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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

MEMORANDUM ‘

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505

TO: Mr. Phillip Buchen

FOR: General Brent Scowcroft

Attached for your information is a copy of

the transcript of Director Colby's appearance before

the Senate Select Committce on 23 May 1975,

Incidentally, the Committee has made an exception

of its rules in making a copy available to the

Director and your receipt of a copy should be considered

to be sensitive.

"Attachment

Faithfully yours,

""E. H. Knoche = ~—Teeee-e
Assistant to the Director

Director Colby 23 May Testimony - Copy §
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THE WHITE HOUSE
VWASHINGTON

: May 26, 1975

To: Brent Scowcroft

From: Phil Buchen
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memo to Philip Buchen

for General Brent Scowcroft
from E, H. Knoche

* Director Colby's 23 May Testimony
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TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. COLBY,

DIRECTOR, CEWTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

Friday, May 23, 1975

United States Sanate,
Select Committee to Study Governmental
Operations with Raspect to
Intelligence Activities,
Washinéton, D. C.
The Committeé met, pufsﬁant to notice at 9:15 o'clock

a.m., in Room 407, The Capitol Building, Senator Frank

.Church (Chairman) presiding.

Present: Senatofs Church (presiding), Hart of Michigan,
Mondale, Huddleston, Morgan, Hart of Co;orado, Mathias and
Schweiker.

Also.present: William Miller, Staff Director, P.A.O;
Schwarz, III, Chief Counsel; -Curtis R. Smothers, Minority

Counsel; William Badar, Professional Staff Member.
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'1]_fChairman Church. The hearing will come to order.
yri'Scott Breckinridge is accompanyihg the Direcctor this
morning and may be called upon from time to time to testify.

For that pufﬁose, Mr. Breckinridge, will you please stand
and be sworn?

Do you swear that al} the testimony you may give in this
proceeding wil; be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but
the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Breckinridge. I do.

Chairman Church. Mr. Schwar; will commance the guestionin
this morning.

Mr.'échwarz. Mr. Colby, d&id YOu have some things you

wanted to supply to the Committee?
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STATE!NENT. OF WILLIAM E. COLBY, DIRECTOR, CIA,
ACéOMPANIEDvBY SCOTT S. BRECKINRIDGE, JR., bEPUTY
INPSECTOR GE@ERAL, ENNO KNOCHE, ASSISTANT 10 THE
DIRECTOR, AND GEORGE L. CARY,‘LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL
Mr. Colby. I have an answer to a few of the questions
that were raised at the meeting tﬁe other day and there are a
couple of clarifications I would like to make.

One, with'respect to the security investigations in the
United States. The question Was asked wﬁether we ever used
private investigators, and I said we normally use@ our own
§rivate

investigators. We have some relationships with

investigatory firms which provide cover for our investigators

and, secondly, we have a few firms which we C¥n which are

proprietarysif you will, whersby our investigators appsar to

be private.

I said
did ask for

degreg. It

for reasons

that in the past it is clear that on occasion w2
prlvate 1nvest1gator firms to help us to some
2 that was giving us cover, and

was usually the on

of overload we asked them to have their own peovle

to do a few of the investigations.

My General Counsel says that this is iliegal. I have a
strong questicon about its propriety, if not legality, and I
am undertakirng to review this matter to see whether we can not

continuing the proorie-

just eliminata that practicsa : 1y,

private investigators as ccver

Yy  (WRT ety ramw
T vt et A e i!




1 (‘ but using our own people.

2 put;I did want to clarify that. I think I mentioned it
3 ” last time thaﬁ there have been occasions on which this was

4 done. A

5 Chairmgn Church. Mr. Colby, would you in connection with
6 your review of this matter supply the Committee w;th the spe-
; cifics in those cases where the Agency has in fact engaged

8 private investigators to do Ageﬁcy work?

g Mr. Coiby. I will certainly try to, Mr. Chairman. I

10 i confess this may be a tough job to locate every case but I

1 | certainly will do my best.

12 . Chairman Church. Will you pro?ide the Committee with the

l opinién of your Counsel with respect to the legality of such?

13
Mr. Colby. I will.
14
15 Chairman Church. Such use of private investigators?
Mr. Colby. Yes.
16 -
17 Chairman Church. And then I would ask the staff also
furnish the Committee with a brief on that gquestion so that we
18 ’
arerfulfy advised with respect to the law.
19 .
Mr. Colby. Right.
20
The second subject, Mr. Chairman. Senator Mondale asked
21 .
for our command and control regulations for the approval of
22
N covaert action projects. These were supplied to the staff on
23 .
the first of May and are available to the staff.
24

25
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from the Agency bocause of his involvement in the assassination
plans‘aééinst Prime Minister Castro.

) The facts argfthat in June 1963 he was assigned as our
chief of Station in Rome and in February of '67 he was .. .- ~° -
reassigned to CIA Headquarters. He retired voluntarily under
our retirement system on 31 of December 1967.

If I may, there is a reason why he was taken out and if I
could go off the record and mention that to the Committee. It
is a matter of-his privacy.

Chairman Church. Very weil, off the record.

(Off the record discussion)

"Mr. Colby. Béck on the record.
Senator Schweiker.asked me whether Howard Hunﬁ or James

McCord were in charge of Mexican operations at the time of

President Kennedy's assassination on 22nd of November '63.

. Howard Hunt from July '62 to August '64 was assigned as a

Section Chief in the Division of Plans Directorate, which is

now the Operations Dirsctorate at CIA Headguarters, which had

L 4
-

no responsibility whatsoever for Mexican operations.
Senator Schweiker. What were those dates again?
Mr. Colby. July '62 to August *64.
Senator Schweiker. Wasn't he at some point in Mexico
City and in charge of that office?
Mr. Knoche. Way bac# in the 'éO's he served in Mexico

City. Way back. He was not in*charéc.

e
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_indicate that the Warren Commission was provided with informa-

Mr. Colby. He was & casec officer then.

§cﬁator Schweiker. So that is the pariod you are saying
he had no jurisdiction in any way with Latin America or Mexican
Affairs. -

Mr. Colby. No, he was in what we call, and we have since
changed the name, to'Domestic Operations Division at that time,
our opzrations here in this country, and that'is a whole
different subject I would have to explain some day.

Mr. McCord frém June '62 to June '64 was assigned as a
CIA Security Officer in the CIA station at Frankfort, Germany
and he haa no responsibilitiecs for Mexican operations at that
point.

Senator Morgan last time asked what information was given

to the Warren Commission concerning Agency assassination plans

concerning Castro, and I have been advised our records do not

tion on this subject;

Allen Dulles, of course, I would note, who was the CIA
Direétoé until the fall of '6l, was a member of the Warren
Commission, but beyond the fact I have nothing I could Affer.

And then who made the decision ncot to proviée it, if none
was given? .Our records do not indicate that there was a CIA

dacision on this matter not to t2ll the Warren Commission.

I could add that I believe the relationship with the
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was not advised of the assassinatior activities. Quite likely
I cannot-say that for sure, but I know the compartmentation
system was such.

| Chairman Chuééh. What was the name of the CIA agent who
was given the responsibility for iiaison between the CIA and
the Warren Commission?

Mr. Colby. To my knowledge it is Mr. Ra§mond Rocca.

Chairméh Church. Where is it now?

Mr. Colby. He retired at the end of Decembar of last yean
He remained working for us for a few months. I think he is
retired. I think he is retired. I believe he is still in
the Washington area.

‘ Mf. Knoche. Yes, he is s;ill workiné with us.

