had happened.

Mr. Goldsmith. More fundamentally, doesn't her

i

statement suggest the possibility of foreknowledge on her%

part?
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Mr. Rocca. I used the word. I used that word and
you used it just now. But I'm not going to go into a court
and say that it does because I have no evidence that that

indicates IZoreknowledge. 1In and of itself it could indicatey

anything, because we Zon't know enough from the intercepit

about it. That's why I said this was nuance.
Mr. Goldsmith. Right.

Now, at first glance, on reading that transcriptfcn,g

boastful self-indulgence or hyperbole on the part of an
individual.
However, does it not to you take.on added significan'f
in light of Luisa Calderon's alleged connection with DGIZ
Mr. Rocca. If we could prove it. All the evideﬁce
1s against it. |
Piniero denies it.
Mr. Goldsmith. No, no, no.

Piniero denies that she was CIA. He does not deny

that she was DGI.

We can refer back to that memo if you would like |,

to clarify that.
Mr. Rocca. No. I think you're right, yes.
Mr. Goldsmith. We have AMMUG making a statement !

i

that --
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Mr. Rocca. I mean, AMMUG is our source, ves.
Mr. Goldsmith. And AMMUG says she is DGI.
Mr. Rocca. I'm obviously going under here. 1I'm

beginning to lose the track.

Well, vou're at the very point I was, to be 'utterlgi
frank with you, in compiling that memo. |

Mr. Goldsmith. The point I am trying to make i;
1f she were DGI, that statement would take on added
significance.

Is that a fair statement?<

Mr. Rocca. That was the reason I put it in. Buﬁ I

would, 1in any event, make it a cause for state intervention

or that kind of thing. 1It's another one of these things: --

it's what I call the laboratory level of counter intelligenc
4

where you consider evidence, really, the way you considet

aid s e e

g

it, say, at a moot court, in a law school, that kXind of thing;

.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was the Warren Commission ever given -

a transcription of the conversation involving Luisa --
Mr. Rocca. Without question I would say that. v

Without question.

They had the Calderon followup. They had the Dorticos

followup. They had the whole works. Not only did they h?ve

it here, but they had it also when they were down a% the

station. .

Mr. Goldsmith. Let me show you CIA number 1928.

CONFIDENTIAL :



(etz 9d) vosH saatysay Teuot3en ay3 jo sbuipyioy ayy woaj paonpoidad

=244

(202) S5n

20Ny

. ¢,

1 3nn T STTREET, S UL RETONTERS b LN, v dineron

in

~t O

Y3

(4]

-

.-

-

CONFIDENTIAL 166

Mr. Rocca. It just becomes incredible to see these
formalistic irndications that they were not informed about
these things because I know they were.

Mr. Gcldsmith. Please read that document.

(Pause)

Mr. Goldsmith. It is just one page.

“dr. Rocca. The fact that there is no reference to
Calcdercn doesn't mean that there was no transmission. IE

means that this simply covered octher materials.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would there be another record of . the .

Calderon transcription having been given to the Warren
Commission, andé if so, where would it be?

Mr. Rocca. It has to be in this verv record. THis
1s the first I have heard which even suggested that theb
Calderon intercept had not been passed on.

ﬁr. Goldsqith. Let me just go back and review this
document with you briefly.

Mr. Rocca. As I say, this is not an exclusionary
document. This simply covers what it covers.

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay.

This is CIA document number 1928. This document is
dated 10 Apfil, 1964. It has the heading, "Material from:®
P-8593, Station Oswald File Shown to Warren Commission."

I take it that's the Mexico City station's Oswald:

file. Then the document lists the translations of calls

ZCONFPFIDEN©STIMNL
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made by Oswald that were given to the Commission. It also

refers to two other conversations that were given to the

Commission.

Mr. Rocca. But they already had had it in Washington

This only refers to presumably what happened in Mexico City.
It may not be the full record of what they gave them dowh

there.

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Mexico City stztion make’
the Calderon transcript, at least according to this memos
available to the Warren Commission?

#r. Rocca. I can't say that, not from this memoé
It doesn't state thart.

Mr. Goldsmith. The memo makes no reference at all
to Calderon, is that correct?

Mr. Rocca. It does not.

it simply doesn't make any sense that they wouldn't know of
the Calderon aspect, in my opinion, at this stage.

Mr. Goldsmith. Where would we be able to find a
formal record of the transcriptions that had been made

available to the Warren Commission staff?
Mr. Rocca. They should be in the formal record og th

N

material transmitted to the Warren Commission and in their
own records and logs.

(Pause)

CTONFIDENTIANT
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Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, assuming that the committed

would be able to get clearance for you with the Agency, do

you think that you migiht be able to find the record of this
transcription having been given to the Warren Cormission?

I think you can understand the importance of the
issue.

Mr. Rocca. Of course.

Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you.

We will attempt to arrange that to see if you cam

help us on this point.

Mr. Rocca. That would include, obviously, goingfto

WH area?

[ iR I b
— .

Mr. Goldsmith. Whatever is necessary for you toihel,;

e,

AR

us verify this particular issue or resolve this particular

I

Ny

issue.

e

Mr. Rocca. The thing that would be of greatest use

would be if you could get the other memo.

Mr. Goldsmith. We will also make an effort to ob%ain?
that memo, I assure you.

Mr. Rocca. Because, it had, as I say, a selectiob
of documents which represented in a sense the only educat?on
that the Inépector General had had on the case, and they .
kept it in their file.

I had intended it to be used as a basis for the

selection of materials to be given to the Rockefeller

TONFIDENTZIAL
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Commission. .
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. :
We will make an effort to obtain these materials
anc¢ to review them.

Do vou know whether --

Mr. Rocca. That is absolutely -- I find it absdﬁute>

impossible to believe that this was not among the papers:

that were given to vou, ané I would want to assemble ny

t

rcops and damn well ask them about it.
Mr. Goldsmitﬁ. Do you Xnow whether the Agency h?d

any penetration agents in the Cuban Embassy in 196372 |

Mr. Rocca. In Mexico City?

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

Mr. Rocca. I do not know that.

Mr. Goldsmith. Let's refer to CIA numbex 1977.
Please read paragraph number 5.
Mr. Roc;a. Uh-nuh.
This is Ambassador Mann.

\

Mr. Goldsmith. That's Ambassador Thomas Mann?

Mr. Rocca. Uh-huh.

Mr. Gcldsmith. Now, CIA number 1977 is part of a
cable that Qas written, in effect, by Ambassador Mann.

Paragraph five indicates that Ambassador Mann wan@edff

Luisa Calderon arrested.

Do you know why Ambassador Mann wanted Luisa Caldéron/

CONPTIDENTT NI
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arrested?

Mr. Rocca. Because of the implications of her

involvement, possible involvement, as a conseguence of the

intercept, I would assume. 1It's 27 iHovember. The intercept

#

had taken place on the 23rd, the afternocn of the 23rd.

The Dorticos thing had been on the 24th or the 25th. So¢, tif

only basis that they woulé have had for any such action!

would have been those materials. They had them in the §ie1“*
Mr. Goldsmith. What about Azcue?

Mr. Rocca. Ilie was presumably present and had

altercation.

Mr. Goldsmith. Why would that be a basis for

the man?

Mr. Rocca. To find out what he knew about it.

The general tenor of this suggestion was pretty much

H

(scarehead) anyway, so you immediately arrest anybody tﬂat

o

had any possible relationship to the man who did the kiﬁling§

is the way I would have interpreted it.

So, they are all related -- in other words, co-ﬁelatg

in the documentary materials which had been assenbled bj

that time.
Mr. Goldsmith. Let's take a recess briefly.

Would you like a 10 minute break or so?

(A pbrief recess was taken.)

Mr. Goldsmith.

ZCONFIDEMNTIAL
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with the allegations that were made after the assassination

bv the Nicaraguan named Alverado?

Mr. Rocca. It's one of the cases that I wrote up in

the memorandum I think I gave to Belin.

Goldsmith. Would you summarize cenerally for the

record what the allegation was?

. R - o i ;E L)
Mr. Rocca. I think my summarv probably wouldn't be
worth the paper it's written on.

P

But, in essence, Alverado walkecd in the Embassy oOn

Christmas Day or something and said that he had been in ghe
]

1
Cuban Embassy or in the courtyard and had seen a red-heaBed §

d

Negro pass money to a young man he identified or who in his

view was Oswald. !

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

The gist of the allegation was essentially that

Alverado saw --

Mr. Rocca. The money was $5,000 or something.

&

Mr. Goldsmith. -- a Cuban, a red-headed Latin Améric
pass money to Oswald at the Cuban Consulate and that theﬁe

was some discussion which could have pertained to a possible

-

assassination. N
: . : VR

Does that strike you as a fair summary of the gigt -

of the allegation, without going through the entire récogd? -?
Mr. Rocca. Well, yes. ‘%

i

He was discredited, of course, as a sourcs eventgallﬁ

CONFIDENTIAL
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by the polvgraph.
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.
When were these allegations by Alveradc resolved by

the Agency?

4

Mr. Recca. I judae some time in February, Xarchj

or April. I cannot recall exactly when, but they are a éart‘
of the record, certainly.

Mr. Goldsmith. Were the allegations by Alverado®

resolved at such time as he took the polygraph and failed i

Mr. Rocca. My feeling was that everyone regarded

as the best thing since Pepsi Cola until that happened.
And then it just went down the drain.
Mr. Goldsmith. Let me give you a document, CIA nu;beré
2099, dated 10 December, 1963, which is the summary of thé
Alverado polygraph test that had been given to him. |
Would you please briefly skim through these three‘

pages..

Mr. Rocca. Please recall tha:t I have not read this

\

document at all,.earlier.

Mr. Goldsmith. This is the first time you are
seeing it?

Mr; Rocca. This will be my first reading.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. Yes?

CONFTIDENTIAIL
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Mr. Goldsmith. According to that polygraph result,

Alverado did not pass the polygraph, and after being told

that he did not pass the exam, he essentially said, "The ﬁ
machine doesn't lie." ?
Is that a fair statement? “%

%

Mr. Rocca. That's correct. jﬁ

Mr. Goldsmith. 1Is it fair to say or appropriate 9

: e

o

to say that based upon that, the Alverado allegation had bee~1
‘ 5

resolved, so far as the Agency was concerned -- if you know?;

R R 2

&

Mr. Rocca. I do not know.

Mr. Goldsmith. At the time that you were involved inﬁ

the Agency's investigation for the Warren Commission, at thegy

time that you were involved in providing information to gthe

Warren Commission for the Agency, was the Alverado issue
still a live one? f (é
Mr. Rocca. I believe so -- and it continued ali?e %}
until: sometime after this date. That is my recollection. %
That is, into January of 1964.
I can't account for this thingbhere (indicating):

&

because it is definitive, and that time lapse that I recill.’ﬁ

But it cerpainly continued and there were people on the‘g %‘
Commission who were interested in the Alverado who were ? ;%
dealing with people in Mr.[j ] group on the detail; ;g
of the case, is my recollection, and continued. i

Mr. Goldsmith. So, even though Alverado nad failéd g

CONFIDENTZIUZMNLI
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to pass the polygraph prior to December 10, the issue was

still a2 live one at the time you became involved in the

investigation?
Mr. Rocca. It was still being mcoted, ves, dis¢ussdl

It was still being discussed.

I would say that it had cocme to its end, thoughé
scmetime around the end of January, or that time. But ﬁhesé?
are just terribly impressionistic judgments.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

I believe you discussed this this morning, but %gain%
for my purposes, when did you become involved in the CIA'S
relationship with the Warren Commission?

Mr. Rocca. On or about the twelfth of January,
from that point on. You get the evidence of it, I think;

.

bv the 31lst, very clearly.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, in CIA number 2100, it indicaﬁes=*
that he, Alverado, stated that he wanted to protest his
unjust treatment and the fact that he was given money, since
he does not believe in negotiating over death. -

Do you know anything about this allegation --

Mr. Rocca. I do not. o

Mr. Gcldsmith -- by Alverado that he was given
monev? §

Mr. Rocca. No.

He was an informer, of course, of tne Nicaraguan

-3

r *
-— e

5
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service and had been for some time. They had busted him
out, or he had been blown, or something, and was moved to
Mexico City and this tiing Jdevelored. So, he could well have;
been referrinc to that Xind of termination pay that is
normal or whatever.

But, as I say, this is my first reading of it ané
I cannot comment to it.

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, were you told in 1963 thaé
Alveracdo had macde a statement about being oifered moqey?é

Mr. Rocca. No, no. |

I was told solely that he had failed the polygraéh
and that upon told that he was being deceptive that he h%d
agreed -- 1is basically the story I heard. This is hearsé@,
now.

But it's not -- it's not too far off what that:
says, I see now.

¥Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether his allegation‘
that he was offered money by someone was ever exqmined?

Mr. Rocca. I do not know that. I do not Xnow
that.

But this should be followed up with the station p?opi
or the people who were in the station at the time, or whoé
nandled the case.

You could probably find the man who actually handled

Alverado and question him about that, that aspect. -

CONTIDENTTTAL
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The interesting thing -- if we're finished with that
and if I may just interject --

Mr. Goldsmith. Please do;
r. Rocca. -- 1s the fact that he talked about this
red-neaded Negro, because the red-headed Negro then com%s
into the story told by a woman. ;

Mr. Golésmith. Elena Garro de Paz?

Elena de Paz -- D-E-- new word -—- P-A-7.

So, if you believe in stream of consciousness in

the way things happen, here they go. But my explanation: for'™:

i .

that 1s that she read it in the Warren Commission report:
or in some of the newspaper coverage, and that's the wayéit
came out.

But I still took note of it in the memo that I‘pﬁt
together for Belin as to those elements that suggested |
nuance, because she was very persistent in repeating her .
story. But she also happened to be a pefsonal enemy of agne
of the other people involved.

Mr. Goldsmith. Silvia Duran?

Mr. Rocca. Silvia Duran. So, there is a questio%
of conflict of interest.

But there were people in the embassy who believedé
her and continued to report, and there is at least one

State Department man who reported right up to the very mogment

- - -
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of his retirement.

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to show yocu --

Mr. Rocca. On this detail.

Mr. Goldsmith. --CIA number 1983, which is dated
April- 15, 1964.

It's a memo to Mr. Rankin from Mr. Coleman and $law ;

reference to progress in their area, which was Oswald's

in :
foreign travels. Specifically, on page 6 of that memo, ion

paragraph number 7, it indicates that the Warren Commis%ion

at that point had not yet been given a complete revort of

i

4

the Alverado storv from the CIA.
I wonder if you could respond to that?

Mr. Rocca. I can't.

I have no response to it because this has been

since --

Mr. Goldsmith. That's paragraph number 7.

S

Mr. Rocca. What is the date of it?

Mr. Goldsmith. April 15, 1964.

(Pause)
This is following their trip there

Mr. Rocca.

on the spot.

and undoubtedly reflects their conversation

I think their note that we 'know informally and through

highly digested written reports that the allegations have ;;

been thoroughly investigated in establishing beyond a

reasonable doubt as false" has really taken care of it.

t1
A
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Mr. Goldsmith. VYes, although it would seem that

the allegation had been resolved several months earlier,

it is now the middle of April and they haven't received

ana

& complete report as vet. That's what I'm focusing on right -
new. ;
Mr. Rocca. Well, as I say, I think they got this 4

i

as a result of being restimulated by their Mexican trip += §
: A

1f I am correct in the timing. Obviously, if they wanted Af
. =

a final wrap-up report, they were certainly entitled to it. ;
i

But they nad the gist of it.
Hr. Goldsmith. Did you ever seﬁd them a final _i
wrap-up report? é;
Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, I do not recall su%h. "

Mr. Goldsmith. Paragraph eight refers to additioial

information of a confidential nature. Do you know what

they are referring to there?

Mr. Rocca. With respect to your previous guestion,

let me say that they did discuss this in their report.

Mr. Goldsmith. 1In the Warren Commission report. - b

Mr. Rocca. 1In the Warren Commission report. )
Mr. Goldsmith. I am aware of that.
Mr. Rocca. And it seems to me impossible that they

could have written what they did without having a complete

and thorough knowledge of what had gone on.

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the FBI participate at all in the

CONPFIDEINTIAL
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CONFIDENTTIAL 178
investigation of the Alverado story?
Mr. Rocca. To my knowledge, they did. Eut I have
nct read their revorting.
Mr. Doolev would have read that. That was one &f

his functions, reading those.

#r. Goldsmith. Fine.

furning to paragraph eigh%t, would vou indica:e 1§
¥ou xnow what the additional information of a confidential

Py

nature 1is that is being referred to there?
(Pause)
I haven't the vaguest notion.

