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HOROWITZ:arh . CONFIDENTIAL 5

E
|
T
; SZLECT COMMITTEE ON ACSSASSINATICHS
o
o . .
! Subcommittee on the Assassination of John F. Kennedy
1
“
3 .
‘ i Washincton, D. .
| :
- ' H
| Mondayv, July 17, 1978 P
¥ H i
= ¢ ! ;
= S . - i
N { Deposition of :
b . ;
w 3 i
- ! RAYMOND 3. ROCCA
[= - !
~ /o !
~ i called for examination by ccunsel for the subcommiticze, i
S5 !
< c . . N . . o !
< i pursuant to notice, irn the offices cf the Select Committe= !
. :
. - i
o 7 i
= 5 on Agsassinaticns, Room 3501, Youse Annex No. 2, Sscond =2nd D
| i
- \
v i
b Streets, S. ¥., ¥Washington, D. C., bkecinning at 2:%0 o‘clock,

SHINGTON,

=5z
e 'or the subccrmmittee: ;
"' = Isi v !
= ; ¥ichael CGoldsmith, Staff Counsel i
RN !
- !
= H Charles BRerk, Staff Counsel, :
P yoo : :
E i Elizabeth Berning,; Nctazrv ;
- 3] H
=0y ;
= h - - -
SV ,
.y : Ms. Berning. What is the witness' name? :
o :
A % Mr. Goldsmith. Raymoné Rocca. ;
= [ i ‘
= g :
- ! Ms. Berninc., M Rozca,; would vou stand please, anad .
£ ¢ . !
! raise your right hand.

\/

g
o
o)
e
o
b
0
10}
[V]
H
(—r
5
n
ot

AT , ; the testimony that veou are akout to
® =
7N =

! cive is true and correct?

7]
- "‘
{ ~ o=
i ¥r, Rocca. I do.
.4 1
i Ms. Terning. Thank vcu.
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the record,

in terms of the caveats

indulgence and just set

Geldsmith.
sir?
Mr. Rocca.

"‘."”.-we

ol

Myr. Goldsmith.

sukpoena on the rart

Mr, Bccca. That is
Mr. Geldsmith. Off
(Discussicn off the
Mr. Goldsmith. Mr.

right tc nave couns

Mr, Goldsmith.

Mr. Rocca. I waive
Mr, Goldsmith. At 1
Mr. Rocca. Yep. I

:‘:"r .
Have you received a

Resolutions 222, 433

Mr. Rocca. I have -
CON

e

Yes, ind

e RN 2
SNLIDETSOM S

I DEN

TIAL

Would you state your name and a

Are veu here tcdav voluntarily

vou here without the
of the committes?
correct.

the reccrd.
record)

Rcceca, do vou underst

el present tolay?

eec.
thet richt.
east for ncow.

expect that I

ide andcé

Goldsmith. Fine. Nc problem.

copy of the committee
, and 7¢C?

- for

icdre

[H]

s

™)

neecd tC resort

ané that vou

2nd de you waive thet richt?

arle tc Judge

ask your

rules a

&

S A



wvaive their rig@;nactuallwab receive a copy cf the transcript)

! CONFIDENTTIA AL 3
g !
o ?
o Mr. Geldsmith. Yes. §
| i
‘! Have yvou had an opportunitv tc read Rule Number 4.
3|
. ; Mr. Reocca. I have, incdeed. I mean, I‘ve read it.
g f » _
; - Mr., Goldsmith. D¢ yvou understand it as well? .
- o A
2 . Mr. Rocca. I understand it to the extent that it's i
i i
- |
& s _ : ’
i possible uncder these circumstances.
~. '
< 7 H - I'H : A 1, >
S . Mr. Goldsmith. Dc vou have any guestions about it now? |
- i
& 2 !
= T Mr. Rocca. I have nc guestions about it now. i
] '
) .
< v \ ' : 3 ; h
. ; Mr. Geldsmith., Under the committee rules, Mr. Rocca, a
= i
SN | : N L
s i witness has a right tc receive a copy cf a deposition transcript.
2, , . s
= i In other words, whenever a witness gives a deposition statemant,
< | - ' |
= i1 . . . ' . ?
- I he has a richt to receive a copyv 0f the transcrint. !
® . f
= 13 . o b1 :
= l However, the Central Intelligence Agency has asked the !
= i _ s
o - | committee to request of present and former Agency emrloyees to!
Z

The Agerncy is ccncerned that the transcript has classified

you are willing to waive ycur right to receive a copy of the

@ a7 C ,
- i information in it and would not want the transcrirt to leave
= : : : ‘ i
= @ ?
& E the committee's secure areas. i
! i
- 1~ i ;
b "; So, for that reason, I would like to ask vou whether i
] - : . : :
E, 40 : !
i

. .41 : .
;gf§§§p i transcript. By doing so, however, vou would still have the
® - | o | o
TN | full right to review the transcript for accuracy anc to make |
22 | | | | - |
| any necessary corrections. Sc, all you are waiving is your !
.y :
L Sad . !
richt to receive a cony. :

Mr. Rocca. I co.