Mr. Colby. Still wbrﬁing with us to help on the transi-
tion of the wholé counter intelligence program;

Chairman Church. Why did he rétire?

Mr. Colby. - - That Wés the Angleton case, Mr. Chairman, and
tﬁé facts of that case were that I had héd some professional
diffeéegcés in _thé crganization with Mr. Angloton as to the
way the counterintelligerce business was run and the way the
Israeli ~account was handled. I belisvea that it required a
higher degree of coordination of the other elements of the
Dirsctorate and of the Agency. We had dsbated this on various
occasions in the past. I did reorganize that staff in 1973 ang

took a numbhzr of functiors cway from it. The
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 because ‘there were some Very substantial retirement benefits

basic decisions. I was going to move the Israeli account from

Fﬁi for instance, and a couple of other things. I gradually
endeavored to open up the Isracli account to a bgttgr relation-
ship with our ctlizr Ncar Eastarn activities. We debatzd this
over many months and on several occasions. We could never
recally agree to it because he insisted on the importance of
retaining it where it was.

Mr. Angleton had done a very good job of establishing that
liaison years ago and knew a lot of the sesnior Israeili who
were involved in it.

I believed there was ihadequate coordinaticn in the Arab
areas.

. hlso,'I believed that £here waé a undﬁe deg¥ee of cbmpart~
mentatiog'of that staff, éhat it needed more interchange wit

our other divisions. We debated this and discussed it and I

set as my time limit for this discussion the end of Decembzx

that people would joose if they stayed after that point. Then
unfortunately the Seymour_Hirsh article of Dacember 22nd came
to.our attention before it was actually published, and so 1

brought Mr. Angleton up and said that I was going to make two

his control and I was going to put some sucessor leadership
into the Head of the Countzrintelligence Staff. I said I would
offer him a post of tying together some counterintelligence

doctrine, he could stay worliing with us. He did not have %o
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retire. If he wished to rotire the opportunity was there. e
chose:to retire. I insisted that I.talk to him before the
Sé}mour Hirs—- article appesared.. I knew it was cominé. I
didn't know what ££ was going to say. I wanted to make clear
between him.and me that the decision was based upon our long~'
standing discussion of how to run that particular activity.
The question then came up who would be his successsor and
Mr. Rocca was his Deputy. There wesre two othe; officers who
vere poséibilities. One of the officers, Mr. Hood, had said

in early December that he .planned to retirz at the end of

Decamber. The other two, Mr. Rocca and Mr. Miler, were informg

that they would not be the successor Chief of that staff. Thay

ware offered a chance to stay on in thesir then current jobs.
They chose to retire. All four of them agreed to stay with

us on a consultant basis over the next sesveral months to hslp

us on the transition of new leadership into that job, and they

have done so.

Chairman Church. Well, witkout getting off the track, I

L)

just have one further questicn here in connection with HMr.
Angleton himself.
Is it true that he is still besing paid as a consultant?
Mr. Colby. I beliesve it has dropped off, Mr. Chairman.
He did help us for three or four monfhs but I believe éhat it

is terminated. It is about time to terminate it, I know, ard
O
whether it is on this particular date

| Ao JAS S 0 Tatd ] v\t’.‘.:q !’?) [ B e |
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" participation.

H
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We set ourselves about six month period where we would hive

to -- .. . ’ . ﬁ\/}
A ) s 3 N

~ Chairman Church. There is no plan to retain him indefj-
nifely?

Mx. Col?y. Absolutely not. It wés to help us get over
this transition and phase him out.

Chairmgn Church. Very well.

Senator Mondale. I asked for vouchers.on pvayments with
respect to assésainations?

Mr. Colby. I am looking for that. I don't have an answen
for you ye{, Senator.

fhe rééuest was also made whether we had any information

concerning plots to assassinate Chou En Lai. We have reports lnﬂﬁ
: N -

of two such examples, incidents, both conducted by +hsz Chinzss

Nationalists withcut our pricr knowledge and without our

One in Aptril 1955, an Air India aircraft crashzd at

I-h
th

[ Several

®

a o Indochina after departing from Hong Kong.

Chine

“
1

communist d=2legates for the Bandung Confgrence were
on board énd it had been rumored that Chou En Lai would be on
the aircraft.

On the 1llth of January 1956, the British Colonial Officz
in Londen issued an official statcment reperting they had
eQidcnce that the Chinese Rationalists had bribed aVHoné Ko;g

alrpert owployee %o place a timz bhemb on *he airplana. The
. ﬁ‘e‘:': -

Helinlovn
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Chincse Communists subssquenily blamed the Chincss Naticnalistis

‘and the US for sabotaging the aircraft. The aircraft employce

had flcd to Taiwan. We had nothing to do with that incident

and frankly heard about it after it occurred.

-

I

In the.fall of 1956, a senior Chines=2 Natioralist official
S e
informed an officer of CIA that a Chinese National plannad to
assassinate Chou En Lai during his visit to éambodia in
November '56 and ﬁad.been thwarted by the Cambodian arres# of
the Cﬁinese N;tionalist officer sent to Phnom Penh to superviss
the attempt. We learned of this after it had happened and we
had nothing to’d; with;it.
' — tha. Chineses Nationalists
Intsll-igance ‘Service over the years -clearly have déne
things without our'knowledgé —, and in a nuﬁ\ber

These are two that were saparate,///'

Also_IAwas-asked'té léok at the photographs of Howard Hunt
agé Sturgis tha? appeared in.Nawswzek some years ago. We
obﬁﬁineé.this photograph from the FBI last night about 5 o'clecck
Wwe had not had it before. We had a copyhof the Newsweek
gdition,.‘

These are photographslofuﬂoward Hunt in 1949, 1950 and
1961. This is the only photograph we havé of Mr. Stuxgis.

It is taken out of the He&swaek.

We hava had no connuctiecn with Mr. Sturgis and so we havea
- i
P2
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né real photograpﬁs, so it is subject to the problems of it.

We,had our photographic experts and analysts and so forth
look at these two individuéls here who were picked up. We
examined theﬁ in‘éonsiderable detail, and talking akout the
'61 Hunt photograph, comparing it with this, arnd this is the
photograph,Newsweek photegraph. You will see that there is a
lot of sortof fundamental diffesrences in the kinds of -
appzarances they have, different charactericstics of the
individuals.

With respect_to Stﬁrgis, of course, we are not as confi-
dent becaﬁse w2 don't have as good a base to wprkifrcm in cur
compa?isoﬂ but at the same time we éee differencaes there also.

Now, wa fufther lookzd, had one of our disguiss pesopnle --
we obviously have people who can disguise you -= the red wig
eipisode. It wasn't red, they insi;t, it wasn't i1l fitting.

That is the thing that :hey get upset sout. But thay say that

-

it would not be feasible to have them actually in a disquise,

héﬁe these individuals._.zctually in this disguise, that it is
too*big.a junmp, it differs.

Senétor Huddleston. How about the size of the individual/
are they pretty closz?

Mr. Colbv. These two are. He looks like a shorter man
from the surroundings. And Hunt is about medium height, rath?L

*

+han this short.

Mr. Knochs. Hunt is Five foet t=2n and a half-fpsles.
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Mr. Co;by. This is the kxind of analysis and they really
were able to do a pretty good-job on Hunt and, what they do is
iﬁentify certain key points, make mecasurements and put adjust-
ments, the same tﬂing we do for the satellite photography in
terms of thése mzasurements, and things like that, and compare
it in that sense, and their conclusion: is that clearly this is
not Hunt.- They are absolutely confident that this photograph
is not-Huﬁt. They arg less confideﬁt that it is not Sturgis
because of tﬁe'base on which-they are operating, but they think
it is not:

I point out that fhis anélysis wvas done overnight, about
3 o'clock in thg'morning._ This is Sturgis.