Mr. Rocca.

to seeé

Coulcd I look at the rest of the memorandumn

what the other topics are, because that's the only way.

it may be a reference to the working out of the schedule!

It could be a matter of the gun, the weapodry.

in Helsinki.
It could be a matter of the Minsk business.

Mr. Goldsmith. I would just assume that you not 1~c
at the rest of the‘memo at this time, simply because it's;

\

very long. If it becomes necessary to show it to vou in the

future, we'll certainly make it available to you again.

Mr. Rocca. I can't guess at it.

“4r. Goldsmith. Fine.

(Pause)

Mr. Goldsmith. While Mr. Berk is checking someth@ng

for me,

let me show you CIA number 2038.

TONFPIDENT:I N
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This is an information report on an individual;
the individual specifically is Luisa Rodriguez Calderon. It

dated 26 April, 19653.

The source apparently was AMMUG.
dr. Rocca. 196572
Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

eghs

The dccument contains a statement to the

effect: "It is reqgquested that the addressees tak

on any of the individuals mentioned in the personality

reports without first checking with this Agency."
I am wondering what would be their reason.

Mr. Rocca. That would be routine. This is a

3
Fa

dissemination.

Mr. Goldsmith. That does not indicate to whon tne

i

report is being disseminated.

Mr. Rocca. Well, there is a letter and the lette:

I

is simply not reproduced here. But normally this would %ave
gone to all agencies in the intelligence community thatlaﬁ ;?
a counter intelligence interest. 3?
'
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. gl
What would the purpose have been of the qualifyiné ;

or restrictive language in that paragraph?

Mr. Rocca. The caveat.

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

Mr. Rocca. I would say that it represents the normal ¥

TONFIDENTIZNL
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practice in dealing with a live source of this guality and
sensitivity and represents inter-agency practice.
(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. I mean, this is simply a question of

o]

keeping other people from cetting into the source, withou
letting you hnow that they are doing it or getting on to
the development of the leads.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would ail disseminations toc other

agencies contain restrictive language like that?

Mr. Rocca. I can't say that all do, but I have
written many of them myself and I have read many of them.
nyselif -- ‘ 4

Mr. Goldsmith. And it is not at all uncommon fpg
them.

Mr. Rocca -- that is it exactly. I wish I had stated
it that way. It is not uncommon.

In fact, it is guite common.

Then again, it is designed to keep the channels -

Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 1991,
which is a memo dated 1 June, 1964 in reference to Alveraéo.
The memo is to Mr. Rankin from Mr. Helms. Specifically |
refer to paragraph four of that memo.

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou know whether the Warren

COoONFPTIDENTITREL
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Commission ever received a copv of the Alverado polygraph

report?

Mr. Goldsmith. Would there be a record of +hat

fact, had the repcrt been given +o the Warren Commissiong
Mr. Rocca. Mr. Hall prepared this. He was a
very careful operator -- he has passed on.
i
It strikes me that somewnere there must be anothar
memo that goes along with this.
lMr. Goldsmith. Would there be a recoré of the poliyar

report having beern transmitted to the Warren Commission if,

in fact, it was?

Mr. Rocca. ©Not necessarily. There might have beén
a memo saying we regret or something of that kind. But, as
I say, I can't say one way or the other.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, the Agency never compiled a 1list o

1 Gy
d

of materials that had been provided to the Warren Commission? 3

Mr. Rocca. 1In a single log?

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

-4

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, no. This regret,
to be utterly frank with you.

In other words, this is the final report that they

were talking about.
dr. Goldsmith. I'm not sure I'm following vou.

Mr. Rocca. This 1is the wrap-up report that Messers.

CONFIDENTIDME
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Coleman an< were

that they were savinc had not been received.

strixe that --

them 1n a verv friendly way.
]

Nicw I dealt with both of

So that report was nade availablé to
%

Mr. Rocca. Which follows very closely after

i
£
report ané we were struggling to get some o these thingi

done, andé 1t tock time.

Geclésmith. xnow whether the Varren ;

Mr. Do you

Commission was ever told about Alverado making

1

that he had peen oifered money?

Mr. Rocca. I cannot say that at all. I have no
recollection of 1it.

Mr. Goldsmith. If he had --

Mr. Rocca. I read it for the first time in that
statement that vou gave me. ' ;

Mr. Goldsmith. And the Warren Commission makes no, “
reference to that. .

Mr. Rocca. Well, the reference 1s enignatic, as i .

|

see it. It could refer to a lot of aspects that might not

be directly relevant to what was going on.

Mr. Goldsmith. Certainly.

Nevertheless, had the information been given to the

Warren Commission -- I am not saying one way or another

whether or not it was -- pbut had it been given to the

CONZTIDEZIMNTIAL i
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Commission, it is conceivable that the Commission would have

wanted to examine that point further.

Are you familiar with the allegations that were made

: by a Mexican citizen named Gutierez? , =
: Mr. Rocca. You would have to tell me more akou® 'g
o 3
\ o
3 Gutierez, because I don't recognize it from that name, e
. , . ) . . i
7 though it mav again be one of the things that I took up. S
: Mr. Goldsmith. Gutierez was the Mexican citizen. who
4 ¥
a2 . . \ . A . < g i
T said tnat he saw an individual whom he later recognized to :
! : =
o be Oswald leaving the Cuban Consulate with another individuaf%
i | ;3
- 1 5
1’-; and that the individuals were discussing somethin sinisger. *
- - i =
'-:i Gutierez may have further alleged that he saw monev change %
el : : . g
‘* 4 hands as well. | o
i ' :
2 Please read number 1979, which will adeguately rgfres¥
o . » . |
= . vour recollection, I think, on his statement.
lc;i (Pause) '
7 | . .
o Mr. Rocca. ©Oh, this is the famous "observed in
o .
© 1 . .
= 4 mid morning."
i3 3
g (Pause) o
| ’ 5
‘Cf] Mr. Rocca. I would simply have to restudy the b
] .
2t . . . .
: whole thing. It just doesn't register with me. I mean,
i .
4 I would have to go over the report. I think this is another
22 ! :
; matter that they did discuss, the Gutierez lezd. , e
: The real question that comes up in my mind there
- is whether this might not have been done more or less in
CTONFPIDENTI AL
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the FBI line. t certainly doesn't ring any kell to me.
Mr. Goldsmith. Essentially, to refresh your memory,

Gutierez alleged that he saw Oswald and someone else leaving.

the Cuban Consulate, that the individuals got off in a car,

I

tocok Off in a car. He overhesad a conversation that was, at 4

f was supposed to have cccurred, possibly in thaty carj

(5]

a payo

Does that --

Mr. Rocca. This is something that, as I say, I havef

no recollection of, and my feeling is that the Rureau did

whatever was follcwed up.
Mr. Goldsmith. Why would the Bureau have investiga

4§

this matter as orposed to the CIA?

Lt

Mr. Rocca. Their jurisdictional authorities, I meang

4

were de facto in Mexico and they ran over everything. :
Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Bureau investigate Alvergdo?i;
There, it seems, that the Agency was responsible% g
for resolving that issue. I
Mr. Rocca. That might have been some kind of loqal,‘%
private treaty. But de Paz, for example, they did the '

initial work and discredited her as a source. t was wd,

that is, Win and the Embassy man, who continued the interest

in it, with the Bureau's knowledge. ' , -

But my feeling is that they would not have accepted

our investigation in a matter of that kind. They would nave

COCNITIDENTT?®RIL
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gone over it themselves, and they did. They spent hundreds
and hundreds of hours just going around Mexico City checking :
up on Oswald.
Mr. Goldsmith. So, your impression, then, is that
the Bureau, rather than the Agency, investigated this is§ue?;;
Mr. Rocca. Could have. I mean, I'm t;ying to e%pla?

why I don't remember anything about it. That certainly

doesn't strike a bell.

A
o

EPTS tow .

fis

Now, it may strike a bell with[ ]or somebody
id

else that actually was vested with this area.

*

Mr. Goldsmith. Did the Agency ever attempt to
determine whether it had obtained a photograph of Gutier@z
outside the Cuban Consulate or Embassy? |

Mr. Rocca. I cannot respond to that.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether Gutierez wasj
ever polygraphed?

Mr. Rocca. ©No, I do not.

You see, I qraw a complete blank on this one.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

If you déh't remember, I'm not going to press you
on it, Mr. Rocca. We are certainly not here to attempt
to simply create testimony. So, if you don't remember, I am
just going to withdraw.

Mr. Rocca. Well, you will find people who will ;

remember, I am sure.
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HMr. Gcldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2020, and
read that document.

(Pause)

Mr. Recca. I know of no follcwup or anyvthing o§ that]
xiné, as a matter of fact.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you identify the document{
for the record.

Mr. Rocca. It is a cable to the intelligence, éhe

counter intelligence community

of State, and the FBI from the

26th of November, stipulating

from Mexico regarding an allege
and Arnesto Rodriguez, who lives

Rodriguez -- and runs a Spanish language school,

anti-Castro.
Mr. Goldsmith.

to a tape recording?

her son-in-law has a taped conversation with Oswald. X

Mr. Goldsmith.

either of Oswald's connection with Arnesto Rodriguez or

the fact of a possible tape recording was ever investigaﬁed

by the Agency?
Mr. Rocca.

HMr. Goldsmith.

Does the cable also make reference
Mr. Rocca. According to Maria Rodriguez ce Lopetg,

Do you xnow whether this allegagion;z

No -- and it would not have been.

The reason for that would have beaen

White House, Department

Agencv on Oswalc on the

th

or%i

)

setting

or informatjion %

d relationship between Oswaldj

Ll
in New Orleans -- Arneqﬁo

and 1is

&
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what, sir?

Mr. Rocca. This 1is strictly within the investigatiy]
responsipilities of the Bureau.

Hr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the Bursau

ever osursuved this lead?

Mr. Rocca. I do not. %
This is not a matter -- in other words, this candle,

in its entirely, is not anything regarding which I have any

background information. I don't know, therefore, whether

this was investigated.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. / 5

Mr. Rocca. I assume, however, that it was.

Mr. Goldsmith. ©Now earlier, Mr. Rocca, you made -

¥

reference to an allegation by a woman named Elena Garro de 3
y F,

Paz.
Mr. Rocca. That's correct.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you state generally for the

record what that allegation was.

Mr. Rocca. Well, again, I would prefer to answerg

i

the question having the benefit of a re-reacing of the ,
summary that I gave for Mr. Belin. But not having it at

this moment, it was she who came in around Christmas Day, :

not Alverado.

Mr. Goldsmith. Right. Alverado came in shortly

after the assassination.

CONZIDEINTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. So, I correct that part. It was she.

i
1
i
|
2 She had become involved -- she is a highly
q
3} controversial richt wing versonalitv, (a poet), and had
J - =
| » - . . -
= become involved in a situation with the secretary or the
2 o | |
= S receptionist at the Cuban Embassy.
3 1
2 éfé Mr. Goldsmith. Silvia Duran?
~ i
~ 7o Mr. Rocca. Silvia Duran -- was a relative. R
- ; '
S CI They were hostile to each other. There was a lcng,
< v ! apparently, background to that effect.
2 !
= S But she came in with a story which concerned
= A essentially the passage of monev by a red-heacded legro at
L . . . .. ‘L i
-2 1 the Cuban Embassy. But I cannot recall what her ev1centﬂal-§
. ; ;
- Ri
-— N3
= 2 what the crux of her evidence was in this.
: .
T Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall wnether she was re
= i
% s to having seen this red-headed Negro at the Cuban Em
= |
= 1 or rather at a party that was being thrown by Horatio 5
- i : G
= i ;
n - .
. '* | Duran?
5 . i
i A
-— Ta i . ]
= '3i‘ Mr. Rocca. You're guite right. It was at a party.
= -z i . . L
EooT Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether this allegatjon
< | :
T W . . :
- -le was ever 1nvestigated by the CIA?

21 . . . . ;
= Mr. Rocca. My feeling is from just reading the ;
i.‘.'.!/:. an : 1
N "-i record -- and this came after, when I was working on the'

T ; thing, reading the file in connection with Mr. Belin's

e . <

" . request -- that Mr. Scott pursued it very thoroughly.

- Mr. Goldsmith. Incidentally, you indicated that .

CONFIDENTIEAL
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Mrs. de Paz went to the Embassy around Christmas Day.
Do you recall what year that was?

Mr. Rocca. Oh, yes.

It was the end of '63, early '64. And, if it wasn't

Christmas Day, it was New Year's Day or the weekend, Dbecause

¥

here was -- her story was that her life was 1n danger.

cr

i
¥

She nhad reported her information to the Minister oi Intexior

s

or to the Gobernaciocn. They had put her up in a hotel.

I mean, there was an entire scenario which sne read.

-]

nere were very few probative and evidential details to

sustain her story.

ct
o
(v
vy
B

-

According to the record, as I remember it,
representative regarded it as sinmply not so.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you kxnow whether she was given é
polygraph?

Mr. Rocca. No, I don't think she ever -- I rememﬁef

nothing in the record that shows that she was polygraphedé

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know why she was not polygréphe

N

whereas Alverado was polygraphed?
Mr. Rocca. Was she?
Mr. Goldsmith. I'll rephrase the question.

Do you know why she would not have been polygraphgd

when someone such as Alverado was polygrapned?

Mr. Rocca. WNo, I can't answer that.

I think that probably it was because of the -- I
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certain couldn't -- I certainly cantt answer Zor the people

who were making the operational decisions on the spot. I
can guess that her storyv was simply not be

e ;
nt that extent O

1

was sufficient cdiskeliesef not to warrx

imposition on her personality.

[

Mr. Goldsmith. Are you certain that Elena Garro: de j?
Paz went into the embassy in December of 1962 or Januaryi -
of 19642

Mr. Rocca. ¥o, I'm not. I mean, I'm guessing
entirely.

Could it have been a year later?

Ah.

Of course. It was the next year that she walked in.

-

It was the end of 64 or the beginning of '65. I recall

now that this gives the link, because the Warren Commi;sﬁon
had already issued its report which had mentioned the
red-headed Negro and the lead, and therefore in reading @er

story, there always occurred the virus that she had simply

taken advantage of an evidential detail which was already ;g

This is now my recollection.

This is after the Warren Commission had completed;

its work.

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, according to CIA

number 1957, which is part of the lengthy memo that you

TONFIDENTIAL i 2
D o mem semay mememm rmRmTAcem el N «
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prepared for iMr. Belin, you indicate that the first reference
to Elena Garro de Paz, or the first time she formally made
an allegaticn on the record, was on 12 October, 1964.

“fr. Recca. And the Warrxen Commission came out on the

z

irst of

O

ctcoe

Hhy
H

smith. Would vou ple-se read through CIA

o

Mr. Gol

number 1957 through 1959, those three pages.

(Pause)

Hir. Rocca. Yes, 1indeed. This was my writeup of

the case, retrosvectively, as one of those elements
that had happened after the Warren Commission had looked

after this, that suggested the possibility of Cuban involvemg?

o
or that something further could be and should be done about *
the Cuban ascect, should be undertaken. :

Mr. Goldsmith. That document makes reference to an

individual named Carvillo, who allegedly detained Elena Garro}

.

de Paz at the Vermont Hotel in Mexico. .

Do you Xxnow whether Carvillo ever had any connectidn g'

AY

with the CIA?

Mr. Rocca. No, I do not. | fy

*

Mr. Goldsmith. What about June Cobb? Do you know
whether she ever had any connection with the CIA?

Mr. Rocca. I do not.

She is a -- I thought you were going to say DGI.

Doesn't she come in in some kind of -

CONTFTIDENTZIZXIL
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Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether she ever had any

connection with DGI?

.

Mr. Rocca. This is what has been alleged in the

record, but I can't accept that as evidence.
As far as I Xncw, there 1s no investigatiwe

substratum for that.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou know whether anyone ever

1

approached Carvillo and asked nim--
Mr. Rocca. No, I do not.
Mr. Goldsmith. -- why he detained Elena Garro ie E
Mr. Rocca. No, I do not.
Certainly that part of it entered into the period

of '63, if she was telling the truth. Of course, we don't

]

know whether she is telling the truth because she told her
g !

o

£

story for the first time, as far as the record is concerhed, j;

osttaddy

in '64, at the end of the vear.

For that reason I inserted this into the record pf
episodes that struck me as being at least interesting frém
the standpoint of re-reviewing\the file, from the Cuban
point of view.

Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2055.

Mr. Rocca. Where would that be? Are we using

this number (indicating)?

Oh, I see.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you review that item?

