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. *

; !'i returned to where’it wanwheré I got it from. We do not keep
i?‘lbv 2% all thg files 1like thét, necessarily. I could have kept the
3 % file peﬁding a reply or further investigation but that is not
4 i necessarily normal. I generailyvkeep a copy of my cables just
5'$-until I get further -- | | |
6 é " Mr. Goldsmith. In'fact} accbrding to the Agency's records
7 % the file was‘on the Mexico Desk at the time of the aésassinatio%.
3 é Mrs. Scaletti. It was just waiting then for a reply.
S g Mr. Goldsmith. Was thére anjthing unuéuai'about its - v
z : :

1¢ 4 being at the Mexico Desk at that time?
Mrs. Scaletti. No, because we had written correspondence

on it. Iether we can hold the file until anything else comes

in or we can send it back and when we get material we can send

is 4 it on. There is nothing unusual about that. In. those days

13 ! we were more apt to keep files than we are in these days.
16 i They try to‘keep them down»iﬁ the'centralvxeposiféf§:

1f { ' Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whetherlthé:;Méx'icoié_i'tytzr.'i_,'.;:--':;f
13 4 statiohteﬁernobtained;a:photogtaph of Oswald?
19 Mrsf-Scaletti.‘”No,_I do not.

20 .~ Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether they ever obtained a

=1 i tape recording of his voice? Let me‘rephraseathat; At the
time of the assassination do you know whether they had a tape
recording.of his voice?

. 24 Mrs. Scaletti. I don't know and they would havév if they

2z & kept the tapes but they normally do not keep those tapes onvﬁﬂc'
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Bra o

HW 50955 DocId:32277223 Page 52 §



TR - G R X

I i A o EA .-"57\ g7 &

W I a5 5% 34 3 2 BN ‘ 50

b 2 b XY @ Y dam P S I - i

tap.

y

s

[ 8]

Mr. Goldsmith. What is done with the tapes?

(]

Mrs. Scaletti. They are erased. i

fa

| Mr. Goldsmith. Why are they erased?

L

Mrs. Scaletti. They erase them because they need them,

e E They extract from:.them what they feel is pertinent and then

they are kept a certain -- at that time they were kept a

i

certain amount of time, I don't know how much it was, a week Or§

Q0

i

x
}
K % two weeks, in case somebody decided they wanted to keep on
IO;E for the record. But ‘they had to resue these tapes.
1 . Mr. Goldsmith. As a matter of routine?
12 : Mrs. Scaletti. As a matter of routine.
. D A Mr. Goldsmith. This dispatch con-ained in CIA number
. { _ L
s 246 with regard to the photograph of the man who had been seen |
: i

leaving the Embassy, was the agency concerned about the par-

ticular,photogréph?

o

7O Mrs. Scaletti. Yes, because you can tell from the way it

13 was written.

g - Mri Goldsmith. Do you know why the Agency was concerned;

f
1

20 || about these photographs?

|
i
=10 Mrs. Scaletti. To see if they could &¢larify whether it |
: : !
was Oswald or was not who‘hadbgone in. i

Mr. Goldsmith. This is 1967. By then they should have

1
i
i
i

3
3

clarified that issue, I would think. Was there any other reasoﬁ

why the Agency would have been concerned about that?

)
i
I
i

oo immaenemen yoeTiomT
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g Mrs. Scaletti. Somebody must have said, "Look, we never

'S

got an answer to thét," or "let us see what they have", or

{3

something. Somebody must have been doing a file review or

A

something. It says here "The recent reopening of publicity
regarding Oswald and Agency evidence, headquarters would like
6 to determine:; ;! Apparenfly somebody did a-name trace. They

.were asked to look something up and they could not find it.

[e3]

We had to go to the station to see if the station still had

-9 negatives. Most of this informétion was held at the station
10§ and was never sent to Washington. |

1 This 1s a dispatch going-out to Mexico asking if they

12 | have -something in their files,

ﬁ~‘l" 1700 Mr. Goldsmith. Let us look at CIA number 197, Will you

I

please read the second paragraph? It is to the Director from

Mexico City.

Mrs. Scaletti. Okay, I have read paragraph 2 of 197.
17 o Mr. Goldsmith. Does that paragraph suggest to you.that-af
13 | the time of the. assassination the Mex1co City station still had]

15 t.at least one tape of Oswald's voice? In other words, the

29 | paragraph does not say that both tapes had been erased. It

2 says one was erased.