Mr. Schwarz. And to the right?

Mr. Colby.» This is a:ﬁewspaper photcgraph of Hunt, a
recent one. These are sort of Agency photcgraphs of him when
'he was an employese.

Senator Hart Of Colorado. Were those men ever identifi=ad
by‘the Dallas Police?

- Mr:_Colby.' They must have booked them or something if
they carried them in. I reélly don't know. If they took them
in I would assume thay would have had to book them.

Senator Hart of Colorado. ﬁhat are these pictures on the
lower right ahd left?

-

Mr. Colby. These are the blowups of the particular

tun,

photographs. ' g . PR
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Senator Hart of Coloradc. Mot the one you had esarlier?
ﬂr.hColby. They are different.
Senator Hart.pf Colorado. They ares different angles?
Mr. Colby. This is reversed..
Senator Hart of Colorado. They are different photographs?
Mr. Colby. It is reverséd; .
Senator Hart Of Colorado. No. ‘They are not A and B even
reversed. |
Mr. Colby. They can do that kind of a turn through the --
Senator Hart of Colorado. They can twist the photographs
eround?
Mr. -Colby. . They can:make it appear at a different angle.
Senator Haxt of Colo;ado.- B at least is a totally dif-

ferent pose. They turned his mouth down. His cyes are clossdd

They have really done a job if thay changed B to that lower

" right.

Mr. Colby.. They can change them, honest.
Let me get my brief on that and I will answer that

-

question.

They magnified them to the same scale using the eyes and
ﬁouth. The contrast and texture differenceé were minimized,
continuous tone photographs 3mployéd and angular compensations
were. made to offset Srroxs inéident to the different hcads.-

“hey can mix them oround in that kind of fashion.

Scnatcy Schweila2r. Wore thaeszz men dztain=gd? If they -ixe
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detained maybe there are photographs from their detention.

Were these maen arrasted?

A ]

= Mr. Colby. At the timz we havz had to work on this wa hayi

jﬁst looked at thg photographs.

Senator Schweiker. I assumc that is where they are going
to bz dectained.

Mr. Schwarz. Wasn't tke same analsysis aone for the
Rockefeller Commission about two months ago? In other words,
there has been an analysis at least once bzfore last night,
hasn't there?

Mr. knoche. Not by us.

‘Mr. éolby. :Perhaps by somaone-alse.

Chairman Cﬁurch. Mr; Director, that is a different
photograph.

Mr. Colby. It does lock like it.

I will answer that guestion next time I comz up.

Chairman Church. All right. How can we follow up on thsz
idéntity of these two people in connection with the Dallas
Police?' Would that be donec through the FBI?

Mr..Colby. FBI. I could ask or you cculd ask, it might
be better if you ask.

Chairman Church. Well, I think we should. I think these
should be marked as Committee Exhibits and staff should b2
instructed to follow through wifh thé FBI to get what further

information therzs may bz about the photographs and these two

e - :
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individuals in it.

1
4

>§enator Schweiker. Did you get the other photogrd; » the
éuppéscd bswald photograph leaving the Embassy?

Mr. Colby. .f don't have that with me. It is in the
Warren Commission published report. It is in there.

Senator Schweiker. It is in there?

Mr. Colby. Yes. It was cropped slightiy in order to
conceal where it was taken but it was --

Senator échweiker. It is in the Warren Commission?

Mr. Colby. Yes, it is in the Warren Commission.

_Just‘one additional matter.

»

Chairman Church.‘ Just one thing I would like to say to
you; Mr. Colby,ibefore I forget it. You have made reference
to the Israeli account and the special way that it had been
handled under Mr. Angleton. Before we finish our review with
you of covert operations we would like to have a more detailsd
statement of‘that matter.

Mr. Colby. Righé.

*'Chéirman Church. And I think you should preparacto
discuss it with us and we will have further questions to ask
you in connsction with it.

I just wanted to give you notice.
Mr. Colby. Right. In our lexicon it doesn't count as a
covert action but that is all right, no problem, I will cover

itl

o |

b - 4 . '
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Chairman Church. All right. At some point then in our
investigation?

~

Mrx. Colby. Sure, no problem.

The only oth;; onz thing I would like to suggest for the
record, Mr. .Chairman, with respect to the discussion of the
attempts made against Mr. Castro, in no way justifying them.

My position on this is quite clear. I do think it'.important

to put that exercise in the context of the times, which was

P s s
the times of the'Bay of Pigs, which was a decision made byg““mia

the Goverpment. The Cuban missile crisis,Aand following that,
a program approved 5y our norﬁal covert action approval mecha-
nism to try to gencrate an overthrow of Mr. Castro from within
Cuba by assisting various groups to go in with sabétage and

by putting economic pressﬁ;é on the country, and so forth.

That went on for a number of years after ths 1961-62 =pisodes

~and I think it doess put a cover of policy attitude toward Cuba

and toward Mr. Castro that is an important factor in evaluat-
ing the thing, without in any way justifying the particular

até&mpts to assassinate him.

Senator Hart of Michigan. But was there any evaluation

‘done at or about the time of that Cuban missile crisis?

Mr. Colby. There was an evaluation done after the Bay
of Pigs, a rather intensivé Invastigation Internal Security
Branch Revicw of the activity and then the Cuban missile

risis came along shortly tlrerzafter before anything very much
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gct going. Thereafter, howevexr, a number of vrograms were
conducteé;‘which I am sure the'Committee might want a general
sdﬁmary of. I am just giving you onec sort of a‘paragraph
summary of it, which were aimed at putting economic pressure
on Cuba in the hopes that this would put pressure against him
and lead to its disorder and problems there and, secondly, to
encourage-revolutions, sabotage and sO forth:.from within

cuba through a variety of programs of propaganda, support of
exile movements, 1anding of teams on the coast, things of thig

nature.

) Chairman Church. The dlfflcult with this is, as Ibsee it

aléhough_&hat you say is prue, once an agency begins to bg:;;:T~h
' 4
in assassination attempts the.disease spreads. Your own
testimony shows it spread at j1east as far as the Dominican
Republic and we are going to get into closer cuestlons on
other matters such as Lmumba and Chile
So that I'don'é»think this issue can be confinsd really =

to the energency thatvdid in fact exist between the US and

cuba and the seriousness of that emergency at the time.

Mr.‘Colby. I agree with you, Mr. Chairman. I am against

" 5t and have bzen against it for a long time, but nonetheless

I think in fairness to the people jnvolved at that period I
think it is important to give total context.
Chairman Church. Yes.

1ir. Schwarz.

A N AL AL .ra‘pr\ reie
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.at the Director level.

.fbllowing the missile crisis, he explicityly brought the sub-

-being informed of a meeting, of an inter-Agency meeting at

Senator Hart of Michigan. I qguess we are trying ultimatel

to detcrmine, assuning intornally thz GA might have contemplatsi

additional efforts to assassinate Castro after the Bay of Pigs,

after the missile crisis, it would not have acted unless direct):

by the very highest authority, would ig?
Mr. Colby. That is not that clzar, Senatcr Hart. I think

the evidence we have is that the then Director was not a«aro |

S

a

N—

of some of these activities and, therefore, one wculd have a
very difficult time saying that it was pursuant to a specific
authorization. It was consistent with an overall policy which
was the pﬁint I was saying, but nonztheless I think the spe-
cific action wa cannot'say was appfoved even within the Agency
Senator Hart of Michigan. Is there any indication that
the Di?ector, who did know of at least an earlier attempt --

is ther2 any indication that following the Bay of Pigs, or

ject up for review?
~ Mr. Colby. There is one documentary evidence that Mr.

