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Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda,
the Commlttee has determlned that 51gn1f1cant ‘
lnformatlon regardlng Luisa Calderon spec1f1cally
: of Nov. 22 _-details of her L
her conversation and*égsoc1atlon w1th chan Intelllgence
were. w1thheld from the Warren Comm;ss;on.- Thls .
’Alnformatlon asdescrlbedabove, was derived from ;"’
Do However
»j'debrleflngs of A—l. from the Commlttee S review
of the A—l flle prov1ded by the CIA, the Commlttee
has not found any credlble evidence 1nd1cat1ng that
_ other 1nformatlon orov1ded by A—l to the CIA was -
_relevant to the work of the Warren Comm;ssmon. HoWeverf
- in 1ts revxew the Committee has determlned that a

_ as . L
h;_ispec1flc document ‘referenced in the A—l fllefi is;g;fﬁ;g;;gg

not present in that file.

The m1351ng ltemzrsor conclderable concern to
the Commlttee. It is a debrleflng report of A-1
entltled "The Oswald Case." (CIA_, Doc Dispatch [UFGW-—] -

5035, »3/23/65) On March 23, 1965, a CIA dlspatch

v .

records the transmlttal of the report along w1th

- eleven other A-l debrleflng reports. (Ibid.) Next to »jigg
the llstlnq of the "Oswald Case" debrleflng report |

is the handwrltten notatlon "SI. '_A CIA employee ' o §

who has worked extensively with'thé Aqency files
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. notation w was the symbol for the CIA component

'_CI/SIG IN a CIA memorandum dated September 27,pfv

o debrleflng Report No. 40 1s a dupllcatlon of

‘-have contact w1th the Warren Commxss;on and does r'
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'fsystem told a Commlttee staff member that thls ;,5;773?4~"'5

known as Spec1al Intelllgence. Other CIA-
representatlves.believed the notationfwas*a -

reference to the Counterlntelllgence component
1978, ‘the CIA has adopted the p051tlon that “

the orlglnal Langosch memorandum of May 5 1964

‘concernlng AMMUG s knowledge of Lee Harvey

Oswa}d's n0551ble contact w1th the DFE * fd ¢Cffht‘ f
R hos h'i reSaf: -%oh T3 WOMGM}\Q(-«T onrceé'ns "-UPY

e‘. 915"\9 {ic IR .,‘J\ o6 ]
e Commlttee has questlodgﬁ A- ﬁs % m ""ﬁﬂdwwn‘

offlcers regardlng addltlonal lnformatlon that A—l may - -
have supplied about Oswald Joseph Langosch when
1nterv1ewed by the Commlttee, stated that he dld not

w o,
not know what information derlved from A-l's de- . :
brleflngs~was supplled to the Warren Commlsslon. (HSCAx,
Staff Interview of-Joseph Langosch, 8/21/787]C;te also
InterﬁieWs ofHHildagg &-Piccolo) He alsovstated_that[

he does not recall that A-1 provided any‘other'information
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*The CIA memorandum states 1n part as follows':

___: When CI Staff learned of AMMUG—l's defectlon-
-+ -and considered the ‘possibility that he.

might have some knowledge of the Oswald
case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions

--to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing
'AMMUG~1...WH desk records reflect that

AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding

. this questlonnalre.../§7ecause the debriefing

on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive
matter, it was dictated directly to a CI -
(Counterlntelllgence) stenographer on.

5 May 1964. /Note: A-1 was debriefed on

”several subjects on_ 4 May 64. -The procedure'

- .-was to assign each subject discussed a.

debrleflng number and they were written

-~ up in contact report form by the WH case

officer. The lnstructlons from CI staff

- were to handle . the Oswald case debrleflng

:.‘every closelx and not to keep any coples ln-_
s WH DlVlSlon/ . The "Oswald Case" was’

r\ C‘:;u

logged in the WH notebook log as debrieflng

‘report number 40, but the report itself
- was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly
- to acCI staff stenographer.  There would.
- be no reason to include the number 40 on
- the report of this special debrleflng for
. CI staff, since it was their only debriefing
ﬂ'repOrt;' We are certain it is the debriefing
. report (#40) because the date is the same;
it is the only debriefing report on. Oswald g

listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic)
the only AMMUG-1 debrleflng report in
Oswald s 201 flle.