Mrs. Scaletti. This was 23 November. When was the

|
-4 | assassination?
! Mr. Goldsmith. 22 November.

i
|
(
!
Mrs. Scaletti. This was the day after the assassination.g

. l
?

sz Ey

»
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It says "sﬁation unable»to confirm firstvtape erased prior to
secondvcall." The second call was 28 September. No, it aoes
not necessarily mean that they had the second tape in hand on
23 November. They were only sayingvthat~before 28 Sepetmber
telephqne call they had erased the tape from the first call.

M?.‘Goldsmith. The sequence of the calls was oné on
Septembér 22, one on September 28‘and.one'on October 1.

Mrs. Séaletti. The first tape was erased before the
second tape came in. Thét is why they didn't‘compafe those
t&o voiceé. It does'noﬁ say they had a tape in hand.

Mr. Goldsmith. Really it does not say that but a person
sending a cable --

‘Mrs. Scaletti. I would not interpret it that way.

'_-Mr. Goldsmith. I am not suggesting we are necessarily
giving it that interpretation. - It gives rise £o:the possi-
bility of that interpretation because the person sending the
cable did not say all tapes are erased.-'It_says "Unable to mak

voice comparison as first tape erased prior to receipt of

.second call.”

Mrs. Scaletti. I was takiﬁgatfface value the person
is saying that we did not compare the voicés because when we
got the call on‘the second one we didn;t~have the first one to
compare it or the transcriber did not have the first one.

Mr. Goldsmith. Could yoﬁ look at CIA number 2082

Would you read the fourth paragraph?

001761
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- infrequent, where a ttranscriber will say "look, the person I

or something like that. 'This is what they do. They train their

‘Mexico City files pertaining to Oswald have been sent to head-

‘quarters?

3
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- Mrs. Scaletti. That indicates that the transcriber L
believed that the two people were identical.

Mr. Goldsmith. Does that suggest to you that after the

assassination the transcriber made a voice comparison? |
. . H

Mrs. Scaletti. No. ' : i

Mr. Goldsmith. 'How could He make that determination? i

Mrs. Scaletti. When you work with these transcribers,

|

. : , !

in no matter what' language, to get this they replay and replay |
I

|

l

- some of theSe&;onversations. They know the people who talk all;

the time, they can tell by their,voice. They have an exceed-

ingly good ear. This happens quité frequently, this is not

A Y

heard today I know is the same person who called in last week"

ears and they live by their ablllty to 1dent1fy v01ces, accents:
i

' Mr. Goldsmith. After the assassination would all the

Mrs. Scaletti. No.

Mr. Goldsmith. Headquarters would not as a matter of

routine have requested all that information? ". |

Mrs. Sc;letﬁi. I don't know what they did. You don't |
ask for the entire file. They were working with the file thére'
They wguld have been doing the investigation. What would be

normal I would think would be for the station to review its

001762
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files to see if there was anything pertinent that had not been

sent to headquarters but I do not think it would be logical for

(39

[ 58]

‘them to send the file. This is my own impression and this is !

dia

what I would feel would be the case.

Lin

But if. they sent the file they would have nothing left

.

on which to base further investigation.

Mr. Goldsmith. Well, after the investigation had been

8 completed would the file have been sent to headquarters?

? Mrs. Scaletti. Probably‘no£._ They probably would have ;

; : : (
TO'E just -- as things occurred the pertinent matters would have comé
& by cable or dispatch to Washington. I believe it was sent {
12 || subsequently because I was in the field(*we-didvé purging of

" the files because the files were voluminous, and I believe we

i+ sent Oswald's file to Washington. ' . ,

18 i Mr. Goldsmith.. Tﬁis is when you were in Mexico City?

18 . Mrs. Scaletti. Yes. | E
SV R Mr} Goldémith. During what years were you in Mexico

13 | City?