McCone dictated in 1967, I believe it was, in which he recountd

which the subject of assassination was raised, and he made a
particular point of indicating after the meeting -- he was
not at the meeting; I believe, but he heard of the meeting and

he made a particular peint of saving he disavoproved of this
Y g I

ffiffoﬁo'
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and did not agree with it, to the other members.

ASeﬁator Hart .of Michigan;: Who was—at that meeting McCone
hgafd about? |
| Mr. Colby. ;hat Qas.the meeﬁing‘we were talking about at
the last session.
Mr. Schwarz. You brought up a new document which was Mr.
McCone's aictation of recdllection of '67.
Mr. Colby. Yes; I think you have that.
Mrx. Scﬂwa?z. That I.have not seen. - I know we do not
have thatf
Mr. Colby. I am sorry, I thoucght you did.
Mr._Schwarg. Could that be supplied?
o Mr. Colby. ©No problems, yes. This is our document and --
" Chairman Church.. Will'you supply the Committee with the
document?
Mr. Colby. Yes.
Excuse me, ‘I beg your pardon. He states in '67, at on=
of these meetings, abou£ this time, I recall a suggestion made
being m;de to liquidate top people in the Castro regime,
including.Castro. I took immadiate exception to this suggestic

stating that the subject was completely out cf bounds as far as

the US Government and CIA were concern=ed. The idea should not

be discussed nor should not be discussed nor should it a 8 by
« ,Q" ”0
. : A <
in any papers. e @
. i . =

Senator Mondale. HMr. Colby, the other dav when \Qg e

I
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- Mr. Colby. I do have a copy of it. The understanding

Committee to opzrate that way. I think that since the Commitiaed

tastified there was a memorandum that you gave us from I think

‘Mr, Osbdfn, which objected to a memorandum by General Landsdalc

whiich refcfred to assassinations of political leaders, in a.

mémorandum regarding Operation Mongoose, which was Cuba. Aand

it referred to an attachad mzmorandum which I think you said

was the propzrty of the FBI. . ) (:::[;
Mr. Colby. Of the Naﬁional Security Couﬁcil.
Senator Mondale. NSC.

I gather you have a ccpy of that, but you don't fsel

authorized to let us see it?

we havs had with ths other agencies is that each of us gives
our own material but we refer to the other agency for any
documents belonging to the other agancy.

Chairman Church. Well, it is very difficult for the

is -entitled to this information, that when it is pertinent
ané as we proceed in our hearings £from one subject to another,
we onéht'to ba able to securs the information without having
to go bac#‘through executive channels. .

Mr. Colby. May I undertake to get ths permission to give
it to you? I will undertake to do this today. |

Chairman Church. Any obsearvations that the Committes

wishes to makz on this kind of a problem?

-

. ;-'/?»“ Foﬁo
It is ths first vime it 12s come up. 48 <
- { . b
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Senator Hart of Colorado. Is this the understanding we
have had or not?

-

Mr. Schwarz. It has been a total frustration to the staff
and I am vary happy it has come up here because wa get chased
around ths corner by ona agency to another. It is called the

"third agency rule." It was intended to have nothing to do

with Congressional hearings. Obviously, it had to do with

declassificaticn to the public, and it has happened to completzlf

delay our ability to get information bacause we go at one agency

and then they determine that it really isn't their document

oY it mentionad soms other ags=ncy, and thsn we have to go to

the éther-agency._ .

This is an example of how frustrating it is.

Senator MOndgle. Havelﬁe +ried to gat this document fron
thea NSA?

Mr. Colby. WNo; this particular document had just come up
on Wednasday —--

Senator Schweiker. Doss ‘the counsel have any suggestions

L
-

as to what he feals the Committes position should be in this
area to ¢néble him and staff to do an effective job?

Mr. Schwarz. I think the Committae's position ought to bé
that pertinant information should ba produc:=d by any aqéncy
that rossazssas it, and if thay wish to inform another.agency

that thev are doning it, then that is their business.

think they should have to produce it if they possess

LY

~
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Senator lorndale. Apparentiy this memo from Xclore refers

"

N - B
. 3 \
u baqﬁ to ths mseting about which Osborre menorandun ard the

Lansdale -- “

(g

Mr. Colby. Ths saries of two or three meefings at thaé
tine, yes.

Senator Mondale. I think this is very imperiant becauss
apﬁarently this was a meeting at which McNamara and Rﬁsk wers
present, and apparently McConz was pPrasznt, so ws had all of
the top principals.

Mr. CoOlby. At least onz of them.

.Senator londale. And tﬁeybdiscussad assassinations at
that ﬁaat{ng; Aﬁa then Osborne came back with a!memo which is
now part of the record.

Mr. Colby. I think it is Edwards in tha+x case. Harveay,
excusz mne.

Senator 50ndalé. Harvey. He came back with a memo which
the'Di;ector supplied, objecting not to ths assassination but
to thting it in writing.

Chairman Church. Of coﬁrse what we don't know is whether
the assassination or subject-of assassination tha* came up at
this meeting was conjecture or whethzr it had to do with a
revalation of actual attempts that had involved +he CIA or
that it had to do with an ongoing assassina*ion effoft by the
CIA.

- PN
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Chairman Church. All we know is the subject of assassina-~

" tions dppérently came up in thea course of the meeting.

-

Mr. Colby. Mr. Chairman,

~

as one of the agenciss involved,
if I could offar one explanation for the Third Agency Rule

even in this circumstance. &And I am particularly interested in

this becapse sometinmes our documenés have mate:ial whose
sensitivity is not apparent on the face and we assume that this
will be‘handled in ceftain compartmented channels, andAif it
gets out of the compartment it might give problems that the
individual at the other end wasn't aware of. That is the
pasis for the rule. The thought being go back and‘ask the
qrigingtor, and he has a feeling for that and could make the
particular case if something particularly sensitivebisvinvolvsd.
Chairman Church. I wouid suggest, Mr. Colby, without
binding ths Committase to a precedent, with respaect to dealing
with the Third Party Rulg, that in this case you undertake
to .szcure from the NSA -

Mr. Colby. I will.

L.

Chairman Church. ~- its permission to turn this particular

docunent over to tha Committez so it may be made a part of these

hearings.

Mr. Colby. I will endeavor to do that today, Mr. Chairman 4

Senator Morgan. I am going from Senator

Mondale what memorandum were you

to inquire
rzading about McCone and the

group bheing present?
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Senator Mondales. We have a memorandun, it is righ(f;:;:Tf“”*‘
frqp Mé. éarvey. Do I have the wrong onse? [

Yes, it is dated, I will shoﬁ it to‘you, in which he
objects to -~

Chairmaﬁ Church. What is the_date of it?

Senator Mondale. 14 Augugt 1962. .

Senator Morgan. Do we havae that?'

Mr. Schwarz. It was shown to us on Wednesday, marked
or desmad marked ;s part of ths record, and returﬁed to the CIA
who returned it to us today. |

Mr. Colby. I .have aﬁother copy of it.

Senator Mondale. It rafers to a meeting in Mr. Rusk's
office at which prasﬁmably McNamara and Rdsk, I gather from tha
later memo, and McCones wers present, and it says this. —~ ]

g
"X called Lansdale's office and in his absance poinEEE\ta;J

to Frank Head the inadmiséibility and stupidity of putting this
typébof comment in writing in a document. The words he objzcltad
to wers including liquidatioalof leaders. I advised him as

-
far as CIA was concernad we would write no document pertaining
to this and would participate in no open meet;ng to discuss
it."