CONFPIDENTI AL
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(Pause)
Mr. Goldsmith. Would you identify that document?
Mr. Rocca. This is a response by Mr. Hdelms to --

Counsel of

a memorandum by Mr. Helms to XMr. Rankin, General
the Warren Commission, regarding allegations pertzining to
an intelligence training school in Minsk, U.S.5.R2.
Mr. Goldsmith. What is the date of the document?
Mr. Rocca. I'm trying to find it up here. Maybé
you can help me. j
Mr. Golédsmith. The document appears to be undat%d,

so we'll just have to refer to it again as CIA number ZOSE.

It is possibly 5 June, 196472

Rocca. I would say that that's close

Mr. enough, .

inasmuch as Tom Hall, again the analyst who worked on Soviet
4

H

F]

matters in R & A, prepared it.

The allegations -- what would you like me
this?

Mr. Goldsmith. According to that document, there%
was no reliable information indicating that there was a
training school, an intelligence training school in Minsk%

is that correct?

That's correct, yes.

Mr. Rocca.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou know whether subsequent to the

time that this document was written any information was
obtained indicating that, in fact, there was a training s?hoo 1

CONTIDENTIAL
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of an intelligence nature in Minsk? ;

Mr. Rocca. As far as -- to my knowledge, there was

no such.

Myr. Goldsmith. Mr. think that this might

an appropriate time to break Zor the day.

I have, I would say, no more than two hours of

guestions remaining.

I would ask vou %o refrain from discussing or 0
disclosing any of the testimony that you have given today
to anyone else.

May I have your assurance on that point?

Mr. Rocca. You may ccunt on it.

Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you. !

The reason I make that point is because the comm%tter

when it takes a deposition, does not have the same effecgive’
4

authority as it does when it conducts a hearing in Executive
Session.

Mr.

Rocca. I note that from your ground rules.

But you may rest assured.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

I didn't want you to infer from the fact that I was
asking that that I consider that a risk in this particulér ;

-

That is a guestion or a statement that I

case. routinel?

%
H
o

4

make.

In any event, I think that we will resume questi@ninfﬂ

CONFIDEMNTIAL
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tomorrow morning at 10:00 o'clock.

Thankx you for your time today.

sir

(Whereupon, at 5:00 o'clock, p.m., the taking of

he

—da

on Tuesday,

r. Rocca.

July 18,

All right.

9]

1978,

N

gércsition of Raymond G. Rocca recessed, to recommence

at 10:00 o'clock,

195

a.m.)
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’ SELECT COMIITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS
5
- i
i Subcommittee on the Assassination of John F. Xennedy.
I
{ Washincton, D. C. ;
o '
=
i Tuesday, July 1§, 1973
B S
3 S i
o k Continuation of the Deposition of
3 P .
v3 - “ . 1
- K RAYMOND G. ROCCA, :
F o q N
9 S 7 .
° ~ .; called for examination DY counsel {or the Subcommittee, :
Q. = : ’
& = &l
e = i pursuant to recess from the preceding day, in the offices :
™ : 3
" = il . . . :
0 = i of the Select Committee on Assassinations, Room 3370, :
3 3 g
o = 0 C
a z H House Annex Number 2, Seccnd and D Streets, S. W., Washington,
) = ; . . , i
= 3 o D. C., beginning at 10:20 o'clock, a.m., when were presant: .
L z - ]
3 ] ‘
e iy 3 For the Subcommittee: .
o I 1z ?
™ = -'» i
- = l MICHIAEL GOLDSMITH, COUNSEL _ !
a R R : “ !
k) ' z - -
= Z ! CHARLES BERK, STAFF MEMBER. _
& i ' ; ¥
- < g
o] - - - - ;
3 = #
2 W a ‘
> = ‘ (The witness, Raymond G. Rocca;, having .been C -
~ i - ;
2 < 'T M ) : . 'r;
¥ . i . I e o 2
e = ¢ previously sworn, was called and testified as follows:) S
) - s v R R
] = ey ) ‘ S
z = N Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I would like to thank you;-
5 = '7§1 . ' ( g
- - 1 for being here today.
a = _
N } I would like to remind you that you are still under
() :
w R
T . oath.
gl T
YN i . -
. Before we get started on the actual substance of o
3 .
. the deposition, I would like to ask you whether vou disbusseg'
RESN! :
]
. the substance of yesterday's deposition with anyone? &
] Mr. Rocca. I did not. i
' COoONTIDEINTITI L
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Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

I believe yesterday we finis@ed the session with a
brief discussion of whether there was an intziligence :raininé
school in the city of Minsk, and you indicated that in 19637
there ‘'was no reliable information indicating that, in fact,
there was such a school in Minsk. -é

Do you have any other information that pertains
to that point?

Mr. Rocca. I think you have summarized exactly.
what I said, that there was no confirmation available :
that there had been or was during the timg that Oswald was
in Minsk a training school of the servicé in that city.

Mr. Goldsmith. Did you ever receive any indication

s, B A MM KW ..

subsegquent to 1964 that, in fact, theré was no such school

i s R DB

in Minsk?

;
: - . . i
Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there has never been ;
any confirmation or indication. !
. .
 Mr. Goldsmith. One way or another? i
\ .

Mr. Rocca. One way or other. C

Mr. Goldsﬁith. Fine.

Mr. Rocca. We're talking now about the KGB centralg
headquartefs, the people who would be actually responsible fi
for,the training.

Mr. Goldsmith. Right.

Mr. Rocca. I know nothing about what local schools.

CTONTFTIDEMNTTIAL
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or local provisions might be made by the White Russian --
this is the White Russian -- SSR -- republic. As far as
I knqw, they have no school training there either.

Mr. Goldsmith. Sco far as you kncw, the Warren
Commission was given all of the information that was availdblé é
on that point --

Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed. : } ;

El

B
Mr. Goldsmith. -- and there has not been any addit%?nalg

information since 1964 that touches upon 1it? i
Mr. Recca. That's correct. B

Mr. Goldsmith. Turning to another area, now, wculd
4

-1
1

vou indicate for the record what a 201 file is?

Mr. Rocca. A 201 file is a jargon expression that

3

grew up, I suppose, out of the old army system, 201 files in .

00 T STREET, S.4, REFORTURS BUTEIDTHSG,

(€07 O¥) VDSH 82aTY2ay Teuotaen ey3 3o sButploy su3 woaj peonpoidad
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World War II. It was appiied when our files, CIA'file$;

were set up

The phrase applies to files created on personalities, for

dossiers on personalities. They are referred to, in other

in 1947. I am speaking now out of hearsay.

words, broadly speaking, as 201 files.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, a 201 file essentially is a

personality

Mrf

Mr. Goldsmith. Does a 201 file contain information
of operational significance?
Mr. Rocca. Yes, it cam. It depends on how the

file?

Rocca. (Nods affirmatively.)
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material has been selected and put together.

Mr. Goldsmith. What is the criterion for the opening;

e?

O
Ity
{1
N
[eb]
’_4
-1y
H
’.-l

iIr. Rocca. These are specified exactly in a handboadk.

¥
'

which-is written and to which I refer you. The criteria

have changed, or were changed, over the years, at the beginﬁihg

:
1

to apply to individuals who were either agents or suspect:
agents of adversary services, all adversary services, :
intelligence, counter intelligence, sabotage luteresu, %f

. i
our own agents, collaborators, and otners, at the determ¢naﬁlor?

i

again in terms of criteria, who fell within the mission of
the Agency.

These categories are specified and I refer you, theq,Q'
to that publication. 1It's at the Records Integration Centexn

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had occasion to open a

S BT AA TR

—_— -

201 file?

Mr. Rocca. Personally?

ERVIeY

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes. : | : 1 | _ f%

Mr. Rocca. No.

I always would indicate this and have other people E i
do it. As far as I know, I have not ever done the process,é

except perhaps as a part at one point of my formal training :

Do AL

Y )
T

or other. But I have no recollection of having opened a fi%ei

L

2

Mr. Goldsmith. On those occasions when someone from

Cwd

JErge
ETT

the CI staff opened a 201 file on an individual, would the

TONEFID

t4
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primary purpose of such an opening be to obtain information on

a person who was of potential counter intelligence significaﬁce'

Mr.

Rocca. t could be that.

It could be of purely passive interest. It is to

serve as a repository for the accession of additional informatic

of whatever kind, overt, covert, or whatever.

So, it does not necessarily indicate any kind of

aggressive interest at all. i

XIS

It simply serves as the receptacle or reposiﬁory

RS

for the retention of information, and recovery of informatio?.

.Mr. Goldsmitn. If an individual is perceived as a

-

counter intelligence threat, would a 201 file normally be
opened?

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

At the'time that the file was opened on Mr. Oswaid,.f
which would be 1958 or 1959, my impression is that U.S.
defectors were not in the list of individuals on whom files
WOuld be opeﬁed,aufomaticglly by the Records‘Integrétion
Division, which ;ctually could do this and did it as a
matter of_formal du;y. i

Mr.AGolasmith. So, there are categories, categoriesi
of individuéls, which automatically result in the opening
of a 201 file, whereas in scme cases you are saying that

the opening of a file is discretionary.

Is that accurate?

® NFI

Q

DENTTT AL




(ecz 9d) vosy S§2ATYsay Teuoyzey 8yiy jo sbujpioy ayil uoaj paonpozda‘d

234

(202) SSu-

NI

I, (.,

AL TN,

RUSOWT P BULLD NG,

TEH STREETE, S\,

lnn

T

N i

L)

e
o

i [} »)

(¥

i

—
[}

O

o

)

ket
-

~a
-

in

(@]
(®)
4
1)
H
o
t4
U4
H
14
Y
t‘

{

«

I

Mr. Rocca. 1It's an analyst's choice.

Mr. Goldsmith. But in some cases it might be
mandatory, and in some cases it would be discretionary?

Mr. Rocca. Well, according to the handbook it would
be mandatory. Whether it would be done or not would dapend

upon the analyst's capacity to judge whether this fell within; .

i
1
the mandate. :

Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 79¢€.

.
#

(Pause)

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review that

document?
Mr. Rocca. This is a State Department document. L ;
Yes.
Mr. Goldsmith. What is the date of‘;hat documept? '?';i
Mr. Rocca. October 31, 1959. - =
Mr. Goldsmith. That document indicates in 4
substance, does it not, that Lee Harvey Oswald appeared at % : %z

the American Embassy in Russia to renounce his American j
citizenship? It indicates that he had applied for Soviet
citizenship. It indicates, among other things, that his ;

attitude was arrogant, aggressive, he had recently been

discharged from the Marine Corps, and it says he has offere@ -
the Soviets any information he has acquired as an enlisted , 5 o

radar operator.

Now, would the information contained in this State
CONFIDENTIAIL

e e e s e s e -
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Department telegram, which was routed to the CIA and waich
we have obtained from the Office of Security at the CIA --

would the information contained in this telegram normally

h

lead to the opening of a 201 file?

Mr. Rocca. It depends on where it went in the Agency.

If it went to the Office of Security, they would have opened

their own file on it. But if a copy did not gc to the DCP él
at *hat time, the Deputy Director for Plans, there would be:'
no way of knowing about it.

So, I cannot respond.

But normally, that would have besen actionatle,
I would say retrospectively. Aand I have no knowledge wheth%r
or not it ever did come into our hands at that time.

Mr. Goldsmith. Right.

We will get into that momentarily.

3
4

Mr. Rocca. 2As a matter of fact, I think tne substajce
of this cable was reported in the newspapers.

Mr. Goldsmith. Is there any £formal communication

© AR

channel bétween the Office of Securiﬁy and DDP which would

serve the purposé of having communications of this kind

be passed to the appropriate office for action? :
Mr. Rocca. Not necessarily. There obviously shoulél

be. But if the people in the Office oi Security will recei?e

this, inasmuch as 1t concerns an American, and it was

presumably relevant to their interest inAAmeriCans, mxipoésﬂﬂe

NTIDENTIAU
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security interests from the defensive security point of view
of CIA itself, they might not do it, in which case the
normal liaison, whici would be via a liaison officer
or simply a routing slip from the chief of the Office of
Security would not take place.

Mr. Goldsmith. More specifically, then, is there
any link between the Office of Security and the CI staff . g
which would serve the purpose of passing information of thi;
kind to the CI stafi, as it would seem that the’informationf

contained in this memo is relevant to the CI staff in

b e el it DR

particular, rather than any of the divisions within DDP?

Mr. Rocca. Well, you are again looking at it with
20-20 hindsight. There certainly were all the channels | :

that one could expect in an organization, as I indicated ;!

on the chart yesterday, for the passages of such a piece

o L it

ey

£
R

Sa e
5

of material. 1In point of féct, State should have routed

it to ;he DDP.

It is in that kind of routing and selection that yo@
could get slippage. ' ' !
Mr. Goldsmith. sSo, if I understand your testimony, ;

it is that, in fact, there was a communication channel E

between Office of Security and CI staff which would serve the

A

TR,

purpose of passing along this type of information. Whether
or not the information in fact was passed along is another

question. But there was a channel.

CoOI>IDEMNTIAL
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10-31-59. ‘This one also states that Oswald was in the
Marine Corps as a radar operator and has offered to furnish,

‘the Soviets information he possesses in U.S. radar.

COCNFIDENTIAL

Mr. Rocca. Oh, indeed.

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like you to review a document;
that is known as Warren Commission Exhibit 917.

I might note for the record that at the bottom of the
exhibit there is an indication that the document was routed?
to the CIA, although there is no indication specifically ‘
which office at CIA received this document.

Warren Commission Exhibit 917, for the record, is a;

1

confidential message from the Navy to the Chief of Naval

Operations.
(Pause)
Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review thaé
document?
Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed.
Mr. Goldsmith. We just might note.for the record %
that this document is somewhat briefer than the earlier |

one you just reviewed, the State Department cable dated

\

,
Again, would the information contained in this typeé
of communication normally lead to the opening of a 201 filet

Mr. Rocca. In the DDP. At that time, as I say,

it was not automatic.

Mr. Goldsmith. I understand. Your testimony is

TS T I DENTIAL
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very clear on that. It would have been scmething

discretionary.
Mr. Rocca. Yes.

Defectors was added as a mandatory category as

consequence of this whole case.

Mr. Goldsmith. I might point out that --

Mr. Rocca. So, if I were reviewing this thing and

it had come across my desk, I would certainly expect it to i

go to a 201 file.
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Mr. Rocca. But there would be other 201 files,

or other files, that ought to receive it, too, including

the Office of Security.

Mr. Goldsmith. What is CIZSIG?

Mr. Rocca. CI/SIG is Counter Intelligence, Spe'cialfgj

Investigations Group.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know what the purpose of

' group was in 1959 to 1960°?
Mr. Rocca. Well, this group was set up originally

P

when the staff was set up and before I joined it. So, are gou

limiting your question only to that time or to its general %

functions?

Mr. Goldsmith. My question was focusing on the ¢

1959 to 1960.

(Pause)

i

thaé

1
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Mr. Rocca. The point is that it was'set up to handlé
especially sensitive cases in the area of security of personn?l
and in particular, cases involving security of personnel ;
who were also of operational interest, as were cperators.

In other words, it was an interface with the Cffice:
of Security.

Mr. Goldsmith. In other words, when you say IR
security of personnel, you are referring now to CIA --

Mr. Rocca. DDP personnel, and Agency personnel to é
the extent that they might affect the DDP's interests.

This was the channel to the Office of Security. .o

Mr. Goldsmith. So, is it fair to say here that thel

purpose of the CI/SIG unit was to insure that DDP was not

being penetrated by a foreign intelligence service?

RN

Mr. Rocca. That, I think, woula probably be one 6f;éhe;
sensitive kinds of cases that they would be interested in. ﬁ |

Mr. Goldsmith. What other types of sensitive types:
of cases would they be interested in?

Mr. Rocca. I think they would probably have been o T
interested in anf kind of case involving security of DDP Lo

personnel, or operations like the LINGUAL operation, which |

R S RN

was placed within its purview. That involved, in other i ;
words, sensitive work against the Soviets designed to
produce information, again bearing chiefly on the security

of personnel and of operations.

CoeNFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Goldsmith. When would someone within the

CI/SIG unit have occasion to open a 201 file?

Mr. Rocca. I would imagine that they would have had
that occasion whenever a question arose that ccncerned

people that came within the purview of the missicon that I

-

have described, namely, the penetration of our operations

cr the advancement of our particular interests with respect
ki
to the security of those operations. These now become very ,

difficult questions to answer without some thought, because'

I would have to think of, really, general trains of operati?nsf?

and in that area I was not, of course, briefed. But I thin&-;

i

in substance what I have said covers what I know abkout it

Mr. Goldsmith. Okay.

You just made a reference to --

Mr. Rocca. I mean, there were many sensitive areas.

that involved aspects, that involved sources and access to
materials that were of higher classification than what you ! :

have shown me.

Mr. Goldsmith. You just made reference to having . %
been briefed. CoF

Would you clarify for the record what you mean by

having been briefed.

Mr. Rocca. Did I say ~-- I did not say that.