(CIAa Doc., Memorandum for the Record; Regarding
AMMUG-1 Debriefing Report on the Oswald :
Case, 27 September, 1978, p. l)
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a:don OSwald's contact w1th the DGI except for that
set forth in- the Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8 -
as dlscussed hereln.- (Ibld ) | |

In a further effort to clarlfy the substance
of 1nformatlon that A—l prov1ded to the CIA -
regardlng Oswald the Commlttee has attempted
to locate A—l.. The CIA has also attempted to Jh‘b
locate A-l, whose present relatlonshlp w1th E
cthe Agency is. amblguous, but hasvbeen gggzasqi;~«°r1x)
to determlne hls present whereabouts * The CIA s S

~1nab111ty to locate A-l has been a source of
concern to- this Commlttee, partlcularly in’ hz"

light of his lonc asscclatxon with the- &3ency.~‘
L rcmams U‘“rupk:.-}c u.fhre..,«ra\h o

Thus p -2 wmu,,ua- Aot ATris lnformatz.on A—l
“may have supplled the CIA about Oswald However,:with“ ',;
the exceptlon of the Calderon eplsode and on the _fgnf: ° *

_ba51s of»the CIA s wr;tten reocrd, it appears that ﬁf
the CIA provided ‘the Warren Commission with 'alli A-1 -~ %
information'oftinvestigative significance. . '

A separate questlon remains, hoviever. _k'l"he . - %
Agency, as noted earller, did not reveal to the

Warren CommLSSLOn that A-1 was present ln the o

R = A = = =
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"3’*An Aprll 1978 CIA communlcatlon to the FBI regardlng
A—l states 1n pertlnent part.‘

Slnce 1971 (A—l) has not been involved
in any CIA operation in Miami. or. elsewhere.
(Joseph Norris }is the alias of a CIA |
_ representatlve[who periodically debriefs - -
- (A-1) on. personalities and methods of the.
DGI. ]There is no other CIA involvement with
Rodriguez. ' (CIA Doc. 080760Z, CIA 202417
, Vol 4; A—l File 201—749651) S _

However, a. CIA handwritten index: card concernlng
‘ the Agency status of’ A—l states., _

.Informed "Calvia" on 15 Aprll 1977.that
(A=1) fnot
receiving any salary, but could be paid if
- and when used in_.an operation. No problems -
" here. [ |
. ﬂ [ﬂ(CIA Doc., Handwritten Note, -
' ‘April 1977, contalned ln Vol 4 of A-l flle’

- 201~ 749651)
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condx.t;.ons, access:.ble to the Comm::.ss:.on. Giiring
'due cons:.deratz.on o the CIA's serlous concern

| for protect:l.ng J.ts sources, the fact that A—-l'

status was not dlsclosed prevented the Warren s
Comm1551on from exerc151ng a p0351ble optlon,;_?';_

-b i.e. to take the sworn test:.mony- of A-1 as it N g
.ccherned Oswald end-the Kennecy assasSinaticn.'

»On thJ.s ::.ssue, as the wrltten record tends to ' é

.show, the Agency un:.laterally rejected the pOSSlblllty

of exerc151ng thlS optlon.

In ln.ght of the establlshment of A—-l s
‘-hona fldes/." A , hisf"
proven rellablllty and hlS depth of knowledge of
Cuban J.ntelllgence aCthZLtJ.eS, thls optlon m:.ght

well have- been conSLdered by the Warren Commmss:.on.