19 -~ Mrs. Scaletti. '67 to '72. I could be wrong but I

20 believe it was at-that time we sent the file up.

|
|
|

21 ' Mr. Goldsmith. Turning back for a moment to the surveil-

|
22 lance operations in Mexico City, do yvou knew how many telephones
were under:eléctronic’surveillance at the Cuban compound in

196372

220 Mrs. Scaletti. I would have known in 1963. I can give |

1y

- o | 001763
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you a ball park guess like three ta five.
Mr. Coldsmith;' Do you know specifically whether the
Cuban Conulate's phone was tapped?
Mrs. Scaletti. I would say in all likelihood.
Mr. Goldsmith. A moment agb you mentioned the purging of
files. .I certainly do not mean to take that out.of context.
I understand what you are saying, they are voluminous files in -
Mexico City, particularly I imagine in Mr. Win Scott's station,
and you were cleaning out the files as a métter of roﬁtine pro-
ceduré. vDo.ydu know whether in. your experience with the CIA i
files were ever purged, removed or doctored out of the-ordinéry?‘
course:of business?
Mré. Scaletti. WNo, I do not.
Mr. Goldsmith: 1In otﬁer-words, for.deceptioﬁ_purposes?
. Mrs. Scaletti. ‘As a matter of fact, we were extremely
careful to make sure that every document was looked at and

cross references were made or abstracts were made. We did not |

throw;away complete things without processing every papger to

make sure it was of wvalue or not.

Mr. Goldsmith. To your knowledge there was never any

incidents of purging of files in the ordinary course of

business?
Mrs. Scaletti. No.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know what the term CI/SIG stands

for?
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'taiSiawspecialioffice’within the CI

"'Do you know what function of the group

Was .that Mrs. Egeter?

Yes, it was.

It is a secret group. We never knew what

How many units were there in the CI

I don't remember how many there were. I

can tell you the ones I knew were there.

‘Can .you. tell me which ones wére there?

CI OA, the place where we got our

clearances. ' We had CI R&A which did some research.

That was research and ‘analysis?

"Yes.

Can you tell me what each one was involved

CI RsA. CI/SIG, CI liaison.

What about CI -~ did you say IC?

" No.

What was the first one you mentioned with |

CI OA.

E % Mrs. Scaletti.
2 ; Staff.

3 E Mr. Goldsmith.
4.% is?

3 E Mrs. Scaletti.
< | Mr. Goldsmitb.
7 Mrs. Scaletti.
& | went on down theré.

¢ Mr. Goldsmith.
10,2 Staff ?

1 ‘Mrs. Scaletti.
12 ‘
13 | ‘Mr. Goldsmith.
ia  Mrs. Scaletti.
15 |

fkéfé ‘””j“Mﬁ;;-Goldsmitﬁ.
17{ Mrs. Scaletti.
13 Mr. Goldsmith.
19 § in doing?

29 ' Mrs. Scaletti.
21 Mr. Goldsmith.
225 Mrs. Scaletti.
13% Mr. Golsmith.
24% regard to géttingyour clearance?
& i Mrs. Scaletti.
i
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‘Mr. Goldsmith. What does the OA stand for?

Mrs. Scaletti. Operational Approval I believe. But this

is what I remember because the names changé and tﬁe number of
offiéés changed.‘

‘Mr. Goldsmith. Did you ever work for CI/SIG?

M?s. Scaletti. Never.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether CI/SIG wquld ever
have been involved in opening up ﬁhe 201 files?
| Mrs. Scaletti. They could have. Probably did.

Mr..Géldsmith. Would you say that CI/SIG was a parti-
cularly secretive unit of the CI Staff?

Mrs. Scaletti. I don't know. All I.knOW~iS that they

had special files down there. If you would go down there a

lot of times they would not want to give them to you, they would

let;you read certain things. We never asked that many questioné

of them. We didn't have much contact at all.

Mr. Goldsmith. I would like to show you CIA Number 788.

Will you please examine that document?

Mrs. Scaletti. I see it. 788 is a normai routine file
opening form.

Mr. Goldsmith. Whos is the subject of_this particular
opening?

Mrs. Scaletti. The subject of the opening is LeetHenry

Oswald.

Mr. Goldsmith. On the upper left hand corner of the page

I
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it Says "to headgquarters, RI“i- Do you know what the RI would
have's;ood for? |
»Mrs. SCaietti.' That is-the main file room. That is a

preprinted form.

Mr. Goldsmith. In the middle of the page where»it
indicéteé other identificaﬁion it is written in --

Mrs. Scaletti. Here or this part?

Mr. Goldsmith. Here. It indicates other identification.
It is writtén in "AGY. Do you know what AG would stand for?