Mr. Goldsmith. I think that you did, and what T

suspect you referred to was during your time in the Agency

DENTTIAT
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things that you may have been briefed upon.

Mr. Rocca. ©Ch, yes. I mean, I was not briefed
on the entire range of their operations.

Mr. Gcldsmith. You were not briefed by the Agercy
for this depositicn, were you?

Mr. Rocca. I was not.

Mr. Goldsmith. You weren't briefed by anyone oi theéf
staff prior to taking the deposition?

Mr. Rocca. Indeed not. I have had no contacts

whatsoever about this.
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.
I just wanted to clarify that.
(Pause)
Mr. Rocca. The specific purpose that lay behind

the creation of this office I think grew out of the penetratﬁons

B L R

of 0SS by the Soviets.
- Mr. Goldsmith. Okay.

Getting back to the concept of a 201 file, will a
201 file always indicate whether the individual involved
had a relationship of some kind with the Agency, either as
an agent, a source, a contract employee, whatever? By looki%g
at a 201 filé, will you always know whether, in fact, the
person had a relationship with the Agency?

Mr. Rocca. One of the categories for opening a file,

g

for opening a 201 file, was the contractual or fiduciary

CONFIDENTIAL
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relationship, and if that was the'case, if the £ile had
been opened in that instance, it would either be manifest ' in
the file or there would be an indication in it directing
whoever had the file to go to whatever place had the
responsipility for the fiduciary relationship.

Now, as I stated, this is only one category in the
list of criteria for the opening of files, and as far as I

know, the 201 file that was opened on Oswald was opened by

Mrs. Edgerter pursuant not to that, but to the potential é
interest that she, as an analyst, felt lodged in the fact
that he had been a defector and it figured on that list.
Mr. Goldsmith. I think that you are anticipating
my questions, and we will get to the Oswald 201 fiie in
particular momentarily.
Let's get back to the question that I asked a mémené
ago. i
Will the 201 file always indicate the fact of a :
relationship with the CIA, if there was such a relationshié?i
Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, it would.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, if someone were an agent, sourcg,;

or --—

i
4q

Mr. Rocca. The whole purpose of the file, and the

opening of that file, would be to prevent others from :ecruitin&

]
the same agent, from making use of the same agent, for

other agencies who perhaps had been in contact to do that,

CocYMZPZIDENTIATL
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and therefore it would have to appear in some way or other

on the face of the file.

Mr, Goldsmith. Then the next step analysis

is the following one.

From the absence of any indicaticn in the file,

in the 201 file, that someone had a relationship with the

i

Agency, either as an asset, agent, source,

3

whatever -- from the absence of such an indication, can one -

safely infer that, in fact, there was no such relationship?

Mr. Rocca. I would say so, yes.

Mr. Goldsmith. Are documents ever removed from

201 files? i
Mr. Rocca.

They should not be removed from the

files. That was, of course, part of the standard order of lii
procedure. ' .

The fact is, however, the file itself passed through%
many hands in the course of dealing with it, and it would béﬁ
téchnically possible to do so. |

A

I cannot deny this. I mean, this is something that

exists on the face, as I see it. , :
Mr. Goldsmith. So, in theory, no documents should b%:
removed froﬁ a 201 file, but it is possible to remove i
documents from a 201 file?

Mr.

Rocca. Well, it could have been -- it could haqe

been done.

ccntract employes,

KAttt

&
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Mr. Goldsmith. When someone removes‘a document from
a 201 file, is it required to indicate on the file that a
document has beén removed? ;

Mxr. Rocca. Well, of course -- and the purpose, and
it would have to be signed for.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Mr. Rocca. Now this is the advantage of using the !

machine. .

Mr. Goldsmith. Which machine are you referring to,f

sir?

Mr. Rocca. The computer.

Mr. Goldsmith. What purpose dces the computer

serve?

Mr. Rocca. The computer serves to give a permanent y
record to a title, and the removal of that title cannot také
place without creating a record, and therefore it is always ;

traceable. This represented, therefore, as these questions !

were being discussed during the '50's, the answer tb eitheri
arbitrary or inadver£ent removal. At leaét it always seemed
to be tﬁat way aﬁd a lot of other people agreed.

(Pause) %

Mr. Rocca. Let me say, in addition, on that point :

that the system employed, as I recall it, a numbering device
which worked from the first paper, which was number one, upé b

so that any paper that had been removed lower than the top

COMPIDENTIAL
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paper would, unless it had been replaced by another, or if

the entire numbering system had not been altered, hrave appearéd

immediately as absent. This was the device for internal

control that functioned during the first years of the system.
Mr. Goldsmith. Normally, in a 201 file, are the

documents filed chronologically? By that, I mean the earliest 3%

document, the first document to go into the file, which migﬁt: é
be the field personality file reguest form that led to the %
opening of the file, that would be the first document, and f - §
then the next document in time would go immediately on top %
of it, and so on, so that effectively documents are in the ‘é

file in the same sequence in which they were made availablef

to the file. : g

. &

Mr. Rccca. But the 201 would not be the repository; |

for a personal history questionnaire . and that kind of.thiné;%
that is, the key documents in establishing a fiduciary

relationship would not be in the 201. They would be in a ; Lo

separate file held by the desk and whoever was handling theé

individual.-.

Mr. Goldsmith. That's a separate question.

Aside from that, however, would the documents normaily

£
b
;

go into the file in chronological order? ;

Mr. Rocca. Let me assure you, Mr. Goldsmith, that
there are people who are far better informed on this topic
than I am, and therefore whatever I say should be taken cum

COCNZ?IDZNTIAIL
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grano sale, as they say, with a grain of sal£.

Mr. Goldsmith. Normally in a 201 file, will the
documents be filed sequentially?

Mr. Rocca. And I want that tc be very well
understood. The whole matter of records, in other words, is.

a matter for which people are paid very high salaries, and :

they have been in charge in this area from the very beginniig?
But changes and modifications to the system have taken plac;.?
But I would defer to their statements with respect to a
number of the questions that you have asked.

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had occasion to review
any 201 files?

Mr. Rocca. Yes, I've read many, many of them.

Mr. Goldsmith. Eundreds of them?

Mr. Rocca. Not hundreds, I would say. I can't --
a figure like that -- but I have read many of them.

Mr. Goldsmith. To the best of your recollection,
did the files that you read contain their documents in the

\

chronological order in which the documents arrived? 1In

other words, I am asking you to respond to the question that

I raised earlier.

As a matter of routine, are the documents filed in

the 201 file in sequential or chronological order, so that ﬁhe»

earliest document would be on the bottom and the last documént

would be on top?

2,
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Mr. Rocca. Normally. Normally that would be the case;

Mr. Goldsmith. Now you mentioned the PRQ's, the

personal record questionnaires. You indicated that they

would not be in the 201 file.

Where, to

your knowledge, would they be located?

Mr.

Rocca. They would be located in particular fiﬁesg

B

held by the desk resronsible for the agent. :
1o

Mr. Goldsmith. Would they be located in an operatﬂbns o

or projects file? ?
Mr. Rocca. I think that probably is the correct ;E ¢

term, yes. ﬂ e
R |

Mr. Goldsmith. Please examine CIA number 788, whicb ) %

. N

is the field personality file request form that was used inz ,%
the case of Mr. Oswald. ; o
bid {b

I think you had occasion to review that yesterday. 3
(Pause) S
Mr.

Rocca. I see nothing different here from whzt °

g B Ty

I saw yesterday.

A

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. ; i

I hope that you don't see anything different from w?aﬁ E

you saw yesterday since it's been in the safe all evening.

i

4

According to that documént, when was a 201 file opeﬁed‘*

for Lee Oswald?

Mr. Rocca. Nine December, 1960, is the date for
the request.
CONPIDENTTIA AIL
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Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Is there anything unusual about the Cswald 201 file
being opened over a year after’ the Agency was initially
informed of Oswald's defection and the fact that hé was

alleged to have offered information to the Soviets?

Con R

Mr. Rocca. I find that not unusual in view of the

flow of work anéd the pressure of work. I couldn't explain

LA B GEIN

that gap in terms of anything, except just the normal flow
of business, in view of what I know about the opening of itg
Mr. Goldsmith. So, you think the normal flow of |
business might account for a delay of o&er a year?
Mr. Rocca. Well, it depends on what was the date oé
the material that we got from State. 3
Mr. Goldsmith. PRather than reviewing all that now,
I will just indicate Epat tﬁe material from State star@ed t

9
arrive in late October or early November of 1360. é
|

Mr. Rocca. So, the flow is correct, I would say,

in terms of what was going on. There was an obvious interedt:

in this kind of material.

Mrs. Edgefter exercised an analyst's choice in z
opening the file.

I think there is nothing in the time lapse that
would indicate anything, except the flow of work.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now Mrs. Edgerter was a»member of

the CI/SIG unit, is that correct?

CONTIDENTIAL
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Mr. Rocca. Yes, indeed.
Mr. Goldsmith. Is it unusual for the CI/SIG unit,

which was involved in very sensitive operations =-- not

operations, investigations pertaining to possible vpenet:r:-iticns

= -

of DDP personnel -- was it unusual for this unit to open a
201 file cn someone like Oswald?

I guess the gist of my question is I den't see how
Oswald is relevant to the primary purpose of CI/SIG.

Mr. Rocca. Well, I would disagree with that.

Mr. Goldsmith. Please explain.

Mr. Rocca. I would consider this to be fully within s

the competence of this unit, especially in view of ﬁhe laﬁ%e
number of defectors that had accumulatediby this time. :
There were others, Americans, in many instances, people
that, it is my recollection, we regarded as more serigus,
potentially, losses. I can remember one who had the
specif;catigns of a nozzle that prepared plastic in a
particular fashion. There was press stuff in the interimé
two clippings that had come out. Patricia Blake had

written her articles.

In other words, there was an accumulation of mateqial_?

which concerned Americans, and a gathering interest at thit
time, 1959 and 1960, in the XGB, ultimately confirmed by
Golitzin, as I reported yesterday, that no defector from éhe
American armed forces -- and that list that we had from

CHOD NN IDZNTIAL
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State consisted of at least two or three other military
defectors from West Germany, and I woul& have considered it
a dereliction not to have opened a 201 file.

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, I certainly agree that a 201
should have been opened at that time, and it would also seem
that the appropriate unit within the Agency to open the fil; é

would have been the CI staff.

My question is more narrowly focused in why would

CI/SIG in particular have been opening the file.

e e

Mr. Rocca. Because of their Concern, basically,
with the problem of Americans and they were the recipient é
of the materials, probably from the Office of Security, ;
if not the actual copy of that material, certainly the chité
chat. Bruce Solie was -- B-R-U-C-E S-0-L~I~E -~ constantiy;

in touch with Mr. O'Neill and with Mrs. Edgerter, I am-sure?

i

Mr. Goldsmith. But from the face of it, it does noﬂ

appear that Oswald posed any sort of a counter intelligence :

PO SR A s e e 1 T e v o, Sy S i S e i
TR A e R B Wies TG S UL ot e e L e

iR

threat in terms of the penetration of DDP personnel. |

A

Mr. Rocca. Of the U.S. security interest. At a velgyf
high level, though, he did, involving other departments ‘
and agencies of the government.

Mr.-Goldsmith. I understand, and I am not suggestiég
that a file should not have been opened by the CI staff.

I am just trying to determine why CI/SIG in particular, whiéh

was concerned about DDP penetrations would have been openiné

CCNTIDZEMNTIATL
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the file.

Mr. Rocca. Let me go back and open a little parenthe;i
about this. What I regard now, in the light of what you said;
iz prchabliy & too narrow view of what SIG was interested in.

They were also concerned with Americans as a securiiy%

threat in a community wide sense, and they dealt with FBI

cases, with the Office of Security cases, and with other caée;}
on the same level, as they dealt with our own, basically. f |
Mr. Goldsmith., So, how would the function of
CI1I/SIG =--
Mr. Rocca. At least, that's as I would represent
it. But again, Mr. O'Neill would be the person to judge
exactly and I would defer to him. s
Mr. Goldsmith. How would the function of CI/SIG
in that case be different from in the Office of Secufity,
in general?
Mr. Rocca. It would be with respect to where and
what had happened to DDP materials with respect to a defectﬁoé
in any of these places. fi

Mr. Goldsmith. Again, though, Oswald had nothing .

to do with DDP at this time, at least apparently.

Mr. Rocca. I'm not saying that. You said it. § 5

Let me take the Dunlap case.
Mr. Goldsmith. I'm not familiar with that case.

Mr. Rocca. If we can get off of this, because I

CONTEPTIDENTIA AL
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don't want any misinterpretation.

Mr. Goldsmith. Neither do I.

Mr. Rocca. This is an NSA case. A defector, a
Soviet agent, has committed suicide and subsequently it was
determined that by finding the materials in his house he had
actually stashed away a large number of reports coming
from the DDP, and indeed coming from Soviet defectors that »;;
had provided the material.

That case, and the handling of the relations with
NSA on Dunlap, was a matter handled by SIG and by Ops jointﬁéi
They worked together on that. It illustrates, therefore, 2
in another area the community wide aspect to security and
security problems, on the assumption that against the KGB
you've got to work together in cases involving security
and penetration or you are going to be had separately.

This concept is, I think, very definitely an
authorization for the opening by SIG of the file in these
circumstances. And indeed, I would say t hat to test it, ones;
should look at whether or not files were opened on the
other names in thé State Department list.

If you f£find that that is the case -- and it is my
belief that.that is the case, although I have no way of
proving it because it has never actually ever been put to tl'fer
point where it was necessary to do this as a test -- I thiné

that the question you are getting at is answered.

CoONFIDENTIAL
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It is a formal part of their responsibility.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Turning to CIA number 788, again I would like to ?
direct your attention to the box that is labeled "other
identification.” In that box there is a number one, next to
which someone wrote in the letters "AG."

Do you know what those letters would stand for?

Mr. Rocca. I do not.

Mr. Goldsmith. At the bottom of the page, at the
bottom of this document, it indicates that Oswald's file isé

a restricted file.

t
i

Do you know why the file would have been restricted}

Mr. Rocca. My impression would be that this would é: £
have been restricted in order to assure knowledge in SIG .
in this as one of a category of files involving Americ§n
defectors, that they would want to know about in the event ﬁ
that anyone else developed information or expressed an
interest of any kind.

A}

For example, the Lee Harvey Oswald file was restrid&eh

when it was taken-over by R & A, when it was given to me. ;-g
Mr. Goldsmith. So that, if anyone -- |
Mr. Rocca. So that, if anyone came in and checked.

that file -- i

Mr. Goldsmith. vou would know about it.

Mr. Rocca. -- I would know immediately who he was,

g
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I would be asked, "Can this person look at the file, " and
obviously I would permit that.

So, in other words, it is a subsidiary form of
control which permits some kind of internal order in the
processing of the material.

(Pause)

Mr. Goldsmith.. Would you please examine CIA numbeé
943, which is a Xerox copy of three file cards. Please E
confine your attention simply to the top two file cards,
both of which pertain to Lee Harvey Cswald.

(Pause)

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to review thi%
document?

-

Mr. Rocca. Yes.,

Mr. Goldsmith. Turning your attention to the top i
card, which as I indicated refers to Lee Harvey Oswald, in
the upper right hand corner of that card there is an
indication which says 'CI Project/RE, 9 November, 1959."

Do you know what "CI Project/RE' refers to?

Mr. Rocca. The CI Project refers to -- I don't
know what the RE is at this point, but I may figure it out
by the timé I finish talking, answering the first part of
the question -- CI Project is simply a name of convenience?
which was used to describe the HTLINGUAL or HDLINGUAL, f
or whatever it was. But the RE may be a name or initials éf
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people. I can't associate that.

(23]

This is the first time I have seen these cards, as

o

far as I know.