‘\-j‘:“ U'L‘{'lc.nSn\ Ayeé

During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General

bae P M
The AMLASH Operation C'*‘O = %‘;\fi g

issued a 'report which examined CIA supported

-assassination plots. Included in this report

SECREL

was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an .- R §
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Agency progect referred to as the AMLASH | v
»A-_operatlon (CIA Inspector General Report 1957 g
I""-_pp 1—74 78—112) . The AMLASH operat:_on J.nvolved
;a h:.gh level Cuban off:.c:.al ‘(assigned the CIA o

cryptonym AMLASH/l) who, during 1962 whlle meet:mg

-.w:.th a CIA representat:.ve expressed the de51re to _ ‘, é
-assa551nate Fldel Castro (Ibid., p. 84). As a “ : - ;
_result of AMLASH s expressed objectlve and the T
VCIA's des:.re to find a. v:.able polltz.cal alternat:.ve | s
" to! the Castro regime, the Agency subsequently
vvprov:i.ded AMLASH with both moral and mater:n.al ‘ g
‘support des:.gned to depose F:Ldel Castro.~ (Ib’id.';-'

- pp. 80 94) - The AM.LASH operatlon was - term:.nated R ,¢§

by the CIA in 1965 as the result of securltv leaks- 2N

(IbJ.d. pp. '104-106) Durlng 1965 AMIASH and h:z.s

vconsplrators were brought to tr:.al in Cuba for plottlng

. ‘agalnst- Castro. AMLASH was sentenced to death but SRR
at Castro s request the sentence was reduced to L | §
twenty-five years imprisonment. (Ibid.. pp.: 107-110).

\ " In its examination ef 'tn'e AMLASH operationv g
the 1967 IGR concluded that the CIA had offe{red' both

direet and indirect support for AMLASH"S plottingi. (Ibid. p. 8

PR

SEC <éL
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»~,,offer of support to AMLASH reported by the;_f}”ij_ .

"_moment Pre51dent Kennedy was. shot a CIa offlcer
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" (This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA-—controlled documents.) ’

The most strlklng example of the CIA's direct o

31967 IGR states | it ls lxkely that at the very

was meetlng with a Cuban agent in Parls and glVlngA.u
hlm an assaSSLnatlon dev1ce for use agaznst CASTRO "
-(Ibld ) |

‘The 1967 IGR offered no flrm ev1dence conflrmlng
l'or refutlng Castro S knowledge of the AMLASH operatlon
| prlor to the assassxnatlon of President Kennedy. The
.31967 IGR dld note-that'ln 1965 when AMLASH was |
cantt

trled 1n*Havana,press reports of Cuban knowledge

, _.of AMLASH =3 assoc1at1.on with the CIa weredated from

o November 1964 approx1mately one year after Preszdent

‘Kennedy s assassmnatlon (Inld p. lrl)

The Church Commlttee in Bock V of its Final
A’Report examlned the AMLASH operatlon in great detall.
(SSC, Book Vv, pp. 2- 7, 67-69) The Church.Commlttgﬁ
concluded: ' ' -

The AALASH plot was more relevant to the

Warren Commision work than the early CIA

: assassxnatlon plots with the underwor;d;

Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH

Classification: .S FRORES GL 2
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" from ClA—controlled documents, ) ‘

operatlon was in progress at the tlme _
3*hof the assassxnatlon, unllke the earller.
'vplots, the AMLASH OPeratlon could ixhﬁhw?
'.iclearly be traced to the CIA, and
unl:Lke the earl:.er plots, the cIAa had
t,endorsed AMLASH s proposa1 for a coup,f,“A'
‘the flrst step to hlm belng Castro St
bassa551natlon, desplte ‘Castro's threat”
'torretallate for such plottlng.; No one
dlrectly 1nvolved ln elther 1nvest1gat10h :
~(1 e.‘the CIA and the FBI) was told of |
.ethe AMLASH operatlon. No one 1nvest1~ ”
hgated a connectlon between the AMLASH
_operatlon and Pre51dent Kennedy s .
i”assassmnatlon. Although Oswald had been
in contact ‘with pro Castro and anti- %
Castro groups for many months before the L
'assa531natlon, the CIA dld not conduct_ I s':flh; ;ég
:a thorough 1nvest1gat10n of questlons * o
. of Cuban gove_rnment or Cuban_ exile §

involvement in the assassination. (Ibid. p. 5).°

L
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- General's Report concernlng the subject of CIA
'3sponsored assa551natlon plots. Thls Report, in “’:
- large part, was ;ntended as’ .