I read that to mean wa will go ahead and do it but we don't
want anything in writing and don't want to be in a meeting where
it is going %o liaX. That mies a Yot of zene:. Ne living
Politicicn wants to b: associcted with an assassination, evean

NN M 4
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if he wants someone assassinated. I think that is cormon sengs .

I

That is why I think these documents are so crucial.

Chairman Church. Of course they are crucial and we

~

have them.

5
\
)

must

The ambiguity, however, that we have yet to clear up is

in the third paragraph, Senator Mondale, where the menora

ndum

reads the question of assassination, particularly of FideY———__
R X W

Castro, was brought up by Secretary McNamara at a meeting of

the special group augmented in Secretary Rusk's offica in

August. It was the obvious consensus at that meeting, in

answer to a comment by Mr. Ed Murrow,vthat this is not a

-which has been made a matter-of official record, the subj

being the question of ‘assassiration.

subjeciy

ect

Now, that leaves us s+ill without any documentary proof

that it was revealed at this meating that the CIA was in
engaged in an effort to assassinate.

Senator Mondale. Was Lansdale working for t+he CIA a

.

this tima?

Mr. Colby. Pardon?

fact

t

Senator Mondale. Was General Lansdale working for the

CIA at this +ime?

Mr. Colby. General Lansdale was Assistant to the Secretary

of Defense, not CIA, at that time. m—
‘o FO25
- . . /‘Q <
Serator Mondale. Had Lansdale bzen with the CIA? -
. -2
. wd 3
»
Mr. Colby. He was with CIA in abou® 1952 to about 1455, ¥
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- Senatdr Mondale. During tha Philippines-—--

Mr. Cclby. During the Philippines and in Viztnam at that
time. Then he left CIA. le was a reguiaf Air Force officer
all this tim; but he was assigned>?o CIA for the time he was
in the Philippines and the time he was in Vietnam. He then
reverted to the Air Force and was an Assistant to the Secratary
of Defense uﬂtii about 1964 or 1965. ;Then he went out to
Vietnam where he was an Assistant to the Ambassador, not
working for CIA. We were associatea with him but he was not
a CIA officer at that time.

Sanaéor Mondéle. Do Qe know what his job at the Peniagon
was?A | .

Mr. Colby. It.was Assistant to the Secretary of Defense.
I can't tell you exactly what the job was sntitled but
hé was active in thz2 Secretary of Defense's participation in
a vériety, you might cail it a 40 Comnmittee typs of opsratioa.
I think he probably was most cognizant of tha various 40
Committee ~-

Senator Mondale. If ha were involvad with that, he
would have close liaison with.all menbers of the 40 Committee,
includirng the CIA?

Mr. Colby. Yes, sir..

Chazirman Church. I would 1ika to call your atkention alco

to this sunt=nce.
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I'toék careful notes on the comments at this meeting on
this pgint and the spacial group augmented in noé expecting
any vwritten commenﬁs or study on this éoint.

Thars, again, the ambiguity.

It is within the range of the possible that one of the
ongoing efforts of ths CIA was in fact raised and discussed.

It is’alsg possible that the question of assassinating
Fidel Castro --

Senator Mondale. Do we have those not=s?

Chairman Church. I was going to ask that.

And that it was agreed that no study or reviaw of'this
should ba‘submitted as an ébstract matter, should be submittad
in writtsn form.

So we are left without an answer to this question.

However, with raspect to the notes that are referr

(SN

to
hera,‘can you tell us.whether those notss axist?

Mr. Colby. 'I dor't know of any, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Church. He said@ he took careful notes.

~

Mr. Colby. T don't know of any but I certainly will lcok.

| .
Mr. Brack cinridge. When ws reviewed this problem in 1967 i
. . . // 9::’-?0 R
wa found no such notes. fo P
& é\

Senator Huddleston. Let me inject a thought or two alon

<

+his line. ,

It sears to ma2 likz nnx of the things we atea going *¢ hava

o dv-&:ﬂlnd as we go ulonsg is as to what =xtent there was O

o R
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there is a standard oparating vreocsadursz of your Agency an

.

-

effort not to make notes, an effort for csrtain i£dividuals
not to hava'éertain‘knowledge by design.

For instance, I was rgading your memorandun here dated
1 Junz 1973 in which you are reporting on a meating that occurrs
You makes a point to say that you briefad someonz orally. The
word "orally" is in there -- assuming that for the purposs
somzon= should know that you did not put anythlxg in writing
or you did not give him a written r=port.

You also say that I persénally managsd to avoid gaining
any‘knowladge of-w“at pfécisevactiOns were takan.

I think a reasonable ihferencé there is that there is a
deliberate on your paxrt here f-'and maybe this is standard
oparating procedure —-- for you not to éet specific information
so that you always will be in tha noéltion of not knowing somsa-
thing.

Mr. Colby. .I don't recognize tha reference. Certainly,

I think in past years there wére situations we did not want ]

- fg‘.
to commit to writing.

Eﬂfu

9

There is a great deal of effort made by us to what w

call compartment information so that it is kngwn only to certain
people and not knowq to others. The compartment is still to

be open at the top, however. ;

Thers are things that I purpossly try not to krow. I don't

want to know thz namz of an agent in the Soviet Union. I have

2 K o~ |
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absolutely no desire to learn his name because I don't need
to.FnoQ that information.

Senator Huddleston. ilere we are referring to action in
this case and not individuals.

Mr. Colﬁy. I don't recognize that. I could perhaps pﬁt
it in context if I could see the memorandum.

Mr. Schwarz. Perhaps we ought to mark that memorandumn.

Senator Huddleston. Memorandum for Mr. William E. Colby.
I thought it was by Mr. Colby.

Mr. Colby. I'ambsorry.

‘Senatdr Huddleston. Somzona within ths Agsncy apparently
is informing you-about sométhing and the subject is special
activities. I don't see a hgme on it.

It has.informatiOn in it about both the President and
Attorney Gensral being involved in briefings.
Mr. Schwarz. I think for conveniénce of reference we

ought to mark it as an exhibit.

Let's number as today's number, and we have put in the

-

threa charts so far, and wa will call this, which is the¢” 1 r

N
June 1973 memorandum for XMr. William E. Colby, subject special

/fgrﬁ@}\
activities, from stamped pages 00457, 00458, and 00459, of /.’ >
. § s ©

(5 X

the so-called 694 pages. \f ;?

S,

Lo &

- (The document above referred to was
narked Colby Exhihit lo. 4.)

Mr. Colby. 1 recognize what that is, Senator liuddleston.

L M VA r'.-'.\ T RS W< N ialid ""‘l
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The reason it was addressed to William E. Colby is we
were gbing through that period in the middle of 1973 where I

-~

was tschnically, I.guess, Direcfdr of Operations but had been
nominated to kecoms Director. Thi§ was the kind of -thing that
normally would be addressed to the Director hut we had an
Acting Director, General Valtars, ﬁﬁt it was gretty clear I
vas responsiblza for making the machinery run and we had a lot
of things around the Ajency addressed to me and signedAby he.
I believe this follows a conversation I had with a Mr.
Walter Elder, who was an Assistant to Mr. John McCone -- he
was Executive Assistant when he was‘Director -- I think Mr.
Elde; told ﬁe thét there were certain things that he knew of
in the backgfound that related to this effort of identifying
various quastionable activities 6f the Agency, and I asked

him to go write thesm down so we could get them into the

" Inspector Gzneral's report.