IS

Mr. Goldsmith. But the term "CI Project" to the

; ‘g% best 6f your knowledge refers to the HDLINGUAL program? P
= | !
oy A '.' ]
3 c Tk Mr. Rocca. To the mail intercept program, add ;
[ E - ! : l
o g P -
b c : that was the convenient form, that was the phrase that Mr. :
Q. = : i
c = 2 ;
8 T ¢ 0'Neill used when he talked about it. .
g : 7 Mr. Goldsmith. So, this suggests that Oswald may iavé
3 ' b .
. ea ki H
g Z "1 been the subject of this mail intercept program or one of the:
o = 5 . £ :
> = n f; :
° = . subjects. ‘
Q = ' :
5 = i ‘
Q < i Mr. Rocca. It suggests that there was something .
= i ) ! ,
o = i3 . . o fo i g
™ = ' 4 in it that was actually accessioned, or that they were glvﬁn -
5 L I
= = s . , oo os
° e i this as a warning to be on the alert for it in their screeriing ¥
» - ! : C
[ = 18 . i
Py g '~ 1 of the materials. I cannot determine that from this. T,
3 = i
[ ~ ! | L
= 13 . 3
: - J In other words, it may have been a watch list card that fIQWec %
" - ; : i
0 (%] 1=, ' 3
g - l; naturally out of the opening. o
2 Z oy .
- = ! Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.
8 i
> ~ i (Pause)
5 s L.
a 5 0 ,
o ; Mr. Rocca. AR -- RE means [ ]
“w i
w ‘.!! ! H
T A= Mr. Goldsmith. Would you spell that for the record.
g7 '
v ; Mr. Rocca. This is my guess, now, as I say.
1§ And he was a translator on the project.
zz ;
s Mr. Goldsmith. So that suggests that there was a mail
]
i ‘ CONFPIDEMNTIAL
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intercept that --

e

Mr. Rocca. No. It suggests only that there was a
warning that there should be an alert for it.

Mr. Goldsmith. To him?

Mr. Rocca. Well, to whomever was using
that watch list because it would be used by people surveyidg !
the materials. =

You can readily answer your own question by just
going through the materials and spotting them, as far as
the contents are concerned.

i

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like you to review a documebt;
4 .

3

marked CIA number 2035. This is a document dated 20 Februﬁgy,
1964, and it's a memo to you, Chief of the CI/R & A unit. i
(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. Who gave it to me?

Mr. Goldsmith. Have you had a chance to read this é
document?

Mr. Rocca. Yes, yes.

'The machine's listing of documents officially f :
recorded as being -- was requested and is attached. The b
actual -- of this type was begun in '63. A few .items of
previous-dafes were also recorded. A comparison of the
documents physically available and the 201 file, and those

reports as being as shown -- 37 documents that should be

in the 201 file are not available. This total is made up

coeo M=z I D=z NT
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w
1
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of two dispatches, seven memorandum from the FBI, one CSCI,
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two State Department documents, and 25 cables.”

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you remember receiving this

memorandum?
Mr. Rocca. No. But it's not of any particular
import. These materials had been simply displaced for

separate handling on the 201, and I judge that this was
something that Mr. Hartman prepared or had prepared
for me, which I handled through him.

Mr. Goldsmith.
attached to it.

Mr. Rocca.
who knows, who has access to the material.
people are those ones.
Goldsmith.

Mr. Is it customary for those memos

not to contain signatures of the authors of the memos?

The memo doesn't have a signature

Well, it has to be written by someone

He and the RID

1
i

Mr. Rocca. It depends on how rapidly they are writ?eh.‘é

This I think is his signature, is his writing (indicating.)

N

Mr. Goldsmith.

By that you are referring to the
script notation?

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

Mr. Goldsmith.
no particular import?

Mr. Rocca. Because we know that there are two

dispatches.

COMPIDENTIAL

Now why do you say that this is of

We know that there are seven memoranda which

o .
ey gt
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were being probably read by Mr. Dooley and therefore were not
in the file. We know that there is a CSCI and therefore

all of these are accountable pieces of paper. In other
words, they haven't disappeared. The 25 cables were probably;
in the materials that went back to the GP Floor period.

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, how do we know, in fact, that
the materials have not disappeared?

Mr. Rocca. Well, I would say that we know that by
simply going back and looking at the file at the present tiée;
to begin with. This was not, in other words, an attempt to :
trace materials that had disappeared from the file.

Mr. Goldsmith. WNow this document makes reference td

an attachment of the missing --

Mr. Rocca. It says that they should be in the 201 é ?
but they are not in it. But that doesn't mean that they ara
not present.

Mr. Goldsmith. The document makes reference to an
attachment which contains a list, a more detailed list, of éhé
specific documents that are not in the file. The committee% i
staff has been unable to locate that attachment in the Oswaﬁd?
201 file. | .

Whai would be the best way to determine whether, in.
fact, the documents that were unavailable on this date~had,;

in fact, been returned to the file?

Mr. Rocca. Ask Mr. Hartman.to do it and he will
CHNPIDENTIAL
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give you the answer to it. I obviously asked for this, and

as I say, my recollection is I would have asked him for it

pursuant to an attempt to get a grasp over exactly what
should have been -~ what should be in the file when we
machined it.

Mr. Goldsmith. If the document is of no particula? P

import at all, why is it marked "Secret, Eves Only?" 1

Mr. Rocca. Everything is marked "Secret, Eyes Onl\‘é."j
Mr. Goldsmith. When you say "everything," you --
Mr. Rocca. This is an occupational disease. So
that does not give me great trauma.
Mr. Goldsmith. Are you suggesting that the docume@tsg

in the Oswald file commonly contain the sensitivity indicaéor;

g

known as "Secret, Eyes Only?"

Mr. Rocca. Well, most of them do, I would say.-
Or, a good number of them do. I think the point is academié.}
I mean, the classification was one applied by a secretary,

whoever typed the memo.

In other words, these papers are not -- this is not a,

list of papers that have been removed from the file permanébtl}?

%

#
Y

And, I don't recall the circumstances under which at this

T

time this request was made. But I think the person who worked

on it is a person who probably could shed some light on it.

g S

Mr. Goldsmith. I should indicate for the record that

the staff's review of the Oswald file has uncovered extremély_'g

CONFPTIDENTIATL
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few documents with the specific notation "Sécrety, Eyes Oniy,Q
which is one of the reasons that we focused on this particular
memo, as it suggests that there are materials that are not
in the file, which should be, and particularly because the
attachment referred to is not available in the file itself.
(Pause) | i
Mr. Rocca. Where do you f£ind the reference to the
attachment? This is what I can't £ind.
"Tt is attached,”is that it?

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes, in the first sentence.

LR i T

(Pause)

JCHIPE S -

Mr. Rocca. Well, as I have stated, I have no ;

recollection of the episode. My best recollection on the

NS =S W

basis of the handling of the time was that this was an

N3

effort to make sure that we had everything together. We
requested this kind of review. This answer came back. I ¢
have no way of explaining why it was "Secret, Eyes Only."

I don't regard it necessarily as of any great significance,

1

per se. The person who did it would have to explain it.
. g

But I am certain that the next step that I wouldrtéké
would have been to say to get these items into the file.

Mr. Goldsmith. Of course, we don't know which ite&s:

4

specifically they are.

Mr. Rocca. Well, I mean -~ two dispatches, seven

b

. i
memoranda from the FBI, one CSCI -- I mean, the file at theis

i ST
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stage, this is February, 1964, the machine file was in the
process of being accumulated. The file itself was in

use. We were right at the beginning, in other words, of
assembling the machine record which eventually we would shaw .
and did show to the Warren Commission later on that year.

In other words, I would characterize this document as an o : é

interim summary, a status report, on the attempt to create .

the final mechanized record of the file. I in no way woul&xé -

3
attribute to this lanquage the fact that these actual mateqlals

were missing.

Mr. Goldsmith. You have indicated that the handwrifting:¥
in the lower lefthand corner of the page is Mr. Hartman's.
Mr. Rocca. That would be my guess.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you read for the record what‘é;ﬂ %

i

B TR

that script writing indicates. . é

Mr. Rocca. "Please keep loosely in the last volumeé %
of Oswald's 201" and it's scratched out. It is X'd out. ~§
I don't know what this is (indicating.) i f

Mr. Goldsmith: I can't make that handwriting out if

, : L

either.

Mr. Rocca. Well, if it isn't Mr. Hartman's handwriitizngf;f
4 : =

he could help identify it. That's the point.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would there be any reason to keep

this document in the last volume of Oswald's 2017

é’.
«“‘
F)

Mr. Rocca. Well, the last file means it is the lagt 2
%

CCcUTIDENTIAL
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one that's been opened, I mean, in the serial performance,
in a looseleaf sense. In other words, it would be the most
recent one.

Mr. Goldsmith. Ckz..

Mr. Rocca. Last in the sense of the mcst recent onq.;

’ |
Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2075, which

is the second page of a memorandum to the Director of the FQI
#

dated 30 January, 1964. The subject matter is Jack Ruby.

My question is a very narrow one.
)

This page contains some Cross references indicating]}
_ .

which files received a copy of this memorandum, and among é"
i
1

other llstlngs it indicates that a copy went into a file that

is referred to as a dummy file. This parenthetically lndlcgtesuf

B

dummy -- "CI/R&A(Dummy)”.

What is a dummy file?

—

Mr. Rocca. Whoever wrote this kept dummy files,
which would be a file for his own purposes of what he had

sent to us. ;

AY

Mr. Goldsmith. Is a dummy file then simply a soft

file?

i .
i 1

Mr. Rocca. A soft file or whatever you want to cali

R e AR s B
& 1 : ,

it. It would be eventually destroyed, I suppose.

NN

It would be for his reference in checking off whati
had been sent. ‘ 5
Mr. Goldsmith. Okay. %
AAeNTIDEZNTIAL f
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Mr. Rocca. That would be my best guess under the

circumstance.

i

Mr.Goldsmith. Do you have any basis today for thinking

that Oswald may have been an agent of the XGB?

" Mr. Rocca. I would have to say what I stated

“ ’@&X‘" e

yesterday, that there is no credible evidence at this momen;,,

at this time, on the basis of the records that we have that§
he was a KGB agent in the United States.

If you are asking me as a counter intelligence spec1hlls

generally what my feelings are on balance regarding his ?

relationship to the KGB, I Qould answer that there is no quésti
that he was debriefed in detail by at least two eschelons o%
Soviet authorities, one of which, if not both of which, weré
KGB, and if there are indeed two, one was the Thirteenth
Department. I am relying now on defector information for
that judgment.

.He himself in his statement, which you have remindedi

me of, indicated that he felt free to give that information§

AT DR

I think it is now ascertained beyond reasonable doubt that ?e;
knew from direct observation énough about U-2 to give that QAE ;
as a most significant item of information to the Soviets, and
that he hlmself, as he said, felt free to give radar 1nformitlo*
So, placing together the contact at the camp in California,? ‘

the Marine Camp, going back to the Delgado testimony, the

rapidity of his release from the Marine Corps, presumably oh

TN YT IDEINTIATL




(ctz o24) vosH 83ATYD2y TeuOTjEN BY3Z FO sbuyproy ayjy uwoajd pasnpozdaa

YRR

(202) 55h

26024y

REFGRTERS BULLDTHG, WASHLHGTCN, D, C,

AN

S

TTH B REET,

ann

(Y]

L

~i

<

)

—
[N)

in

i

LDdd

compassionate reascns which turned out to be a trip to the

Soviet Union and all the rest, I would say there is no questién
therefore, about the debriefing and his cooperation.

Mr. Goldsmith. What would the other eschelon have

been that debriefed Oswald?

Mr. Rocca. It would have been one of the screening ' .

, . ]
units connected with the journalistic apparatus or Zforeigner

¢

apparatus of the fourth -- of the American Department of thé

Second Chief Directorate group of the Internal Group which,’

however, defers on matters of military specialties--

i
3

understood this from a defector; I think this is sustained

by others -- to the Special Department.
So, there is no gquestion in my mind that he was,
therefore, in their hands.
At that point, it becomes purely séeculative, gxcepﬁ ok
that there is much more circumstantial evidence involved
in his handling and treatment in the U.S.S.R. that can be
more pertinently commented to, and was in part pertinently?

commented to, in the memoranda submitted to the Warren

Commission, but can be I think more fully and pertinently
4

1

commented to by the defectors available today, which show

highly specialized and favorable treatment.

lw
%

s,
;

There is also the fact -- and this is just pure -- S

|

are we on the record?

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

(0]
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Mr. Rocca. This is just pure counter intelligence

lab work, and as I say, it's absolutely impossible to talk

about these things in public, but Minktenbaugh, a confessed

Soviet spy -- M-I-N-K-T-E-N-B-A-U-G-H -- another who went to¢
the Soviet Union in 1959 and 1960 -- he was connected with

Johnson, the Sergeant Johnson case -- was assessed, trainedé
and returned to the United States on a separate mission. Hé

F

had made his contact in Berlin, as had Johnson.

The interesting thing is that they presented him to 3 .

woman who was to come to the United States with him as a wifs,

under the guise of a wife. He is a homo, and so the thing

§
did not work, though they tried. But the M-0, if you put the
Marine business together, is close to exactness on the
methodology, that is, the setting up of a couple, but the

timing is what is interesting -~ 1960.

These are just things that keep you thinking in the é

Bl

middle of the night. Was the case officer who handled

Minktenbaugh and who we know by his own confession and polerépk%

now he is out and serving time and he has, as I judge, toldj
his story completely -- was he part of the same -- here, f
Minktenbaugh is an Army defector, or Air Force, whatever.
Think about.the problem of recruitment in a gross sense thaﬁ
the Soviets would have. Note these associations in time and
space.

Mr., Goldsmith. Was the Warren Commission told about
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this defector, Minktenbaugh?

Mr. Rocca. This has all been developed since then.

Mr. Goldsmith. When did the Minktenbaugh case break?

Mr. Rocca. Oh, it broke after 1964 - 19265.

Mr., Coldsmith. Do you know whether the woman compan*op
to Minktenbaugh was a witting collaborator to the plot? i

Mr. Rocca. Ch, she was, indeed.

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. Now I trust you understand that I am notg
stressing this. I am simply stating it as a fact on the taéle
in a laboratory sense, which counter intelligence people ar%
supposed to be dealing with. It is not for publication. :

Mr. Goldsmith. Are you familiar with the allegation%
that Lee Harvey Oswald was a CIA agent? é

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

Mr. Goldsmith. When did this allegation first arise?

.Mr. Rocca. It came out almost immediately. It was )
in the press immediateiy, as I recall.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was the allegation ever brought to y%ué
personal attention? |

Mr. Rocca. No, not for any action.

Mr. Gﬁldsmith. Were you ever directed to conduct an’
investigation into this?

Mr., Rocca., ©No.

I certainly sent Mr. Hartman around to ask people
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whether there were any traces in all of the files of the agenéi
to which we had access to ascertain whether there was ever ané
contact with this man.

Mr. Goldsmith. Why did you do that? :’ 
Mr. Rocca. Because it disturbs me greatly that the:
thing could even be suggested.

Mr. Goldsmith. And when did vou send Mr. Hartman

around to conduct this?

Mr. Rocca. Oh, it was in that period and later. f

Mr. Goldsmith. What was the result of Mr. Hartman'%

investigation?

Mr., Rocca. There was no indication that was ever

produced that Lee Harvey Oswald was ever in any kind of

fiduciary relationship.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall what Mr. Hartman's

investigation entailed?

:Mr. Rocca. No, I don't.

I mean, he went around simply asking peop%e in the
various desks, in the various components, in the Contacts

Branch.

Mr. Goldsmith. Did he submit to you in 1963 or 1964

the results of his investigation?
Mr. Rocca. I cannot recall that.
He certainly did verballv, which was that there was no ﬁ

substance to the clain.
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Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the'issue is
sufficiently important to have warranted a written report to
you in 1963 or 19642 E

Mr. Rocca. Well, if there was no substance to it, I
think ‘not.

We were not investigating this. I mean, this was .a
matter actually of pertinence to the Office of Securiﬁy, § X
to the Direétor, to Mr. Helms, and the others, and if thereé
were to be a formal investigation, I would have said they é
would have done it. .

Certainly in the staff meetings this question was
raised at the highest level -- has this man ever been in toécb?k;
So, this was not one of the, in other words, one of the |
questions that I was given formally to work on. It was a é
matter of personal interest.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall whether Mr. Helms
ever asked you to examine this question?

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, he never asked me, no.?
Nor did Mr. Angleton. o 7

That is the best of my recollection at this moment.

Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA number 201 throughé
208.

This is a memorandum for the Chief of the CI staff ;

dated 18 September, 1975, subject matter is the allegations.

of Lee Harvey Oswald's connection with the Agency.
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Mr. Rocca. 19752
Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.
Mr. Rocca. Your question referred to the earlier

period.

Mr. Goldsmith. I know.

Now, in 1975, you were no longer Chief of the CI
staff, were you?
Mr. Rocca. I never was the Chief of the CI staff.g
~Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you.
I stand corrected.
(Pause)
Mr. Rocca. Hah -- he did remember it.
(Pause)
Mr. Rocca. Well, I find this -- I'm glad it exists%
It bears out my recollection.
Mr. Goldsmith. Okay.

.Mr. Rocca. But bear in mind that this was somethin§
that I did out of absolute deep, deep personal animus.
Well, that's the wrong word -- that is, the suggestion tha#
to me I still find greatly offensive. This is the last mab
in the world who could have ever been -- who would have
ever met éur criteria for recruitment.

Mr., Goldsmith. Would you be more specific in the
reason for that?