Church Committee's findings.b;The 1977'IGR_stetes:

» to the Warren Commission.. (1977 IGR p 2)

assaSSLnatlon of PreSLdent Kennedy, the AMLASH

' operatlon was not an aSS&SSlndtlon plot.

,l

- The Report-(of'thevChurch“Committee)

,The 1977 IGR concluded that . prlor to the

%§>>would have served to reinforce the

‘its efforts had it taken a broader view Cin%$/+’
. of the matter {of normal avenuesof

~ have considered in specific.terms

- involvement in the assassination’

| ClaS’SifiCdﬁoh: L

(ThlS form is to be used for mctenal extracfed
from ClA—confrolied documenfs )

In 1977, the CIA lssued a. second Inspector

éssigns it ('the.AMJ:,ASH operation)
characterlstlcs that it dld not have
durlng the perlod precedlng the assae51na—
tlon_of JFK in order to support the SSC

view that itkshould have been reported

TFE
Nevertheless, the 1977‘;§R’dld state:

credibility of (the Warren Commission) S

lnvestlgatlon) The CIA, too, could ﬁzfﬁ ‘kﬂﬁgﬂ’

what most then saw in general terms-—-
the p0551blllty of Soviet or Cuban

because of the tensions of the time.

It is not enough to be able to 901nt v’%

Classificatio  SECREL _.;- r»é
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’ Comm:f.ss.lon that he did not bel:.eve the AMLASH o '_ K é

c:ass:ﬁ,;m.; AR s EC RE

(Th(s form is to be used for matenal exfrocted

. from ClA—controlled documents.) AR
to erroneous criticisms made today._,
The Agency should have taken broader
initiatives then as well. That. B

""fl,CIA -employees at the time: felt-~as“

' they obviously did--that the act1v1t1es
S about which they knew had no relevance S
" to the Warren Commission inquiry does o C
- ‘not take the place of a record of ’
consc1ous rev1ew. (Ibid. p. 1
: X roﬂqd’"" '

Rlchard Helms, as the hlghest level CIA

employee in contact w1th the Warren CommlsSLOn on ’

’f»a regular ba51s, testlfled to the Rockefeller

operatlon was relevant to the 1nvest1gatlon of

‘PreSLdent Kennedy s death. (Rockefeller CommLSSLOn,-"*~A
»Testlmony of Richard Helms, 4/24/75 pp. 389- 391 392), o
f'In addltlon, Mr. Helms testlfled before thlS N

>”Comm1ttee that the AMLASH operatlon was not deSLgnednf”‘.

to be an assa551natlon plot (Exec. Sess. mest. of
Richard Helms, 8/9/78 pp. 26—27).

A contrastlng v1ew to the testlmony of Mr

_ Helms ‘was’ offered by Jcseph uangosch who in 1963

~*
’ S o ' , , . Affai
Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component ‘ Stafs
responsible for CIA operations directed against
the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence e g
Services (HSCA Class. Affidavit of Joseph Langosch,
. _ ‘ §&CRrT ‘ ‘_:{gf’l,
Classification: =~ . g
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14 '1978;5§.t15 The Spec1al Affalrs Staff 1

Twas headed by Desmond FltzGerald and was respon51ble.

-.for the 'AMLASH operatlon (SSC, Book V, pp. 3, 8, 79)

Langosch, as the Chlef of Counterlntelllgence

"‘for the Spec1al Affalrs Staff, was responSLble for

‘safeguardlng SAS agalnst penetratlon by forelgn

1ntelllgence services, partlcularly the Cuban

-[Intelllgence Servxces (HSCA Cla551f1ed AffldaVlt
"_of Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78, p. 3). rIt was

;Langosch's recollectlon that.

vﬂ;}...the AMLASH operatlon prlor to. the

- ‘assassination of President: Kennedy was'
‘characterized by the Special Affairs:

- staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other
senior CIA officers as an assassination
operation initiated and sponsored by the

. CIA. (Ibid., p. 4)