Senator Huddleston. The only quastion I raise, I don't
want to ?at off into ths contsnts of a particular memorandun,
butw£ha context with the aréa you ware pursuing, just whether
or not-st;ndard‘operating proceduré would razquire at times
{hare be.a deliberate avoidance by certain péople in the
Agency of fécts and whathar or no: there is a great body of
decisions that are made and implemented without anything writte:

dowr., $0 that trere would naver be any documentary cvidence

of it?

Mg ]
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Mr. Colby. Well, I think that you certainly can say that
fhere is ;n avoiddnce.by a lot of people of learning things
th;L they are not §Pthorizad to kAow; I.maan the more loval
in a sense of our employees, say th;t they have authority té
know what it ’'going on in, say, Cuba, they don't have a right
to know what is going on in, say, éhinﬁ, and they rather
carefully keep theméelves from learning what is going on in
China. I think that is a prevalance. |

I think the question you ars asking, however, is wheather

we are trying to keep activitias off of paper and it is preatty

clear .that.the assassination story was esssntially kept off

the éaper: . -

~Apd I would think thét‘is about the only one. UNo, the
drug thing. I assume some of that was kept off of paper?

Mr. Bréckinridga. Yés. |

Mr. Qolby. The lesson that I have frequently given to
my colleagues in‘the burgaucracy is that howevar hard you try
to keep %t off of paper, you will not succeed in a buresaucracy,
somegody will write it down and, therefore, it is é totally
feckless e;ercise'to pretand that you can keep it sacret by
nbt writing it down. But the fact is there Qere situations
in which a consciocus efforit was ﬁade in tﬁe past to keep things
off the rucord. |

Senator Huddlestou. To sum up, you, as Difector, with th=

exception of individual namszs for which there would be no o FOR)
- . q

Ay

-
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‘You have got to let me know the things I ocught to know. And

to us information about various things, even though they may

particular value to you and no advantage to you knowing, except
for that you make no deliberate =ffort not to know about

operations? .
Mr. Colby. No. As a mattzar of fact, I take the opposit:

position, Senator. I say that to my subordinates and have

reiterated a number of tim=s, I cannot ba subjacted to surprissa.

I have undertakgn the same obligations to my oversight committ;as,
for example, that I am responsiblsa getting to them bzfore
they hear about’it.soﬁe~place.else.

_Senatdr Huddleston. The other is in this inguiry. Can

the Committez expect that every effort will be macde to supply

not be written down?
Mr. Colby. You hava ﬁy'commitmant'to that effect.
Senator Huddleston. Going furthsr and locking thfough
thé.files for notes and documents?
Mr. Colby. It is my hopé,-Senator, that I can help you
on £;is investigation rather'than defending myseslf against you.
Sanator ﬁuddlestcn. That is all.

Mr. Colby. That is wha%t I would like to have the relation-

ship, that I am *rying to hzlp vou do this investigation.

’ 4'(({:‘;:;1?\\

Chairman Church. e want such a relationship and Wéﬁ' el

are *ryirg to workx it out. ) . \i\ _3/
™

Mr. Colby. I know you do. Yecu have sall it a number ct
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times and I agree with you.

Chairman Church. Now, Senator Mondale.

wz receivad this morning, dated 14 April, 1967, is addressed
to the Director.

Was McCorne an employvez or related with the CIA at that

S time?

Mr. Colby. No, hes left in 1965.
Senator Mondale. - So this was a memorandum from a person

no longer with thes CIA, as former Director to the.current

‘- Director, which besgins "no mzmorandum can be located covering

the August, '62 meeting."

- That is the ohé that earlier sayé the questioﬁ of
assassination was discussed.“ However, it is highly pfobable
that one exists;

Now, I would liks all documentation, records, and notes
that bear on the question of what McCone was referring to,

acause } gat the inpression that the then Director, Mr. Helms -

’.Mr..Colby. Yes.

Sanator Mondale. -—- was reviewing the question of documenta
tions and recorés affecting that meeting, or the gquestion of
assassination, and I think we nead to know what transpired,
what was happening then{ vhat kxind of responses ha reéeivad.

-~

Mr. Colby. We will certainly give you thzt. I cén give
< ap.
;/ e 0 Y 490 .
you a basic euplanatlieon. - £

£

S
8
e g

e 1A H

%
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Senator Monda;a. Ths maznorandum from John McCone that .l;

B
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This exercise stemmed from tha ravela*ion in Jack

v -

Aaderson's columns, I belisve, of our relatiunship with the

LY

. . « f
Mafia figures at that time. This then generated the recgiest, |
to Mr. Breckiaridge to do an Ianspactor General's repoxrt of
this whole subject, which h= did, and_ which wa will certainly
a4 .48 ¢ Chen e

make available to this Committsa. -

In the course of it, and with the publicity, tr. McCore,
who doeslmaintain an occasional contact wiﬁh the Agency, he
is a friend of it.and an ex-Director -- I see him every now
and again and try to sort of k;ep him up with what is going
on in general terms without getting into political or sensitiye
matters or anything —-= but- he does maintain this contact and
I am sure that éomabbdy made.coﬁtact with him or he made contact
with the Agency about the Jack Anderson column, and that then
generated this particular memorandum.

Senator HMondalea. -And there‘was an Inspector Genaral's

i r——

study dore at that time? N}

Mr. Colby. Yes, sir; and you will get accasss to that.

— e e e ol —

-

Senator Mondale. Can w2 have documentation as to how
it was originated and the response to what was done?
Chairman Church. Yes, we should have that information.

And I might say that you are aware, no doubt, that charges have

been made that documents have been destroyed in the CIA which
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Can you tell this Commititee whether, to your. knowledge,

>

documents have been destroyed?
Mr, Bréckinridga. I fhink we can talk in terms of what
vwe know is there.
On the éastro assassination, Fhe involvement with !

Mafia, there were a few memoranda in the Office of Security,

and I think you havs copies of those.

On the second phase of that, therz are practically no
records at all and our investigation at that time was mads
entirely on interviews.

_Based entirely on interviews, an .attempt to reconstruct

that acti%ity.
'The final action which invblved a Cuban by the néme of
Cubella --
Mr. Colby. This was thsa Cuban.major we discussed last
time. |

Mr. Breckinridge. Started in the minds of ths p=ople

" who wera.involved, was an attenmpt o generate an internal
o .

political action, revolt, and the records are very full because

Fi

there was no attention on ths part of tha people who were
involved at that time that that would be an assassination in

the sense that the original work with the Mafia was engaged in

and there is a full record.and that exists today.

In tha case of the Donminican Z:=nublic, *his davalgpfbﬂ}at:
%a ﬁ
Let ma f£inish. - Hined o
' 53
' b3 R ] \i" \:b
K o i hY .
l‘) ua ‘\‘;l bove dat " .

he T
\

——
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I will go back to the Cubella case.

In the instance of the Dominican Republic, the record

-~

ﬁ was very full then-and it is still very full today. I am

ce;tain that record is complete.

Again, in the minds of the peop;e who were involved, they
drew a line between ths supporé thay gave to the coup group
and conscious association with assassination as such. Thoss
records are complete and those records were developed at the
time and they ware retained. It was in thz period of'the
Mafia was involved whéré psople Kknew the purpose was assassina-
tion,

The records-are practically non-axistent and I believe
they'nevervexisted.

Harvey, who conducted the second phase of that, at the
time of our.investiqation had a handful of cfyptic notes that
only he could interpret. We couldn't interpret them. aAnd
it is my understanding that tthe noﬁes no longer exist. Thzv
weré retgined by him and he bfought them in at the time that
we were questioning him. He was then on sick leave prior ‘to
retiremant. ThoSé notes ware totally unrevealing.