3 ]
in

4
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|  CONFIDENTTIAL

4 ;
:
v i
. Let me say that membership in the Acency has lonc since |
| | -
2 - . . . . . %
- comported the waiving of constitutional rights ir various |
L |
' N resvects. This is simply ancther ~--
. i
. ' i
T ' Mr. Geldsmith. I won't be asking yvou to waive any more |
o o ' i
2 I rights, I hope. %
! H
a L i
” ° I would like you to know that.the Court Reporter will ;
R |
o 7 be asked to certify the transcript as a complete, accurate; ;
. | |
2 °§' and true record of all the testimony given. !
. 3 i ) . . . !
= i Mr. Rocca. Will there be an oprortunitv to correct it? |
= i ) .
- . i :
z 'O§ There are mis-speakings and .that kind of thing, whatever that |
€ ' ! werd means. It has just been coined in the last year or so, -
wl i {
> if |
- e . . . s
. i "I mis-spoke."” ’
® . |
— 12 . . . . . : . R
i ‘J: Mr. Goldsmith. You will be civen an cpportunity tc review
s H - ) !
- i {
= 4 . . . CL s '
@ 1 the transcript for accuracy. If, in your opinion. it is not
= r i
& 130 ] ; . !
£ ' 1 accurate, there is a procedure for rectifving those tyres of
= Y :
= 13 ¢
= | oproblems. -
@ 17 . . - . ?
. - New, are ycu retired from the Central Intellicence Agency?
= j
= Mr. Rocca. I am. :
1753 - |
= iz : . . ' . !
= | Mr. Coldsmith. Eave you received a copy of Actinc z
S . ' i
° ! Director Carlucci's 23 March, 1978 letter which, for the :
! ;
< t :
‘CW‘ -t B

record, cocrresvonds with JFK exhibit number 947?

%
{

S f !
. S 11 . :
SN f Mr. Rocca. 22 March, 1978 -- I have. f
227 ] i
| Mr. Goldsmith. That is the letter that svecifically
2 |

discusses the gquestion of secrecy agreements and authorizes

Agency emplovees to respond to relevant questions made by this

CONFPIDENTIAL
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CONFIDENTIAL 5

committee.
Mr. Rocca. Yes.

It also contains caveats which protect the continued

interest in sources and in methods, which I regard as adeguate

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

understand.

Mr. Goldsmith. You understand that letter?

Mr. Rocca. Yes. Ee wants me tc tell you all you need’

to know in order to get your job cone.

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

I believe the letter indicates that so long as guestiong

relevant to the committee's mandate are addressed to the
witness, the Agency is authorizing you to answer those guesti
T would like to have this marked and offered as an

exhibit.

(The document referred to was marked Rocca Exhibit

Number 1.)

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

Mr. Goldsmith. Yes.

Off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Goldsmith. I will indicate for the record that
this exhibit is one that we have used for every witness

that the committee either knew worked for the Central

DONFIDENTIAL
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}
|
i

1
I
i
1

|
on
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letter to witnesses who had no connection with the Agency.

'in 1963?

CONFIDENTIAL

Intelligence Agency or thoucht might have worked for the

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

How many vears were you employed with the CIA?
Mr. Rocca. From its inception in 1937 to the 31lst of

December, 1974.

Mr. Goldsmith. What position did you hold when you
retired in 19747? : i

Mr. Rocca. I was Deputy Chief of the Counter IntelligenFe

- - B 1

staff. | o N NP B

Mr. Goldsmith. What position did vou hold in 12£3, at
the time of President Kennedy's assassination?

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

Mr. Goldsmith; Is that kncwn as CI/R&A?

Mr. Rocca. That is. Correct.

Mr. Goldsmith. What resbonsibility; if any, did you

have with regard to the CI2Z's investigation of the assassinatipn

Mr. Rocca. My responsibilities, in my own words, were
to serve as the working level.point of contact and facilitation
to the Warren Commission staff, the working level point cf
contact and facilitation.