Mrs. Scaletti.  No. ‘There is a wholé pamphlet either on

- the back of this or regulations'which tellsfyou how to fill

out all these. It is very complicated. "They assign certain

symbols that mean certain things. If you don't remember you

hope somebody else does.

Mr. Goldsmith; "Does your héndwriting-appear anywhere on
this .page?

Mrs. Scaletti. My handwriting does not appear on 788,

Mr. Goldsmith. Coul'd you now. read_Commission Exhibit
1972

Mrs. Scaletti. I read thié document. I have looked at
this document.

Mr. Goldsmiﬁh;“ Would the.informétioﬁ’édﬁﬁained in that’

deocument normally have led to the opening of the 201 file?

Mrs. Scaletti. I cannot tell. This was not my responsi-:

bility. I wouldn't have found it necessary-because I had

¢
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 was your responsibility. I am asking now, based on your

.and is oging to offer miliary or has offered military informa- | .

for opening a 201 file. 1If you did a name trace in central

149 Neil G g
B, 3 i : p B R pX =
L R gwég 0" 59

nothing to do with US citizens.
Mr. Goldsmith. I understand that. I am not suggesting 

at all that that document with the information contained in it

experience of over 25 years with the Agency, would the informa-

tion contained in that file normally as a matter of routine fni
‘operating procedure have led to the opening of the 201 filé? '{'
. Mrs. Scaletti. I would say no. It might have been
indexed. ' “ | ' | ' o :
.Mr;AGoldsmith. Whykwould:you say no?

Mrs. Scaletti. Because there is hardly anything here.

Mr. Goldsmith. It indicates that someone is defecting

tion to the : Soviets.

Mrs. Scaletti. Yes. But you can retrieve it with an

index card.  Why .open a folder? You open a file if you are

going to gether material on it. Now, this would be the basis =«

registry and you found 10 or 15 other documents on this same

man. Then you would open the 201 with this document and put

copies of the other document in there and there you:would- have

a folder on this man, If there was nothing, just by itself

with no other reason, if'you were interested in US citizens
who were going to renounce their US citizenship the most I

would do would be to index it.

001768
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. Mr. Goldsmith., If I were to go to the Agency today and

coN
»)

ask them how many documents they had, if any, on Oswald, when

(58]

‘this particular cable c¢ame in, would they ‘have that kind of

information?

ba

Mrs. Scaletti. No, I don't think so because the documents
¢ I “they would have by date but they would not know what date ‘they
might have received it. -Now, I asm sure they received a lot
1

8§ | on Oswald dated way back but they don't necessarily date time

- 9. stamp them in.:"'Even:-one of those name trace forms would not

necessarily -- I mean that is what they would tell you from .

6

- 11 f'registry if that is what came in. I don't see what they could

-
ry

tell‘youvwhat they had available.
%‘I'v " i3 i - . Everything is now on the computer. You would have to ask
i+ a computer expert ihifegistry; I think you would be barking up |
' |

i

15 | the wrong tree.

: e E
16 i Mr. Goldsmith. If someone were working as an agent, asseg'
!

17 i or source at the CIA would there be any indication to that =7«

13 teffect in the person’'s 201 file?

Mrs. Scaletti. "You mean if he were an agent of ours?

Mrs . Goldsmith. An agent, source, asset?
Mrs. Scaletti. Yes.

|
H
| |
Mr. Goldsmith.  Would that always ke indicated? i
I

i
t
i
i
i

a person were a casual informant of a chief of station or a case

Mrs. Scaletti. The only time it may not be the case, 1if

i‘- .

1
H

¥
o gt o R s rm et mt o e e o L o

officer overseas but that would not be a real agent relationshiﬁ.
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Mr. Goldsmith. As a matter of normal procedure a 201

file would indicate that a person was an agent, an asset or

(%)

‘source?

. "\' .
K
~3

. ol Mrs. Scaletti. You are not supposed to use anybody as

L

an agent. without getting clearance which requires form after

form and they all go into a folder.

i
i[
)
|
7 i Mr. Goldsmith. That goes to the Security office?
8 i " Mrs. Scalefti. No, if goes into the 201 file. You mean ?
GIE what we call.an agent or what the press calls aﬁ agent? g
10 % Mr..Goldsmith."I think the press would refer to a case
1 % officer as an agent. I do not use thét terminology. ;
12 i - Mrs. Scaletti. I am responding the way yoq‘-—
. RS 1 Mr;::iGold'smith... The case officer gets an agent out vin the
' | field. | |
Js'é_ © Mrs. Scaletti.  His 201 file has copies of all fhose |
16 docﬁﬁents. You have to request a 201. You have to get your ‘
,17{ clearénce,' You have to do your name traces. There a&e a lot
13 i of thingé involved. Copies of all that'go into thé:ZOl-:

19 Mr. Goldsmith. The file, fore example, would have an .
20 | indication that operational approval had been granted?

51 0 Mrs. Scaletti. Or requested and denied.