Mr. Rocca. Well, I mean, his whole background, his
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psychiatric record, his conduct -- this is now on the basis
of what we learn from the record, and it just seemed to me
'just so incongruous and vicious that -- I lose my temper,
I'm sorry.
- Mr. Goldsmith. Are most of the agents that work with,

CIA case officers necessarily stable individuals?

For example --

Mr. Rocca. There are some very definite rules
governing the psychological stability of agents, and these

rules break down into about, among others -- one is their

background record in terms of family and associations;

second, their innate qualifications on testing; third, wheth?z -?Q
they have told you everything about themselves, whether you |
know everything about them; and finally, whether they are
psychologically stable.

So, you have a whole series of qualifications that hef
would fail.

Mr. Goldsmith. The criteria that you are referring té
now which pertained to whether someone would meet the Agencygs
requisite for serving with the Agency as an agent, are theseé;

criteria formally adopted in any Agency regulations or

documents of scme kind?
Mr, Rocca. They're in a handbook.

Mr., Goldsmith. And was the handbook in existence in
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Mr. Rocca. Indeed.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, it would be very easy, for

exanple, simply to --

for Double Agents.f

Mr. Rocca. This was a part of the training. The CI. ‘

staff wrote the handbook. I wrote it, or edited it. ? : i
Mr. Goldsmith. What is the title of the handbook? | ; é

I

Mr. Rocca. TIt's called "Criteria g %

In this case it would have been a person in touch with two : s

services,

£ . e

Mr. Goldsmith. Would the same criteria apply to som§°ne§j
who is not necessarily a double agent? ; .;‘%
Mr. Rocca. It would apply to all agents. They applg -

to all agents.

Mr. Goldsmith. And such a handbook was in effect in % é

w

Mr. Rocca. That handbook was in existence and was a: i

part of the formal training program I referred to in R & A.; ; "
It was a part of the job of R & A to draw up these criteriaé
which had- not been pre;iously drawn up in the 0SS history.

So, on my record of observation of individuals, the | : %

study of the background and history of the entire topic -- % E {

and we covered it in detail, that is, reading the background -

this man would have been rejected out of hand. He would never %

- . 5
have been considered.

Now I have the suspicion that maybe the Soviets got
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to the same point with him.

But this is off the record -- this is not off the
record. I mean, this is just a joke.

Mr. CGoldsmith., Referring again to 201, to CIA number
201, this is a memo that was prepared apparently by Mr.
Hartman.

Do you'know at whose request Mr. Hartman would have
prepared this memo dated in 1975?

Mr. Rocca. He prepared it at my request, I think.

Mr. Goldsmith. No, this memo -- well, you were no

A Aok R AL

longer with the Agency formally in 1975; Would he have
prepared this memo for you in 19752

Mr. Rocca. I was still on contra&t with him, and
this was still, this was certainly pertinent to what the
Rockefeller Commission was doing. It is my recollection,
inasmuch as I have already recalled it in part -- you see,

when I mentioned that your previous question had referred to

1963, well, I recall that part where he did refer to 1963.

\

Mr. Goldsmith. So, in 1975, you asked --

Mr. Rocca. I simply asked him to do this because

I recalled that we had at my instance undertaken within the .

staff on my own responsibility this kind of thing.

Mr. Goldsmith. What was the purpose of your asking
him to prepare this memo in 19752

Mr. Rocca. To get on the record his recollections ofé
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what had happened in 1963 with respect to this gross
allegation.
Mr. Goldsmith. So, by asking him to do that, were

you recognizing that Mr. Hartman had not gottern on thc rzcoré.

in 1963 when he conducted the initial investigaticn?
Mr,., Rocca. No, no.
At that time he did this and reported to me. It was é; ‘%
a purely internal matter. But by 1975, it seemed to me .

worthy of putting down on the record.

et

;

Mr, Goldsmith. But in 1963 it was not put in the

record?

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, it was not.

Let me say that we were, of course, hamstrung by
allegations in the record which we informally checked out
in that fashion. So, I mean, this was perfectly, I think,
normal.

‘Mr., Goldsmith. I note that the 1975 memorandum goes
into very great detail as to all the steps that Mr. Hartman ; : ‘%
took to determine whether Oswald had any connection with the;
Agency. |

Does this extensive detail strike you as somewhat ;
unusual for a memorandum written twelve vears after the :1 ;
investigation was actually conducted?

Mr, Rocca. No.

I told him to simply put down everything he could recall
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about where he had gone.
Mr, Goldsmith. Now, I notice that in CIA number 2106t4.

letter E, he indicates that through the Security Research

Section of the Office of Security, he had the security filés

checked. There was no record of Oswald.

Now, in fact, the Security Office did have a record;

E
{

on Oswald in 1963. Did that strike you as an incongruoﬁs é—
3 %

Mr. Rocca. I don't think that view is referring toj-- 4§

| ,

that that was referring necessarily to the topic of the 3
1

interest, namely that there was any kind of a relationshipé

with him that involved the Agency, or else they simply

i

4
didn't tell him. It certainly would be incongruous if the} e
. : - ?}A

had a file. ' é i

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, we have seen several Office of

Bk

Security documents pertaining to Oswald, preassassination.

Mr. Rocca. That's right, and you have to know whic§

office .in the Office of Security you are talking to. I cap't é?

judge this one at all, except in terms of these twovelemengs:

N

(a) that it may have been a part of the Ofice of Security j

that literally didn't have a file; or that the file that

they showed him was totally derivative, consisting of pres?
and other Qell known items, and therefore he did not consiéer %!
it really new information or significant information withié v;
the terms of the memorandum.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, on CIA number 2108, he indicates

TcoMEP T DENTI
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that there are five documents wnich had been‘sent to the Agenéy
before the assassination. "Two of the documents have been
sent to us" -- referring to the Agency -- "by the FBI, two
v the Department of State, and one by the U.S. Navy."

- 80, in other words, Mr.Hartman felt that prior to the

assassination there were five documents from other agencies in

Oswald's 201 file.

Mr. Rocca. Well, some of them you have actually
shown me, or I thought so -- I mean, they seem to have been 1

in the file.
(Pause)
Mr. Goldsmith. Off the record.
(Discussion off the record.)
Mr. Rocca. Is the point whether it is five or one?

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Burke is attempting to locate thég

document that I was going to refer you to at this point. ;

The specific one I have in mind is a --

Mr. Rocca. Well, I can check this record against thi
actual records in the files. I assume that this represented .

his best statement.

Mr. Goldsmith. In fact, that statement contradicts

the listing of documents that was given to the Warren Commiésibr;
by Mr. Helms in 1964. Mr. Helms indicated that there were,
or at least his list indicated that there were more than

five documents received from otheragencies.
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Mr. Rocca. Well, Mr. Hartman erred, fhen, or at least:
I would assume on this, unless he actually had some kind of
consultation with the record, which he could have had, inaSmuéh
as these materials were &t hand. I would say that there i$
no doubt that -- in other words, there is nc definitive

significance to be attached to that expression. On recounting

he may find six, or he may find four. He was not, I thlnk,é 2 kS

in putting this memorandum together -- ‘
Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know what a DBA is?
Mr. Rocca. DBA, I would judge, is a bureau, is a g

bureau indicator. ' f
Mr. Goldsmith. According to that memorandum by

Mr. Helms, there were substantially more than five documents ! ¥

g ek

in the file. I am wondering what the reason for the inconsﬁsf
tency is between the Helms record and the Hartman memo.
Mr. Rocca. I think that you could undoubtedly work
it out: and it would turn out to be something completely
(excusable) because the DBA memo --— this is a cryptonym )
for bureau material. o
Mr. Goldsﬁith. Mr. Burke has located the document. ?
According to this document, which is CIA number 2038;
prior to the assassination, included in Oswald's 201 file
were seven documents from the FBI, ten from the Department éf

State, two from the Department of Navv, one from the

Irmigration and Naturalization Service, and then there were
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internal CIA documents and newspaper clippinés.

Mr. Rocca. So, he is just wrong.

His talley is in error.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, at the bottom of 2038 there is
a notation which I would like you to review. In parenthese%
it indicates "inventory of documents contained in file ”
attached for all but addressee."

i

Let me bring that to your attention and see if you can

B

explain that to me.

Mr. Rocca. O©h, we did not attach the actual documen&s

to anybody but the addressee. We gave them just a list of

thcse documents, apparently. That would .be my reading of

this. f o

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Mr. Rocca. I mean, it would have required a large

scale reproduction.
.Mr. Goldsmith. Would a file search conducted by
Mr. Hartman in 1963 definitely have resolved the question of
whether Oswald was ever connected with the Agency in any
way? o
Mr. Rocca. As far as I'm concerned it would have. | : j
Mr, éoldsmith. Assuming things were done in the 1 E W
ordinary course of business.

Mr. Rocca. Assuming that he had checked all the plages

that he had said he checked and that we knew about, that womld
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have been definitive.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, you indicated earlier that you
did not regard it unusual that Oswald's 201 file was opened
over a year after the first indication of his giving informatior

to the Soviets was obtained by the Agency.

Mr. Rocca. But only within a few months of the

5
receipt of the first information regarding this as I under%

g

stood it.

i

Mr, Goldsmith. Well, the information was initially

received in October of 1959. The file was opened in

FE T SIS

December of 1960, over a year after the initial receipt of

ks

the information. Lo

In October or November of 1960, the State Department }

i

sent information and it was sometime after the State Departm?nt

communicated to you and Oswald that the file was opened. !

Mr. Rocca. In other words, we're arguing here the i

o Km0

stimulus and how close to the action the stimulus was.

Mr. Goldsmith. Exactly.

\

Mr. Rocca. I'm saying that the stimulus -- speaking

for Miss Edgerter, I don't know what prompted her to do thisé
or the timing, because it was not my component. I had no ‘5 w§

knowledge that the action even was being done. In fact,

I was pleasantly surprised on the 23rd, which was a Friday,

to know that we -- and I learned this on Saturday morning ;
&

when I went into the office -- that we even had a 201 on ?
i
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him,

So, I'm simply giving you my best guess, Mr. Goldsmith;

And I don't regard it as unusual.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you regard the fact that the Agency

never debriefed Oswald or that there is no record of such a;
debriefing upon Oswald's return from the Soviet Union as
unusual in any wav?

Mr. Rocca. No, not at all.

Mr.Goldsmith. Why not?

Mr. Rocca. Because under the delimitations agreemeni,:

he was strictly the Navy's baby, and the FBI's baby, and

that is it.

Mr. Goldsmith. Even though he may have had information

of -~

Mr. Rocca. I'm going to Indian wrestle with you on

this one.

.Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I want to indicate to you%
that, again, you should not infer from my line of questioniig;

that we -- '

Mr. Rocca. I'm not. I'm joking. I'm joking.
Mr. Golidsmith. =-- are predisposed in any way toward%
the resolution of this issue. And, I don't want to arm :

wrestle with you,.
Mr. Rocca. Well, you are aware of the delimitations:

agreement and the specifications that it sets out with respect
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to the approaches to and the responsibilities for the security
of members of the Armed Forces, former members of the Armed i
Forces. It's a very, very strictly adhered to code that

#“r, Over and the members of the domestic community drew

up in 194C, and which we respected very, very carefully.

This is a decentralized approach to security. It has its

disadvantages and any kind of cooperation that you get has éoi

come from -- on cases, has to come from mutually arrived at !

i i

agreement.

And this man, as a Navv man, a Marine, was strictly |
4

their baby. And that would be my answer to it.

i
x
I
%
b w

Mr. Goldsmith. What is the formal name given to this§
agreement between -- oo 5

Mr. Rocca. It is called the Delimitaticns Agreement.;

1

Gl e
C e T

4
It is a primary document in trying to understand the very g
grave difficulties we have in working against an integrated ; b
! b
adversary. : iﬁ
%§

Mr. Goldsmith. And this agreement was promulgated iné

1940, roughly?

Mr. Rocca. 1940, and revised at various times

periodically. It still exists and it governs and lays down ;

2

3

the ground rules.

And, if anyone asked me in R & A at that time whether

or not we should debrief this man, the first thing that would

have come to my mind was stay away from it, it's a Navy %

22T PIDENTIACL
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matter, a Marine matter, and a Bureau matter, and they should.

have priority.

No one did, incidentally.

Mr. Goldsmith. Even though Oswald may have had
information of a positive intelligence nature, ip other wor@s,
not only did Oswald pose an interest to the American
intelligence community because he may have been a counter
intelligence security threat, but he also had access to
information on the Soviet Union that might have been of
positive intelligence significance, is your position still

that no component within the Agency would have had an

interest in debriefing him?
Mr. Rocca. Would not have had a legitimate interest -

on its own to have done this. It would have had to

SRR

coordinate with the Navy or with whatever component had the%
responsibility under the Delimitations Agreement.

- Mr. Goldsmith. Despite the fact that Oswald may havé
had positive inteiligence information?

Mr. Rocca. Indeed; indeed.

Mr. Goldsmith. Please refer to CIA number 2137,
which is a memo for Mr. Rankin dated 1 July, 1964, specificaliyi;
dealing with the question of how Oswald was able to make é , ff

the trip on a direct flight from London to Helsinki on

October 10, 1959 and arrive at his downtown hotel in

4

I

ralsinki by midnight of the same day, when the only flight

*
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leaving London was a FinAir flight that would have arrived
in Helsinki at 11:30, a time that would not have permitted

Oswald to have cleared custcms and made the trip to the

hotel,

This has been an issue that has received some attentioﬁ
recently. I am wondering whether the Agency was ever able
fully to resolve this question.

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, they were not. They
gave up -- there was a time schedule worked out and passed

to this Commission. This was a report done by Mr. Murphy's.

people, that Mr. Wigren, who I mentioned yesterday, worked
on. I cannot judge its relevance without reading it. But
I do agree that there is a -- he did move fairly fast.

But that may be just traveller's luck.

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. I can add nothing to this.

Mr. Goldsmith. 'Was the Agency ever able to resolve :
the question of how Oswald was able to obtain a visa to ent@r:
the ngiet Union as quickly as he did?

Mr. Rocca.\ This, too, was a matter prepared by % E
the appropriate cemponent. I cannot recall its specific
details . or feally judge it in terms of its definitive
quality. I think probably we did the best job we could
on 1it.

You see, on the memo that vou have just shown me,

D ™o m - A‘

— L] - <

~

e e e N
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f which 2137, Duncan was the researcher in SB Division who

worked on the problem and prepared the memorandum.

|
3
1 I certainly am not qualified to challenge conclusions
i they reached.
'.2 =z I .
2 T ‘ . . ot
N i Mr. Goldsmith. I am not asking you to challenge their . .
5 s U
m - , conclusions. C
0 < s Lo
Lo} o~ S Lo
5 = { I am asking you whether any additional information : . ‘
Q. = o i . 5 :
c = I i |
a = ! . . . . . i -
® ~ i ever came to your attention pertaining to this issue. [
"™ 3 5 :
o < ﬁ Mr. Rocca. Ah, that's another matter, I'm sorry, I
. = 10
4 = i didn't understand that. i
e .. '
3 G :
a < ) Mr. Goldsmith. According to CIA number 2047, which ,
o = '3 ;
: = i I will read to you in relevant part, it indicates that an !
- = va B
RS :
0] o~ ;u 4
- = % Agency source stated that there was no record that there wasi °
eE s :
9 Z | any request for a U.S.S.R. visa processed through normal
'ni = 14 l : o
> = % channels for Oswald at any time during 1959, and the source i %
La] y i ¢ it
a ©1 i .
> - | I . . pes . . .
= < ! indicated it was difficult to explain how Oswald might have |
g ; ) : H
T @ | received his visa in two days without going through normal
n — -
Q = Y
» ~ ' . . .
- - ! channels. "The only conclusion which can be drawn is that
2l S o0 ) P
Q e - H i
o 1 Oswald must have received his visa directly from the Soviet |
Ji?}f | Embassy in Stockholm, which occasionally has done special
T IZ A ! :
< ; 4

ket

-

% cases." But the source has no evidence to confirm this
. assumption.

Do you know whether the Agency was ever able to ' ;

*
%

resolve the guestion of how Oswald was able to obtain his

CoONPIDENTIA
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visa so expeditiously?

Mr. Rocca. No. I do not believe that they were able
to do that. This is, however, one of the open questions
that should be worked on.

“Mr. Goldsmith. Does that suggest in your mind that
Oswald may have had an intelligence connection of some kindé

Mr. Rocca. Indeed. V

Let me -- strike that. It would suggest that if é
indeed it turns out that he did have facilitation in his viia
of that kind~-in cther words, that visa»facilitation would ;

tend to suggest that and not the other way around, as I

originally indicated.