'.'Langosch further recollected that as of 1962

Serv1ces were aware of AMLASH and his assoc1atlon

w1th the CIA and that the lnformatlon upon whlch

- he based hlS conclusion that the AMLASH

“'operatlon was insecure was available to senior levig.CIA

Seep 3t atork)

officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. (Ibld., p. 4)

However, the 1ssue before thls Commlttee lS

ﬁeqm \%’g
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*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, thls R
Committee has ‘received from the CIA an affldav1t ﬂff B
executed by Kent L. Pollock (CIA pseudconym} who served
as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the
entire period in which he was Chief of the Special- Affalrs
Staff...and discussed with him the AMLASH operation as it.
progressed." (CIA Doc., Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock,
executed Oct. 5, 1978, pP. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically-
contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASH operatlon
was characterized by the Special Affairs Staff, Desmond
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an

- assassination operation. 'In pertinent part, Pollock
:*drew the follow1ng COHClUSlonS. h :

To the best of my knowledge, Mr. FltzGerald : g
considered the AMLASH operation to be a. polltlcal IEEEE
action act1v1ty -with the objective of organizing

a group within Cuba to overthrow Castro and the - F;'E;',
Castro regime by means of a coup d'etat. I heard o
Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation ' o
frequently, and never heard him characterize, it asﬁ.v?~ '
an assaSSLE' ion operation." Mr. FltzGerald

stated ‘within my hearing on several occasions - » éi
his awareness that coup d'etat often lnvolves :

loss of life. (Ibld., par. 3, p. 2) ' '

He also stated'

Desmond FltzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH
operation as an "assassi egtlon operation”; the.

case officer did not; I, as Executive Officer, never
discussed any aspect of the AMLASH operation w1th
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the otheg

branch chiefs and the spec1a1 assistants could not
have so characterized- it since they did not know
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.

The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day
of President Kennedx's death. AMLASH rejected the' :
pen with dlsdaln._/lbld., par. 4, p. 2/), (Ibld.,r
par. 6, p. 3) _
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not smplmﬁéeﬁafs {ned s%rf m°*e"qa%‘§{°$§°s' an
- from C!A—contro ocuments ; »
assassrnatlon plot prlor to President Kennedy s
'“ldeath.m The broader and.more 51gn1f1cant.lssue,
Vas the 1977 IGR has ldentlfled lt, lS whether
'the AMLASH cperatlon was of suff1c1ent relevancy
'to have been reported to the Warren Comm1331on.‘
In the case of the AMLASH operatlon thls_
determlnatlon is a most dlfflcult matter to
_resolve. Reasonable men may- dlffer ln thelr
characterlzatlon of the Agency's operatlonal
objectlves.
Based upon the presently avallable ev1dence
'lt is the Commlttee s p051tlon that such lnforma—_
"’tlon, lf made avallable to the Warren CommlSSlOn,
' mlght have stlmulated the CommlsSLOn s lnvestlga—
tlve corcern for oossrble Cuban lnvolvement or
compllc1ty in the assa581natlon. As J. Lee Rankin
commented4before this Commlttee-
...when I read...the Church Commlttee s ‘ .'ib
report--it was an ideal situation for
them to just pick out any way they -
wanted to tell the story and fit it
in with the facts that had to be met
and then either blame the rest of it

on somebody else or not tell any more
or polish it off. I don't think that

S
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the past. decade.
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could have happened back in 1964

I think there would have been a

much better. chance of getting to .
 the heart of it. It might have

only revealed. that we are 1nvolved

in it and who approved it and all-
that. But I think that would =
" have at least come out. {HSCA Class.-
Depo. of J. Lee Rankln, 8/17/78, p.91)

The Commlttee is in agreement Wlth Mr. Rankln :
'that had the AMLASH operation ‘been dlsclosed to

the Warren Comm;ssxon, the CommLSSLQn mlght have -
been able to foreclose the speculatlon and conjecture

that has s urrounded the AMLASH operatlon durlng :

’ operatlon renalns a footnote to the turbulent

erelatlons between Castro's Cuba and the Unlted States. ,_fi

) e L D% _
Classification: _ kS;CR:—_E~
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As history now records, the AMLASH
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