' I think that those records are in the s&me-state todazﬂwm

that they were then. ' ~

3
) El\-:
There were none in ths Castro affair except the results

Mew

Q

of our inventigation invzlving the Mafia.

The CuLella case is ¥uil.. That case did progress to thsz

2 1508, )

2 f n,,Ox

N

4 1/H a 1 “_,,»f
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‘Cubella's request offered him an assassination davice that at

point that on the very day of Presidznt Kennedy's assassination
5

a man was ﬁaetinq with Cubella in Paris, and in fespOnSe to
the time of thes investigation wz understood he aécapted but.
I have since been told he did not accept.' It was a ballpoirnt
pen converted into a syringe for injacting poison.

Subsequently, arms were handed to Cubella by a Cuban
refugee in Madrid, in tha very early part of 1965, and two
catéhes were put down by boats off Cuba for Cubzlla. I think
he may havs recovered-ona of those but ﬂot the othar. Tha
records on that are preéty coniplste,

-Sd, generally speaking, on those £hings where thé Agency
was involved, with +he exception of the asscciation with the
Mafia, wﬁere from the beginning the-intent was assassination,
the recordé are compiete, and I think that if peoéle look at
those they will find ¢his is.so. .

Mr. §Chwarz. Is the understanding that all recofds.dealing

. : - , ]

with this subject, wheather théy are in Inspector General

-

reports or underlying documents, would be produced for our

P . ~w. o,
inspaection? . . - /fqr_\;>

{a
s

Mr. Colby. Yes.

v\

A

. . . .
If I may ask only the Committee's consideration of “the
normal treatment of comparimentation and some discussion of
possibly some individual namss in it that we would hope that

we migh:t be able to handle vary privatasly, or necessary, Or even

oh 3 s
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leave out, But the normal procedures,
éhagfman Church. Very well,
Now, Mr. Schwarz.
Hr. Schwarz. Just to tidy up onz matter.
Lzt me ﬁark as Committge Dxhibit 5 ths John A.
to ths Director memorandum of April 14, 1967. .
(Tha ébove nantionsd doc

narked as Colby Exhibit

for id

(¢4

ntification.)

Mr. Schwarz. 3ight I comé down with you on thi
and ws will loock at i+ tc§at asr?

Mr. Colby. -I have a c¢opy.

‘Mr, Schwarz. As of April, 1967, Mr, MéCone was
at the Agsncy, was ha? h

Mr. Colby. WNo.

Mr. Schwarz. Was he thzn in his vosi%ion with

Mr. Colby. I r=ally don'% krow.

-

Mr. Schwarz.  In any evan® he wasn't zt the Ag=e

Mr. Schwarz. The thing %thet is curious about +

oF

(T

randum, with raspact to the sta*e 07 the rzacoxrd, is
one, which rsads as follows:

"No mumorandun can ba loszt=d coverinag “hs Juon

ument was

No. 5

s docunient

no lon

%o}
v
H

his m:z=mo-

paragraoh

st 19, 1962;

Py
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ilow, -Mr. McCona, was not in thes Agency, is writing a

.

marorandunm £0 th-~ Dirsctor, who was in %h2 Agancy, raferrina *a

a szarch by or ox behalf of Mr., McConz.
Now, did Mr. McConza have documants outsids +*ha Aazancy,

or how do you explain? )
Mr. Colby. I don't believe he has zny documants. I have

naver asked him. Bu% I don't belizve hz has any documents

outside of thz Agancy.

t
V]
y

Hr. XKnoche. HMr. McCone wrotz n h mamorandum while on

13

Agency premisss. It was during a visit t and he

o}
r‘-
o
W
:;;
Yo}
(ll
O
e

had tha benefit of his ex-staff assistant, Mr. Walter Eldar,

helping him in dding a little research in this connection.

Mr. Colby. All that says is that they hadn't locatsd it

(l)

r

by thsn. I think we hava locatad soms since that tims.
Mr. Schwarz. Picking up on a question of Ssnator lar

of Michigzn, hs askzd you whathzr thsrs had baen zsvalua*ions

in.connection with ths Cuban nlssil crisis, and thz=n you

testifi=d about svaluatioas post-Bay ot Pigs and rathsr continu:

avzluations of “he subject of Cuba. But I take it thoss were

not svaluations or re-evaluations of the subjact of assassinatigns

Mr. Colby. All I can say is I think that question is~T Fan

a little obscure. i=
. : N
I know that after thz Bay of Pigs failure thers was an,

i-vesticetioy male of the wiole =pisodz, and it ¥he courss Ci
. 14
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by the President in order to datermine what had gons wrondg anc

devzlopzd. And I am speaking at szcoud hand hsre. Dut a progratb

was developz=d of kszping som:z econoriic pressurz on Cuba, and

-

that was a national policy, not just a CIA -- kez=oing an

ccoronic prsssurs on Cuba and continuing to support the

various =lemants which might =ventuzally lead to a change in

tha Cuban govarnment through soms ovartihrow or otherwise.

I think soms propogan da programns weras k=pt up, some exile

activities were Pept up, soms training of teams to be infil-
trated into Cuba wers kept up, somz sabotage onarations were
continuzd. And thoss continusd over the following saveral

months.

’

Right aftar the 1962 missils crisis.—- I cannot identify

right offhand hers any oarblcular revisw of that -- but I

:

know tha+t +that was a subject of 40 Comnittse considsration at
various timss. o

Whethzr that includzd assassination or not I cannot Ssay.

My guess, as I say, is that if John McCone didn

]
hes

it

ow

-

about it, it was no%t coversd in thoss discussions bscauss 1t
L J .

-~

would be very hard to covar tham Wwithout his being involved.

I3

Chairman Church. Ars vou telling us tha% the much publi-
cized investigation of tha CIA, which took place following ths

I renember this revisw was orderad

th
g
[
Q
%)
th
[
ol
]
Q
]
~
>
J
o7
f
0

Bay ©

1

vay, and it was a mattzr of gr=at urgency nd importancs TC thal

Pz
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govzrnmznt at that timas -- are you *telling us that in the !

.- . F -
course of that raview the Agency's involvam:an% in the asséﬁéina-
tion efforts against Castro nzver cama2 to light?

Mr. Colby. I just don't know, Mr. Chairman. That is
ths answar I have to give you. I do not know.

I believe the Inspactor Ganaral rzport after *hs Bay of
Pigs doss not mention i%, does it?

Mr. Breckinridge. No.

ommitiaese that

@
r
H
o]
o]
2y
(]
ol
e
o}
[ix
O

Mr. Colby. Ths rzport of ths=

it, Genaral Taylor, and the Attornsy General and somsbhody sls:z -

] F =4

there.were thrze members of it -- maybes iMMr. Dullss. I doan't

-

believe that rsport mantionad it.

T

‘Chairman Church. Do wa hava a copy of th:z Taylor Riport?
- . \

Mr. Colby. I think it

e

zs bsan made available. Or is

Mr. Schwarz. Tha%* is anothar frus*ration. That on= has

besn dznizsd to us on ths theory that it is part of the K

)]

iy

BB

<

o}

n

Libriry end, thar=fors, wa haﬁe to go through anothsr channzal
to get tha?.

Doss +he CIA have a cony of ths Taylor Respor:?

Mr. Colby. I don't bslisvs we do. I kﬂow we looked for

it & couple of ysars ago and at that timz I was told we didn't

«
.