BT e e 3

Mr. Goldsmith. Would Mr. Hartman's investigation
into the question of whether Oswald was connected with the
Agency also have led him to determine whether Oswald was an%
agent  some other U.S. intelligence agency?

Mr. Rocca. I think probably not.

Mr. Goldsmith. You mentioned earlier that --

Mr. Rocca. Though I reserve. If he mentions in higz
memorandum the Intér—Agency Source Defector List, which I
think he should have checked, there should have been a
reference thére.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would that conclusively indicate

whether Oswald was an agent of another agency?

Mr. Rocca. If all of the provisions that were -- and I
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misstated the list -- this is the Inter-Agency Source

Register, not the Inter-Agency Defector List -- the Inter—Ageﬁc

Source Register =-- and I believe he did check it. ZIf the !

provisions governing coordinating had been carried out,

there would have been a drop card in there. -

So, the answer to your question would be yes, at lea§t5

as a start. .

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall whether the Warren

L I

Commission was at all particularly concerned with regard to

R

the question of whether Oswald was an agent of the CIA?

Mr. Rocca. No questions of that kind, as far as I -

can recall, were directed through this working level associa&ipaw
that I had with Slawson and Coleman and others on this

point, as far as I know.

U e P e LT

Mr. Goldsmith. Although apparently there was a meeti@g:

with Mr. Dulles that you attended where Dulles indicated to

you that the Warren Commission had asked him to investigate ?hi:

question,

\

'

Mr. Rocca. The meeting with Mr. Dulles, as you kindl§
noted yesterday, was for another purpose, and he simply brouéh;
that in as a matter of collateral, reading the memorandum, |
as he tended to do, of course. This was a matter that had
come up. : i ; f

So, there was, apparently, an interest to the extent

+hat Rankin talked +o0 him about it.
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But I was not brought in on that phasé.

Mr. Goldsmith. Why was Mr. Dulles disinclined to
geﬁ involved in this issue?

Mr. Rocca. I thirnk it was -- I'm simply guessing,
now -- I would say that it would involve a whole matter of
conflict of interest; that is, as a member of the Commissiog,;
he should be objective in these matters. That would be my ;
guess. k

Mr. Goldsmith. How would you evaluate the significaﬁ?é
of Oswald's early discharge and relatively expeditious ;
discharge from the military?

Mr. Rocca. I think it shows palpable and manifest é
bad faith on his part and I can't go beyénd that because
I don't know any more facts.

Mr. Goldsmith. Bad faith in the sense that he was §
getting a hardship discharge and then took off for the Sovie%:
Union? - E

Mr. Rocca. That's right.

Yes. Is that the correct word to use, when a personf
gives an excuse tﬁat is not sustained by his subsequent .
actions?

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, does the fact that he obtainedi
this early discharge suggest to you that O;wald may have haQ
intelligence associations of some kind?

Mr, Rocca. Not necessarily. Pecople would have

-
.
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done this -- lots of people get out of the armed forces

for various reasons. I don't think that alone can really
stand the weight of the interpretation that you have
suggested here, taken together with the meeting with
presumably the Cuban, whoever it was, that Delgado describeg,f
the Schweitzer correspondence, which apparently should be \ ;

looked at again in terms of whether or not it was really a

»«fm\,‘z\‘ﬂh L RN

screen, because if it was, then it shows a degree of %

deliberateness which associates itself with the request for |

e

compassionate departure from the Marine Corps. It tends thénf
to accumulate points on a line that this was a deliberate i .
course of action.

But even when you put all of that together, you are
far from anything that would exclude any contrary hypotheseé,;

and that is what you are trying to get out of analysis. Sy

For that reason, as I said yesterday, you have to be -
very, very careful in drawing conclusions. C
Mr. Goldsmith. Excuse ne.

tPause) ; ;

Mr. Goldsmith. You indicated yesterday that you didé

not have any memory of the Gutierez allegation,

Mr. Rocca. I was unable to do any kind of reading
in the report, or in the depositions to the Warren Report
last night, so it still is a vague and hazy affair.

{Pause)
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Mr. Goldsmith.

RN FIDENTTI

Did you have any respénsibility

with regard to the CIA's handling of the Nosenko issue?

Mr. Rocca.

Mr. Goldsmith.

. Mr. Rocca.

Mr. Goldsmith.

Yes.

None at all.

Which unit was responsible for

During the time of the Warren Ccmmission? :

Mr. Rocca. The handling responsibility was SB

Division.
Mr. Goldsmith. Does that stand for Soviet Brancn? f f %
Mr.

Nosenko at that time?

Rocca. Soviet Branch, Soviet Division -- Mr. Mugp@y,%

e

In the staff which would have had an interest, the componenﬁsé

concerned would have been Ops, the Ops cémponent, it would |

have been Mr. Hunt.
Mr. Goldsmith .

What's Mr. Hunt's first name? | P

Mr. Rocca. James Hunt - not Howard Hunt.

-And, perhaps even Mr. O'Neill and SIG, although I : %
cannot say on this. f
Mr. Goldsmith. Did you ever have any involvement ;
in the Nosenko caée? g

Mr, Rocca. Later.

Mr. Goldsmith. When was that? %

Mr. Rocca. In 1966 - 1967. L

Mr, Goldsmith. What was your role at thaﬁ time? ,?

Mr. Rocca. If it's relevant to your interest, I mean -- é
N ~ 2T DT N TI AL
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Mr. Goldsmith. The reason that it would be relevant
is because of the manner in which Mr. Nosenko was handled by
the Agency vis-a-vis the information that was given about hiam
to the Warren Commission. It requires the committee to look
into both his treatment in 1964 as well as years subsequentf
to that time. i -
Mr,

Rocca. My entry into the Nosenko case -- I am

perfectly wiling to discuss this -- I think it enters into

certainly Mr. Marcucci's indication -- was in connection i

with the review and appraisal of the final report prepared,

or the first draft final report prepared by the Soviet

Division on the case, and their proposed recommendations
for the handling of the case which, as I say, took place

in '65, '66, or '67.

I was asked -- by that time, in other words, the cas§
had reached a concrete stage of, a pile of, a report that
was nearly a foot high. I was asked to read it and to comménti;!

”

upon it and its recommendations.

Mr. Goldsmith. What was your assessment of that repért? ;

Mr. Rocca. My assessment of the report was -- and this i -
is on the record, and there is a report, and I defer all ofj

my remarks here to that paper, because the question is a

rd .. o

complex one-~-that the report should be cut down by at least?

nalf; that it was too long; and that the overall diversity
0of the report, which included a lot of other elements that
~» T T DT N TTIT AL




b

LY A

wW0zh (202) SSW-23ul

fr. (L

Aol

BN

REPOITEURY

A
0

H)

STRELT,

KDY AR

(gfz 9d) WOSH s@ATyoay Teuojaen ayjz jo sbBujproy 8yl woaj paonpoaday

ST

CO'N?IDENTIAL 257

were not related to the Nosenko case,.concerhed other
aspects, like the Golitzin case, be cut out of it, because
they simply encumbered it; that overall, the appraisal that
was made that he was a dispatch defector -- and that certain

action should be taken by the FBI to confirm this or to revﬁew

it and to take further action with respect to his stay in ‘;f 'é
the United States -- should be looked at with great care fi ;
because he had rights under the circumstances. .%

Mr. Goldsmith. Who made the actual decision to detayb' i;

Nosenko under hostile conditions during the period in which éi E
he was in CIA custody? 2
Mr. Rocca. The Chief of SB Division, to the best

of my knowledge. !

= el P

Mr. Goldsmith. What input did Mr. Angleton have

on that?

R

Mr. Rocca. I think he was opposed to that.

"Mr. Goldsmith. What was Mr. Angleton's suggestion

A R

for the way that Mr. Nosenko should be treated?

Ly
a8k,
b

Mr. Rocca. This is not within my competence to

answer because I don't know the thing. It concerns -- in o

other words, you are asking me questions that deal with the |

@2

period that was antecedent to the time that I came into the i

case.
Mr. Goldsmith. Did Mr. Angleton ever discuss that ) _?
with you? s
o e T TN T I AL ;
mm iz on e %
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Mr. Rocca. On the basis of hearsay, then, discussions}
Mr. Angleton would have wanted a much longer period of
interrogation ktased cn the actual materials that had been

accunulated before anything like hostile interrogation was

undertaken, if at all. In other words, to my recllection,
in my recollection, there was a significant difference on

this point. But it was ex post facto; the decision had

already been taken and made and that was irreversible at

that time.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know what role Mr. Helms had

in making that decision?
\.
Mr. Rocca. I do not. ’
Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to discuss with you brig?iy-%

a hypothetical, and I am aware of the Agency's position regq?dir
Nosenko today.
Hypothetically, if it could be established without

any doubt that the story that iMosenko gave to the FBI and thé

CIA regarding the manner in which Oswald was handled in the :

1

Soviet Union -- if it could be established that that story 3§§

was completely untrue or completely unbelievable, what. f % f
significance would that have on the question of whether .
Nosenko was a bona fide or a dispatched defector? ? : ;

Mr., Rocca. It might have no significance, or it might

have much sicgnificance,

He coulild be a bona fide defector who had bean fad
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these materials on the basis of some kind of preknowledge
that it was his intent to go and that he is therefore an
unwitting bearer of a version of the case,

Or, on the

other hand, it could indicate that he 1is a ccntrolled channel

of communication.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, your opinion is --

Mr. Rocca. And there are shades of in between i

these two. ?

PRLEXT

Your opinion is that that doesn't cuf

.

Mr. Goldsmith. v
§
either way, then, in terms of the accuracy of his -- !

1

s

Mr. Rocca. No, it doesn't. It cuts both ways.

I mean, this is the point. It doesn't resolve it to the

exclusion of any other hypothesis, which is what I was

JETRP T R

talking about is the nature of the evidence that you need

here, and until you get it, you've damn well got to keep ité

!
!

out of the press, it seems to me, because you create probleﬂs,

i
then, at the human level that are really irresolvable. Thatj

is what is, of course, dangerous.
AY

I thought you were going to ask a totally different ;
question, which is how would it affect the whole hypothesis
of Oswald in the KDB, which would strike me as being a
much more rélevant question to ask. !

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, Mr. Rocca, I'm afraid that youé
anticipated my next gquestion. i

+

Mr, Rocca, Oh, I'm sorry.
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Mr. Goldsmith. Why don't you answer that one now.

Mr. Rocca. Well, I would have to do it the same way,
Mr. Goldsmith.

It would take, in other words -- it would take very,
very hard evidence either of an agent character or of a

cipher breakthrough to convince me that he was a mandated

killer to begin with, because the nature of the crime, his
conduct and association with the deed are such that this

responds entirely to what I would consider a self—motivated 

act.

So, even if, in other words, he were in touch with

the KGB and an agent--and that would be the implication if
you drew the evidence on Nosenko as being a phony agent, ct
right -- coming back to your question -- I still believe

you would be far from the point of being able to go into thae

World Court or the United Nations or into a diplomatic

demarche or indeed into something even more serious and

state this to have been the causative act.

AY

Is that being fair on the evidence?

Tt seems to me this is what is required in a case of

A

this seriousness.

p ,}"‘"?i’,%‘;;i: i5 e

Mr. Goldsmith. I just have one more question to ask. -

S e TE

vou prior to taking a brief recess.
Mr. Rocca. Let me add, however, what I said yesterday,

]

rhat notwithstanding that guestion, there 1is no question in
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my mind that there is additional information in both Havana
and in Moscow that bears on this motivation and conduct.

Mr., Goldsmith. Would vyou please review CIA number
2041, which is a cable dated 6 January, 1964, dealing with
an individual named Mohammed Reggab.

(Pause)

Mr,

Rocca. Let's see.

This is a person in Berlin.:
I don't know that I have reviewed this. i

(Pause)

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Reggab was an individual who camk |
forward and indicated that at one time he had been a boyfriéné
of Marine Oswald, and he gave the authorities on her backgr?ué
that differed from the story that Marina herself gave. '

4

I an wondering if you are familiar with Mr. Reggab's’

Mr. Rocca.

Mr. [

Mr.

No.

]who originated this, is still present.

Goldsmith. Do you know whether Mr. Reggab ever f

worked for the Agency? .

Mr. Rocca. I do not know that.

Mr. Goldsmith. The memo suggests the possibility that.

he was goiné to start working for the Agency.

Do you know whether that was ever pursued?

Mr. Rocca. I do not know that.

I simply am not cognizant of the facts here.
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Mr. Rocca. Incidentally, are you still talking
hypothetically?
Mr. Goldsmith. Well, if you would like to discuss
something hypothetically, I am open for it.
. Mr. Rocca. I want to revert to the Minktenbaugh
analogy and the woman and the case, the MO.
Mr. Goldsmith, Please do.

Mr. Rocca. These things, identities in time and spa@e

i

and method, are significant, at least at the laboratory levél,

so that the kind of thing that the Soviets might have had i@
mind for Oswald and Marina--if that is her true name, f
whatever her identify is, and if we do know all about her,
and my great regret is that she was not éolygraphed, as Rubyg
was -- I think this is very definitely a portion -- because
she certainly to Patricia Blake said things that I had not
heard on the record before about her past.

‘The Walker thing fits better into the pattern of a
special kind of operational thing, if you, indeed, can belie?é
that Walker was a part of Oswald's interest; as she claims ?i
it was. -

So, you have, in other words, coming back to the
hypothesis, that element of taint with Oswald on the part
of the KGB. But I do feel that however you press it on the

basis of the present "evidence" -- in gquotes -- it still

falls short of suggesting that ne was a mancdated killer in

™ N Mmoo oA 7
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this instance.
I want to make that perfectly clear.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine,

Let's take a brief recess at this time. .
(A brief recess was taken.)
Mr'

Goldsmith, I would like to inform you, Mr.

Rocca, having just taken this brief recess, that I have had

occasion to review some additional documents that were

PR ENC RN

provided to me by the Agency.

‘ d
Yesterday you made reference to a second memorandum !

that you had prepared with regard to the work of the .

Rockefeller Commission and that document.has,now been made %

available to us. :E
Mr. Rocca. In its entirety? é

Mr. Goldsmith., So far as I know, in its entirety,

so that many of the points that were raised yesterday, whereé

you made reference to the memorandum, will be pursued by

my staff and myself. But I just wanted to clarify that

;
i

because there was some suggestion that there was a memorandukm

that was missing and, in fact, it has turned up. ?

g
k
Mr. Rocca. Good. :
Mr. Goldsmith. I have a few questions to address :
to you. Basically they are of a wrap-up nature, followup

questions based upon our review of yesterday's discussion.

23]

irst, dealing with Luisa Calderon, the suspected
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DCI agent who may have had contact with Mr. Oswald, I would

like you to refer to CIA number 1843, which is a cover

page to a transcript. The transcript is the one that

contains the conversation in which Luisa Calderzn makes

her cryptic reference to the Kennedy assassination and

sucyests that she may have had foreknowledge.

I am not going to go into any detail with regard to

H

the transcript itself as you and I have already discussed

the substance.

I would simply ask you to read 1843 and tell me if

vou can identify whose handwriting appears on that page. 2 ;
;.

Mr. Rocca. Oh, you are not asking me to read this. .

We talked about this yesterday.
I'm afraid I cannot recognize it, I'm sorry to say.

It just makes no impression. It looks like a woman's

e

handwriting, but these are just guesses.

‘Mr. Goldsmith. The handwriting indicates that a

transcript is to be sent to someone named Galbond--

\

G~A-L=B-0-N-D -- via Kingman.
Do you know who those individuals were?

Mr. Rocca. I do not.

My guess would be that

this has to do with the Warren Commission and their receipt, of

3

the material.

Mr. Goldsmith. The notation, the handwritten notation,

also indicates the following comment: "Nothing to Buro" =--
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and Buro is spelled B-U-R-O-- "yet."

Do you know whether this transcript was ever given
to the FBI?

Mr. Rocca. No. Whether that transcript was or not,
I cannot say. They already knew the substance of it, of
course, from the earlier transmissions. My guess is that
this was the translation from Spanish that was done for the%
Commission by the Agency.

Mr, Goldsmith. Do you know whether the FBI was
specifically informed about the conversation that Luisa

Calderon had in which she made the reference to the Kennedy

R s

assassination?

Mr. Rocca. I'm certain of it -- that is, I can't !
prove it by the papers that were shown to me vesterday. Bu@
I would be certain of it in my own mind.

(Pause)

-Mr. Rocca. As I say, it is my recollection that
these things were translated for the Commission by the Agend;;
They would be done by people in WH Division who had the %
competence in the ianguage, and therefore there would be ;
different components involved and different routings,
obviously.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you recall ever seeing any cable

traffic that made specific reference to Luisa Caldercn

and this conversaticn?
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Mr. Rocca. No. I would not exclude.that there had
been such, though. But I don't remember any.