_ . . 27 Mr. Goldsmith. In normal cases then the 201 file if the

-3 i person was an agent would indicate that?

3

245 : Mrs. Scaletti. Yes.

e

23z 4 ~ Mr. Goldsmith. ~Would there necessarily be a 201 file on’

1 ,
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they keep all this in a file. Some people don't. All the
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a person who was an agent?

Mrs. Scaletti. I would say I have nev er known anybody

who was an agent who did not have a 201 file. I will put it
that way.

Mr. Goldsmith. = Would the 201 file contain infoimation
peitaiﬁing to the indiVidual'é operational activity?

‘Mrs. Scaletti. Not necessarily.

B 16 e e i et e nsr o 4t e S v o = 5

Mr. Goldsmith. Where would that information be contained]

i

Mrs. Scaletti. In the project.: .

Mr. Goldsmith. In the project file?
Mrs. Scaletti. Yes.
Mr. Goldsmith. If you wanted to find out all the projects

that a particular individual had been involved in, assuming you

|

Mrs. Scaletti. If I were the Director you would turn tha%

i
[

R
place over, you would have thousands and thousands-of man year.|

Mr. Goldsmith. ~ You could not, for example, just get out

of the file of that individual a list of all his projects?

Mrs. Scaletti. ©No. Some people are very careful and.

budgeting and reporting on activities comes in by project, not

by man.
Now, you couid'possibly do research by getting the first

time he requested and try2to get a cryptonum.  Then you can

track this, track that but I tell you ==~
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| o Mr. Goldsmith. If you had the cryptonum would that not

[}

refer you to all the person's projects?

[N ]

Mrs. Scaletti. No, because you could use an old crypto-
nym and keep it on even though he is on different projects

that don't have a cryptonym.

&

on

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you have any reason to believe that

Oswald may have been a KGB agent?

o

Mrs. Scaletti. That is what probably came to my mind

) when I read the information that he was in the Soviet Union

and came out with a wife and then he was in contact with the

1C

11 ﬁ'SovietS>iﬁ Mexico because that WOuld be standard operating

S , : . .

12 % procedure for the Soviets to meet someone in Mexico. That is
. R %‘\-the only reason I wopldvhave believed so.

P ? Mr. Goldsmith. Do you have any reason. to believe that

15 %fOswald had any type of relationship with.the.Central'Ihtelli-’

Xéi gence Agency?

17; _ Mrs. Scaletti. No, noné whatsoever.

13 | Mr; Goldsmith. When fou had access to Oswald's 201

15 |f £ile you saw no indication in there that he had any type of

'éoi relationship with the Agency as an agent, source, asset, et

21 cetera?
. 25 Mrs. Scaletti. ©No, none whatsoev er. There certainly
_m: ~3 || would not have gone out all this cable traffic if anybody along

the way had known he was an asset. You would not have gone out:
with traces and things. |
| | | | | 001772
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'Mr. Goldsmith. If he was an agent would you have noti=
fied the Mexico City station?
- Mrs. Scaletti. VYes.
MrfAGbldsmith.' Would thatgno:maily be doﬁe as a mattef

of standard operating procedure?

Mrs. Scaletti. Yes. Then somebody would be very upset

that it was an agent in Mexico without telling the Chief of

Station because the Chief of Station is responsible for all

‘operational activities in his area.

‘Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether the Mexico City

station was ev er criticized for failing to obtain a photograph

of -Oswald during his stay there?

‘Mrs. Scaletti; No,-I don't.
‘Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think it is unusual that Oswald

after having made five or six visits to the Soviet and Cuban

‘compounds managed to avoid being photographed?

Mrs. Scaletti. I don't know whether you can say he

managed to avoid being photographed. -What_you can say is that
we have not found a photograph or we don't believe we have.