I hats 2 say hsre undar ozth va de no: hav: onz, but 1

know I tried to g=* ahecld of it axnd was told a couplg FE years
| ' : AR Tap
LI LA rsansns
Ve U ot Lt L e

Fya\\
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ago that ws couldn't have ons=. lots of drawvaers

in thos= safas in +that building.

~

th= quastion.

[H

I am not trying to evad: I am trying to

say I doan't +think we hava one. It could be.

We have a copy of our own Inswvector Gz=naral's report

at that timz,

1

Mr. Schwarz. Does that contain any mzntion of the

assassination subj=ct?

Mr. Colby. Mo, it doss not,

Mr. Schwarz. Do you find i% puzzling.that-the CIA doesn't

‘have a copy. of tha report designad to rsview its activities

in the Bay of Pigs, a report that led to substantial Presidenti:

changes in the instructions with rasspzsct to your jurisdiction?

Mr. Colby. Yszs.

“r. Schwarz. I mean, it is an important docunent —-
Mr. Colby. Yes, Sir. .

Mr. Schwarz: -- relating to the CIA.

Mr. Colby. Yes, sir.

Senator Schweikzr. I wondsr if Mr. licCone has a copy?

M. Colby. I would doubt it.

Senator Schwaikszr. That is why he cama in, becaue of thatj

Mr. Colby. Roughly, yeé.

th= coursa of

Chairnan Church. In “the investigation that

took placsz, this invasticaticn that led to thes Taylor Rzpcrt,
:"g: v :;

s A 3 3 P T " Y B P T iR N

thaz tock plaze in the aftzuirath of the Bay o- P1gs.. . >

: : . { o . W

e AN S RN, I AL \\b !
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Were racords kept, that is to say --

Mr', Colby. Of contributions?

Chairman Church. No. Did the investigation involve

PRRS

writtzsn records? Did it involvs tastimony *aken undar oath
and transcribed? Is thsre raw matarial rslating to that
investigation *+o which this Committez could gain access?

Mr. Colby. I don't know the answer *o the qugstion, Mr,
Chairman. Maybs Mr. Brsckinridge can hs=lp us.

Mr. Breckinridge. I am not familiar with that study.

I am familiar with the approach that was taksn at the time

within our organization when the Inspector Ganzral -- I was
not involvad in tha* study but I have heard it discussed

how they approach=4 it.

Their understanding of thz 3Bay of Pigs problsm was the

o
Fh

overall invasion plan and organizatio
on thet. - -
By way of explanation for the omission of raference %o

ths=

I

ssassinations, so faw people knew abou* it, and I thiak
L4

L

it cams to no one's attantion -- simply did not disccver it

at that time. And it may not have bzen by way of explanation,
not a justification. It may not havz bean associatad in +tha

rainds of the psopls who did know abou% i% with tha inquiry

=
(8

into th= litary oparation.

-

rlr. Schwarz. Nr. B

iss2l knaw abon* it and he was cartainly
) ) ¥ Qe Faf?o
tha nain architact of ths Bay of Pigs: right? A P
I ET NG FAE ) ';ff; . :}
s = ) w 2.
. &Jintsslwats o

or that and conczntret=z=d
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Mr. Brzckinridge. Right.
Mr. Schwarz. And Mr. Dulles, at l1=2ast the rzcords ve

put in on Wednesday, knew about i*t and he was substantially

jnvolved ian ths Bay of Pigs. mhose gentlamza surely would havs

bsen questioned by General Taylor and Attornsy General Kznnedy -}

Is that fair?

Mr. Breckinridgs. I would assume SO.

Mr. Colby. Certairnly, yes. But again, if ths fécus was
on the militéfy operation, it might have baan that éhat other
operation was not involved in it.

Mr. Schwarz. Tha rz=cord furthér shows that on May ?, 1962,

a mesting was held with Attorney Ganeral Robar% Xennedy in
h ths contsmporanszous documant dascribing “hat m=eting

indicatss that ns was not told *that: there was a continuing

an ngoing opzration “ rathe as t ¢ gomzthinag whici
d ong g op=zrat , but rather was +t0ld of som=zthing@ ¥wWnici

was not callad an assassination hut was callad a proj=sc:. He

was told of somathing which was rafarrad to in the past t=nsz:

is that right?
v
-

Mr. Colby. It was imn +hz past “anse. Whether thare. W&Es

any other discussion in that meeting on this subject w= just
don't know.
Mr. Breckinridge. I think I can interpr=t what happensd.

Th= pzopl=z who brisfed Axtorn=y Gzn=ral Kennady are th=a

ornes who knaw about wiat wa call ths first phass of the op-=rztic

with the Hafia. //Q:??E>\

A

4
~&

a

[
+

I

b -

e

<
=
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Colonel Edwards, who was Director of Szcurity, undzr whos:
. ' - )
suparvision the first portion of that activity was carrizd on,

had withdrawn from-it.

The oparation, whan it was rezactivatad later, was rzactivady

.

on a compartmzanted bgsis, and COIOgsl Bdwards did not know
about it. . . .

Mr. Schwarz. EVen though it coatinued to involvz the
Mafia until early 19632

Mr. Breckinridge. Tha%t is corrsct. Colonel Edwards n
longer knsw what was going on. SO when he brizfed tha Attorns)
General ﬁa.did not know thét-this second operation, this
reactivation of the'operat£on that had‘formarly run ur.der his
respbnsibility —— he did not know %that it was ongoing.

Mr. Schwarz. Who was raspoasible for the sslsction of
Colon=l Edwards and Genaral Counszl Houston as besing the
psrsons who would go to brisf Attorney Geﬁeral Kennedy?

Mr. Breckinridge. I am not sure I kn w that.

’Ir.-Schwarz. It would hAVE bzzsn someonz of high=zr
authority within thes CIA; is that corract?

Mr. Bréckinridge.‘ Wz have tried to deterﬁine;

Mr. Houston, if I undars*and it, faels that he would not

‘have dons this unlass he thouuh: tha Director knew.

Mr. Schwarz. Xnzw what?

Mr. Bre=cXkinridge. ZXKnsw that h=: was going o <o this. But

B ,'{,%
£ = Y‘ .

he did not talk “o thz Dirzctor about it. R A

(1.
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X gathe~ that it is no% all that clear in Colo el Bdwarcds!
.

either 2t th

-

s point in tims.

)-h

My. Schwarz. -So somsorne selactad thzse persons 0 go

and brief Attoraey Genzral Xennzdy, numbar onsa.

Number two, thay did not know the plot for assassination

was ongoirg, although in fact it was? ~

Mr. Breckinridgs. Correct. ’

.

Mr. Schwarz. MNumbar three: thersfore, Attornay General

/___,_,,

Kznnzdy was givan the imprzssion that whatever was q01n)\on
was over; is that correct?

s corract as I rsconstruc

a]
w
al
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Mr. Schwarz. Can we determine than who was responsible
for selacting those p=rsons to prief Attornsy CGaneral KXannady,

group other psrsomns who knszw that

(I

instzad of i;clﬁuing in_tx
£ha Mafia part of the sssassination attemp:t was ongoing?

Mr. Brackinridge. .I don't think that'we can now.

‘_As I say, thsra is no wri“‘ =n racord.

Mr. Schwarz. Who could it havs been? Who was in a
highe; position of authority, in a position to make a dscision
as to who should brief Aﬁtorney Genzral Kennedy?

Mr. Breckirridgs. I would assume that Hr. Bissel could
havea. ’ ‘

tir. Scawarz. W&s ho 27211l in the Agincy ia iav bf }06??

Mr. Breckridge. I don'c know. T thirk hs may havy

2
¢

L

b}
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