Mr. Goldsmith. ¢€an you indicate that the Bureau
received via transmission this conversation?

Mr. Rocca. Oh, I am certain of it.

Mr. Scott would have taken it up directly with his : f
Bureau colleague at a certain point, when it was indicated ‘
that there should be lateral transmission.

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like you to refer now to

CIA number 2206, which is a summary of events that tock pla#e

R i

A
e

oF e ool e

during the visit by Warren Commission staff to the Agency

station in Mexico City in 1963. Paragraph seven of this D
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document specifically indicates the information that was
unavailable for review by the Warren Commission staff. ;

Would you please review paragraph seven of this‘docuient_f

(Pause)

-Mr. Rocca. I have reviewed this.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Is there any reference in that document, specigicallx .
in paragraph seven, to the Warren Commission staff being giveé
access to a transcript of Luisa Calderon's conversation?

Mr. ﬁocca. There is no reference. There is no
specification that among the items listed is that piece.

Mr, Goldsmith. Now yesterday we discussed this issué

and I asked you whether vou would be willing to assist the

et oo b x
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in trying to resolve it. I recall your response as affirmatiée.

Mr. Rocca. I will always volunteer for anything.

Mr. Goldsmith. We will attempt to make arrangements

with the Agency to give you access to some of these materials.
so that we can determine conclusively whether or not this
information was given to the Warren Commission staff, :

Mr. Rocca.

At what point or --

Mr. Goldsmith. We are interested in whether the

information was given to the Warren Commission and when. ;
Mr.

Rocca. Ever -- ah.

This memorandum is Win Scott's summary memorandum.
Again, things can be omitted from memoranda, and I would

assume that that's the case in this instance.

He was so firmly committed -- Win was, personally -- !

to the .

fact of Cuban involvement. In fact, he went far

beyond what I would regard as publicly discussible, inferen%ial

judgments in that regard, in his discussions with me that 1! ;

can't believe absolutely that he would ever withhold it. é

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you give us a summary now of . %~

what Mr. Scott's theories were with regard to the possibiliﬁyﬁ
of Cuban involvement.

Mr. Rocca. He felt that there was very definitely

the possibility of Cuban involvement with Oswald, but he !

could not arrive at any definite information. And frankly, :

I don't remember getting down details that would be o=
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really significant use to you in your own investigation :
heres beyond the statement that he also had this conviction,
He also felt that way about the Soviets, of course.

Mr. Geldsmith. Now, yesterday we alsc discussed the
photograph that had been taken of the individual who has beén;
referred to by the press as "The Mexico Mystery Man,"” and
I showed you a document labeled CIA number 2138, which is
a memo dated 12 May, '64, from Mr. Angleton to you, in whic@ ;
. 1

a statement is made to the effect that the Agency might

consider waiting out the Commission with regard to this
issue,

+

I'm sorry, I referred to the incorrect document. ‘
In fact, it is number 2139, and the date is 5 March, '64. T;a
memo is from you, Mr. Rocca, to Richard Helms, and you indic;té
that Mr. Angleton does not desire to respond directly to '
the request from Mr, Rankin for some materials.

In the second paragraph you indicate that Mr. Angleto§
would prefer to wait out the Commission in the matter covereé

by paragraph 2.

Would you please review this at this time.

(Pause) o

Mr., Goldsmith. Do you know when the Warren Commission
was given the full storv on the photographic surveillance
operation in Mexico City, and specifically the relationship

between that operation and the Mexico mystery man?
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Could I ask a question

o 269

here as a matter

of information? '
Mr. Goldsmith, Certainly, vlease do.
Mr. Rocca. "This is responsive tc paragraph three C

is that here?

of Rankin's letter, see reierence tab’

Mr. Goldsmith. No.

In fact, the letter was not attached to the documentg
although it is indicated that it was.

Mr. Rocca. "J does not desire to respond directly
to paragraph two of that letter which made a levy for our
material which had gotten into the hands of the Secret Service
since 23rd of November. We found that except for three '
telegrams all that the Secret Service haa was material

had sent to McGeorge Bundy at the White House. Apparently

he had simply passed it to the Secret Service as a matter of

internal information. Unless you feel otherwise, Jim wouldi
prefer. to wait out the Commission on the matter covered by ;
paragraph two, which is a levy for our material which had 1
gotten into the hands of the Secret Service since the 23rd j
of November and which has previously been described. IZ
they come back on the point, he feels that you or someone
from here should be prepared to go over to show the CommisSioh

the materials rather than pass them to them in copv.

Incidentallv none of these items"-- is --"0f new substantive

interest. We have sither passed the material in substance

A el
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to the Commission in response to earlier (levies) or the

items refer tc aborted leads -~ for example, the famous six
photographs which were not of Oswald (and) the passenger
manifest of an airline which also did not pertain to Oswald.
If you desire to take note of the levy in paragraph two,

we would recommend that you indicate on the attached" and o

o
so forth. .

Well, we don't have the Rankin thing. But my

recollection is that very shortly thereafter this --

Mr. Goldsmith. Incidentally, for the record, I just:

want to indicate that we've reviewed the Rankin letter and
it is unclear specifically what it is referring to. That'sé
why I haven't bothered to show it to you. @
Mr. Rocca. Well, it's very clear that this is uncleiré
too, because it refers to something unclear, it seems to me%
In other words, it sounds like something that had bean -
gotten to Rankin in a kind of vague and hazy way, that was
really not substantively new, that he made an issue of, andé
tﬁat this refers to simply avoiding duplicating needlessly
a paper that had already been disposed of, or taken care of, |,
or was in the process of being taken care of. o
Mr. éoldsmith. Now nevertheless, there is langquage

to the effect there that Mr. Angleton was concerned with

waiting out the Commission.

Mr, Rocca. Well, in other words, i1f he could show
coo N 2 I =E N T IOA L

it
o
=
o
.
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that this material was not of any new substantive interest
and that it was already being taken care of, it would avoid
a needless stage of reproduction and of discussion -- I think 7

is the intent behind this.

,

"Mr. Goldsmith. Do vou when the Warren Commission sthff?i

was told about the Mexico City photograph?

i

Mr. Rocca. I cannot recall the date of it, but they

came over and received the photograph and looked at it fro@

my very hands. I had in my hand an envelope containing thé
entire ruﬁ of the photographs that had been submitted to mé
by the desk, the WH desk, Mr.[ScELja']as of that time.

What date that was -—- it cculd be‘May, it could be é
April, it could be March. I think it was later -- it was

socner rather than later.

Mr. Goldsmith. Let me show you a document labeled

24 March, 1964. The subject is Mexico City, CIA disseminatior §
of information on Lee Harvey Oswald. The document, ratheré

is labeled March 26, 1964, and it is an internal memo, ¢

Warren Commission staff, CIA number 2221 and 2222, 1In 222@,

R i s AT e RS TICY

the author of the memo indicates as follows: "As you know, °
we are still trying to get an explanation of the photograpﬁ

which the FBI showed Marguerita Oswald soon after the

Kl

assassination. I hope that paragraph four of the memo of
March 24, 1964, sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA is not the answ%r

which the CIA intends to give us to this inguiry.” *

COHOMPTIT DZNTTIAL
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Would you please review that.
Mr. Rocca. Could I ask you again what paper this is?

Is it from the Commission?

Mr. Goldsmith. It's a Commission internal memorandun %-
Slawson - Coleman, to Rankin.

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. Do we have paragraph four of the memorandhé

o

of March 242 é

Mr., Goldsmith. That letter, unfortunately, is not
available. The Agency did not send tha; to us.

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that whatever this ‘éf
confabulation implies, that at some particular point -~ andf

I don't remember the date, it was either at the end of Marchgﬁ

k1

or April -- they came over and I showed them personally-- §' é
Mr. Goldsmith. Youwould certainly agree that by the
end of March, that on this day, the --

"Mr. Rocca. As of this day it sounds as if they don't

have it.
Mr. Goldsmith. =--the explanation given was not :é

satisfactory? i
Mr. Rocca. Well, I mean, they may have -- one thing

that came out of my reflections on our talks yesterday and

TR

also today is the fact that these are all bricks assembled

in a particular fashion.
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relationship with which these bricks were handled at the time.
In this particular case, while they may not have had
the final explanation or even an explanaticn that we ourselves
were satisfied with inasmuch as we were dependent on rzports:
from Mexico City, ti.ezy certainly were aware of the fact that.
the thing was being worked on and that the issue existed.
In other words, there was no question of withholding -- and
this took place at the conversational level and was obviousli
i
unrecorded in any way. I find myself impossible here to fil;
in the proper cement on the operational level that wouid maké
some of these bricks more plausible than they would seen, g;
as they are taken out and just held up.
But I have an absolute recollection of giving them
these photographs, and in the memorandum that you've gotten
today, you will see that it turned out that there were even
more photographs in the file -- not of the particular eight
men, but of others in the coverage which they provided in
'75., Now this comes out of the desk.
Mr. Goldsmith. Woﬁld you agree, nevertheless, that t§§ %é
author of this meﬁb was not satisfied with the explanation ,
that the Agency had provided with regard to the photographs
as of that day?
Mr. Rocca. Yes,yes.
He was certainly reflecting that in his

internal

memorandum -—--memoranca.
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Mr. Goldsmith. Was there ever any effort on the part
of the CIA to coordinate testiﬁony given to the Warren
Commission with the FBI? .

Mr. Rocca. None that I know of.

Mr. Goldsmith. Off the record.

(Discussion off the record)

Mr. Goldsmith. What efforts, if any, were made to
prep Mr. McCone prior to any briefings that Mr. McCocne
gave to the Warren Commission?

Mr. Rocca. I'm afraid I have to refer to whatever i§
in the record, if any, on that, because I did not deal
personally with Mr. McCone on these matters.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was there ever a concern evinced by
Mr. Angleton or yourself or Mr. Helms that Mr. McCone give -
consisgent_testimony, either testimony or statements, to th% .
Warren Commission?

-Mr. Rocca. The thought would never have crossed my
mind and, therefore, speaking for myself, the answer is

N

negative. I have never -- I have not heard of anything ;
’ !

involving either Mr. Helms or Mr. Angleton in that respect, .
to the best of my knowledge or recollection.

Mr., Coldsmith. Reading from CIA number 2138, which
is a memo for Mr. Rocca from Mr. Angleton dated 12 May, 1964,
it indicates as follows: "The DDP wishes to have from you

a short but comprehensive memorandum which highlights the

DT IDE

-5

~ - -
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basic issues or positions entered into by the Agency in its

dealings with the Commission. For example, Rankin indicated
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that the Commission would wish to hear the Director's views

as to how improvements might be made in protecting the

President's life. Further, they will probably ask questioné

regarding the possibilities *that a conspiracy existed.

Such general guestioning certainly necessitates that the DC%
be made aware cf the positions taken during previous i

interviews."

paper, as to what the main lines of response should be. Th§s§
is a perfectly normal and regular procedure, followed in

!
the Agency before and since and in other agencies, and I think
i

Mr. Rocca. Well, this was a concern for a briefing

we saw yesterday the briefing paper that went up, that was

the product of, a combined product. But how the paper was

used by Mr. Helms is something that I can't respond to.
You asked me whether or not --
Mr. Goldsmith. Either Mr., Helms or Mr. McCone
apparently--
Mr. Rocca. You asked me about Mr. McCone.
Mr. Goldsmith. Yes, and apparently the briefing

Mr. Rocca. So, I have no way of knowing what Mr

o

Yelms did with the paper, with Mr. McCone, or whether it

1. T+ would seem -c me kthat as

=
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was used at a
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' was far less substantial than what was indicated there.

DENTIAL

depositions before the Commission, they had obviously read

the paper or it had been reviewed. However, what they said

So

I can't say anything on the basis of a simple analysis at

all at that point.

But this is a routine request for preparing materiali

for the boss.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was there any concern that the bos%
woull start making inconsistent statements? %
Mr. Rocca. Why, I can't believe it. That wasn't é

what prompted it.

It was that he would have a formal basii
for saying whatever he had to say that would be responsive§

+o the Commission's needs.

{

Mr. Goldsmith. During its review of the Agency's

Oswald file and related files, the staff of this committee Qiaé
come across transcripts of telephone conversations involviig,;
for example,

3
Mr. McCone, Mr.[ 'JMy question to you is

whether as a matter of routine telephone conversations wera
either taped or transcribed by the use of a stenographer Do
listening to the conversations?

Do you have any knowledge of this taking place in | '

1963 and 19647

Mr. Rocca. I have no knowledge that this took place

O - L

as far as CI is concerned at any time, which is what I can

seak to. That it was a practice of the Director to have these’

SR I T S« T Leal - b
22U T IS NTIA
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conversations recorded is something I think that came out

of the Watergate matter and is therefore a matter of record

for his own use.

But whether axn cf that was dcne in 1963, ncw, is
simply -- this is the first I've heard of it.

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to show you a transcrip?

of a teleprhone conversation between Mr. McCone and Mr. Hoov?r

dated 26 llovember, 1963, It is CIA document number 2134.

q

Does that appear to the a transcript of a telephone S

conversation? g

Mr. Rocca. Yes, it does.

é

Mr. Goldsmith . Would you read the middle paragraphg

which makes reference to an FBI informant.

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. That's LIENVOY. That's their material

4

3.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, how would --

e,

L T

I would interpret it that way. I have

Mr. Rocca.

YA

never read this piece of paper that I recall. That would bé

my reaction.

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, let's get this cleari

The Director of the FBI, Mr. Hoover, is making refersnc‘

to an informant that the FBI had in Mexico City, and he is

indicating that the informant has informed the Bureau as tor

oG r\E‘NI’T"T\"
-~ IS [T

-
Y
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the contents of Oswald's conversations in Mexico City.

- ot b

-

- s as

From your answer, I take it that you assume that Mr.

Hoover is referring to the LIENVOY operation.

Mr.

that Mr. McCone's resources down there were not unique, that

they, too,

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Rocca.

had access to E

Goldsmith. I:

Rocca. E

Goldsmith. [[

J

Rocca. Yes,

Goldsmith. So, how would Hoover have had access |

to this information?

M-r.

Rocca.

i], ves.

would have been able to get [

everything. I think they just rushed to give him everythinj.;
Mr. Goldsmith.

informant, do you think, that might have:given him this

information?

MI.

Rocca.

b}

J I think

So, he would have had a [_

By the 26th, or by after the event, he

1

standard terminology that he would have used toc cover and

sort of mythologize their coverage down there, and that what

And he is subtly letting Mr. McCone know
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I think that that terminology is sort of’

nhe is referring to are C; 4] the Bureau wohld
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have independently developed on the case by that time., I

would defer, cbviously, to a Bureau man in reading it. But

I think that this is the correct line of interpretation.

Mr. Goldsmith. Dc yocu know Anne Gocdpasture?

" Mr. Rocca. The name is familiar and I must have met

her.

Mr. Goldsmith. She was a case officer in Mexico City

working with Win Scott.

Mr. Rocca. She wrote that wonderful summary --

Mr. Goldsmith. Which summary are you referring to?

Mr. Rocca. -- of the case, of all the file. 1It's
a thick collection which summarizes every document in the
Mexican file.

Mr. Goldsmith. In the Mexican Oswald file?

Mr. Rocca. Yes, in the Mexican Oswald file. I
don't know. I mean, it may well be, but I certainly have
not dealt with her -- well, I hesitate to use the word
"intimately,"” but in the sense of this case.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

Do you know Mr. Scott Breckenridge?

Mr. Rocca. Only in terms of the formality of concern

of the Insﬁector General.

Mr. Coldsmith. Do yvou know whether he was ever

involved in the investigation of the Kennedy assassination?
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Mr, Rocca. I don't know at all.
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1 The individual over there who was involved was Lieder,

% John Lieder at the time I left. |

3 Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Rocca, I have no further questicnsz
: ! to ask you.
;s o
ESE I would like to thank you for making yourself availaﬁle
h ; 4o
o 3 J to the committee staff for the past day and a half. You've |
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% s ﬂ been very patient and you've been very generous with your |
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el ‘:- = : tme. !
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oy = ’J I would like to ask for your assurance that you will , -
0 = : g
3 : :
o = ¢ ] not disclose your testimony nor the questions that were ;
5 z : i
z = '} asked of you to anyone else. joi
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g Tt Mr. Rocca. I give you that assurance. t
o 2 B Mr. Goldsmith. Thank you. i
o g , i |
B - -‘,; We will be in contact with you in an effort to resold
: L, | 1
< = 3J some of the questions that arose by virtue of this deposition.
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I .o ‘Mr. Rocca. Not at all. 1o
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@ - Mr. Berk. Thank you very much. o
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7= - | deposition of Raymond G. Rocca concluded.)