‘found a photograph. Also, the'photographic LPs are not 24

hour a day operations. Sometime the pefson maybe goes to the
bathroom orvthey miss something of theAperson comes in early
Oor a person bomes in late or you just get a'shot, it‘is the

back. | _/

Mr. Goldsmith. I understand that. We have a situation
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i where Oswald made five or six vistis at least. Apparently

. |
3

he was never photographed.

(5]

Mrs. Scaletti. Then'if he was not photographed, he was

ba

not photographed.

w

Mr. Goldsmith. I understand. Do you think that it is

5 i unusual that the Agency station would have gone on for so:long 2

-with regard to Mr. Oswald?

o

Mrs. Scaletti. I don't know. I would say I would have

thought the likelihood -- if I had gdtten“all-the take from all

the people, because the photographic LPs sometimes did not.
-1 give you all the photographs that were taken, they would give

.12 | you what they got =-- but if you got every negative from every

. 15 || shot from every camera during those times I would have thought

14§ you would have had a photograph. - What you might have had were

¢ |
ls%rshots.that.weré_biurrred:or backs of heads or something that §
16% ;ou'qould not'identify; o |
s?% - Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether'Owséideas ever
1a§udebriefed by the CIA when he returned”f:om the Soviet Union?
z9§‘¢ " Mrs. Scaletti. I have no Qay of knowing that. I have |
i . ' . i
20% no reason to think he was. -%
21%' Mr.vGoldsmiﬁh; Would it have been standard opefating é
. a9 E procedure to have interviewed him, debrbiefed him? %
J ~1 Mrs. Scaletti. That hs nothing to do with the DDO. ' What?:
24% section would do that I have no idea.. Besides,vthat would be %

i

i
2z § the Soviet Branch. We wouldn't have had anything to do with‘ité
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h Mr. Goldsmith. I am talking about based on your experi-~
g ence at the Agency. Apparently he would have been someone of
i interest. He worked at a radio factory while he was in Russia.
E Mrs. Scaletti. "I don't know how much about how the
i : .
| Soviet Branch handled it. What they were interested in. I

i'really cannot answer that.
Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know the name of Alexis Davison?

Mrs, Scaletti. Alexis?

Mr. Goldsmith. Alexis.

Mrs. Scaletti. No.

‘Mr. Goldsmith.

1o - Mr. Scaletti. .No.

.~ Mr. Goldsmith. ‘Precilla Johnson McMillan?

i 7. 7. Mrs. -Scaletti. " No.

noloe Mr;'Goldsmith.“

Mrs. Scaletti. No.

'Mr.’Goldsmith; “Géorgé-DeMoreschild?f
Mrs. Scéletti,' No.

Mr. Goldsmith. 'J. Walton Moore?

Mrs. Scaletti. No. |

Mr. Goldsmith. Morris Bishop?

Mrs. Scaletti. No.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether DaVid_Phillops'ever

used the name of Morris Bishop as an operational alias?

n ‘Mrs. Scaletti. I have no way of kiowing.

f g
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- for . someone over the years to use many different operational

‘aliases, as many as a. 100, for example?

~with three or four people or youicould change operational

you would have a tough time remembering which one you used for

- which particular individual.

-forget, it is like handling members of your family. If it is

2o : 67

Mr..Goldémith.v Have you ever uséd any operational
aliases? |

- Mrs. Scaletti. I guess so. No£ a regular one with any
partiéular person.

Mr. Goldsmith. Let me ask you this then, agéin‘based

on your general-experiencé with the:Agency. Is it customary

Mrs. Scaletti. A 100 sounds like an awful lot. ' Some

[{4)

people could change. It depends on the sensitivity of the plac

or how.small it.is. You could use the same operational alias

aliaes with every single person.

|
|
E
|
‘Mr. Goldsmith. If you changed it for every single person%

' !
|
!

i

Mrs. Scaletti. ©No, you really wouldn't because, don't

a surveillance team of course you would use oné‘namevwith ten
or 15 people, whoev er is on Ehejteam.' Say you handle ten
people with an alias. ' That is just- like talking to ten of
your children. You are not going to forget that. | %
A lo£ of times it is only a first name alias. Then when i

you move to a different city or different station either you :
|
can use the same alia all over again with different people or i

h
i
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you can use a new alias,

These are people'you are talking

to every single day. It is not like remembering "gee, what did

|
I call myself four moriths ago when I talked to so and so." f

Mr. Goldsmith.

‘I have no furhter questions. I would
We have gone over the hour that I originally anticipated.
'As I said atithe outset the Committee at a hearing nor-

mally gives the witness five minutes to make a statement. This

is not a hearing but if you would like an opportunity to make
i
{

a statement at this time, please»feel.freé to do so. - _é

Mrs. Scaletti. The only think I wrote down when I

thought you were a little confused, not confused but I didn't
think you had a real fine appreciation for, was the organiza-
tion of the Agency and how we move around. . Why can't I remember

63 versus

where I sat and who worked with me in 165 unless

there isAsomething that happened, like I know maybe where I

sat when I got married or things like that.

You @an be working on a desk one day and that morning you
are asked to go to another desk 6r that morning you lose four
people and then you are without somebody and within the last

yvear when I was back from overseas I sat at the same desk but

I had a couple of different bosses. - The desk under me rotated

twice.,

At one poinﬁ I only had three people working under me.

Ancther time I had 20.

It is

001777
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-they will drop a file on your desk and'say "look, we have to

awful lot of change.

"deposition will be-transcribed and you will be given an oppor- |
-~ tunity to sign it and to verify it. Our office will notify you..

through the Office of the;Legislative Counsel at the CIA and

T I B L, 5
Y
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ﬁot é set pattern. You may’have a‘sLoﬁ there but,you don't
haVe.thg people or then you have the people ?lus you have

TDY's'coming'in and'out.N_It is a cénstah;lyxchaﬁgingbﬁhing.
It is not an easy thing unless somebody has been overseas at
a station which is prétty steady, bu£ at the headquarters jobs |

there is an awful lot of movement and a lot of changing. You

are pulled out to go‘and do a special assignment or you are

asked to write this or somebody down the hall isn't there and

get a meassage out on this.and ?lease do this."
You do it and.forget it the‘next day because you have ;

handled_it%becauée there was a crisis and soﬁebody wanted

something done. It is not a.set patterh, it doesn't change for

six months or one year or something like that. There is an

i
i
H

;meMrﬁﬂsélééﬁith.'.Thank'you very much. |
I would like to add that the entire record of this ;

: , . |

1

i
|
!
¥
i
i
!
i
I

I would like to state for the record that the court reporter

is to certify that the transcript is a complete, accurate and

true record of all the testimony given here today. . !

(Whe:eﬁpon, at '3:20 p.m., the deposition was concluded)
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‘- | CERTIFICAT OF NOTARY PUBLIC |
; : : : {
— i ‘ . :
2 i’ I, Alfred Joseph Lafrance, the officer before whom the I
i ‘ : i
3 | foregoing deposition has taken, do hereby ¢ertify that the §
I . :
; : |
. ' S : witness whose testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was|
s | , C .. o !
2 i duly sworn by me; that the testimony of said witness was taken
6 by me in shorthand and to the best of my"*ab,i-l“ity-’and thereafter!
i ' : P
7 ¢ reduced in typewriting under my direction, that said deposition
| - :
'8 { is a true record of the testimony given by said witness; that ; A
| - | o
$ & I am neither counsel for, related to, nor employed by any of the
| o : _ ;
1 ) {
10 i parties to the action in which this deposition was taken; and “
! : i
. 1 i further that I am not a relative or employee of any attorney l
: ; . ,
; i
1] . N : a o ‘
19 i or counsel employed by the parties thereto, nor financially or |
| |
‘ a C . !
. . 13 i otherwise interested in the outcome of the 'acticn. Z
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| |
E _ ' Notary Public in and for i
6 il we the District of Columbia
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i i
- |
i/ ? i
13 ‘ My Commission expires November 14, 1980. -
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21 CERTIFICAT OF NOTARY PUBLIC ' |
- | v
\ 5% I, ' _ , the officer before whom the
A3§ foregoihg deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the ’
i

witness whose testimony appears to the foreoging deposition was!

5} duly sworn by me; that the testimony of said witness was taken

6 by , ‘ : , shorthand reporter, and there-

after reduced to typewriting by him or under his direction;

4

[¢3)

that I am neither counsel for, related to, nor employed by any

: _ !
of the parties to the action in which this deposition was taken;

1¢ § and further that I am not a relative or employee of any

{
i
i
attorney or counsel employed by the parties thereto, nor %
i

~ financially or otherwise interested in the outcome of the action.. .

i

_ ‘ Noyary Public
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