That was initiated some time in January. There is a

memorarndum of record which represented the results of

CONFIDENTIAL
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brecadly speeking. To keep the community informed on the

CONFIDENTIAL 7

conversations at about that time, which informed me of this
decision. Iﬁ other words, it was not a thing that I sought.

Mr. Goldsmith. Before we go into your responsibilities
in more detail, would you describe for the record what the
Counter Intelligence Research and Analysis staff did in 19632
In other words, what was the purpose of that unit?

Mr. Rocca. The unit was designed to bring to bear
analytical intelligence, analytical brainpower, which meant

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

that had ceased to occupy operational significance, that is,
closed cases; to maintain the ongoing record of overall —

quality and gquantity of counter intelligence heing performed ~P=-- .

by the entire DDP operational component; to -- operational
component -- the Deputy Director for Plans.
Mr. Goldsmith. That's just in caps -- DDP. %
: !
Mr. Rocca. DDP -~ I have listed now three functions,

organization's structure and operatiénal rotential, that is,
the threat of all ‘intelligence services throughout the world,
that is, by supervising the writing of an encyclopedic
publication, which was icalled the NIS Section 56 at that time.
This was a specific responsibility of the component.

In other words, it was a research support for operational
components. The firnal major function, and this is important,

is training. We were responsible for the suprervision and

CONFIDENTIAL
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performance of CI training.

Ss, we kept the CI indicators, the overall record of
CI organization throughout the world -- that is, the adversarv
services -- we worked on cases when they had ceased to be of
direct concern to the operational components, and tried to make
relatidnships between cases.

We wére concerned, obviously, on the training side in
working with other parts of the intelligence community, -as

well as training inside, and so forth.

I think that those five broad topics -- I could narrow
them down -- ' , -~
S~

Mr. Goldsmith. MNo, that's fine.

Mr. Rocca. I think this is sufficient to get us started.

Mr. Goldsmith. Who was in charge of the CIA's investigat

into the assassination of President Kennedy?

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

provision for investigation. The investigation was the FBI's A

not”CIAYs resvonsibility.

Mr. Goldsmith. Within CIA, isn't it fair to say that
initially Jack Whitter was given responsibility for conducting
the investigation?

Mr. Rocca. I don't want to nit-pick your language, but
that was not an investigative responsibility, as I understood
it.

The GP Floor ophase, which he headed up --

CONFIDENTIAL

'
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CONFIDENTTIATL

Mr. Goldsmith. The GP Floor?

2 Mr. Rocca. Floor phase. : 5

3 Mr. Goldsmith. Would you define for the record what
‘@

4 GP Floor is?

5

Mr. Rocca. GP Floor was the code name assigned by the

_ z
aﬁo DDP, by Mr. Helms and Mr. Karamissines and the desks, to ' \

7 characterize cable traffic during the initial phase of the
8 Agency's relationship with the various authorities and with
9 its own organizations or components overseas. This is a
10 | o , - . ] |
code facilitation, a telegram or telecraphic consideration. !
11 . . L . g -
And, during that rhase, it was indeed Mr. hitten's resHon=-—_.
12 s . . . T
sibility. I think he did an extremelv good job. ]
1 _ {
('. »3 Mr. Gcldsmith. So, GP Floor was a ccde name which was '»
14 assigned to cable traffic pertaining to the Kennedy assassination,
15 | ' : :
is that correct?
16 . )
Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, during the period of
17 )
Novemkber through January, and then it was phased out.
18 - . . ot e
Mr. Goldsmith. And Mr. Whitten initially had
19 1 s
responsibility for --
20 ' L - o
¥r. Rocca. Coordinating traffic, for working with the
21 DDP with respect to what was being done over the whole world,
. 22 as far as I know. This was before I got into it.
{
\
Mr. Goldsmith. 2fter Mr. Whitten nc longer had
2 responsibility in that area, who took over the responsibility
25 for coordinating the Agency's investigation?
CONFIDENTIAL
DocId:32263409 Pkge 10
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Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there was no further

cryptonym aséigned to it. |
| Mr. Goldsmith. Nevertheless, without a cryptonym being

assigned to it--

Mr. Rocca. And therefore cables would go to the DDP,

. e
would go tc Mr. Helms or Mr. Karamissines, the various desks.
In other words, .it became a decentralized responsibility.

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

out, a formal placement of an investigative responsibility.

Mr. Goldsmith. Informally, who --

Mr. Rocca. I became ~-- or the CI staff and I for the
' S _
staff became then -- because by that time a commission Had T
been: formed --'~had become the point of contact for the

commission.

Mr. Goldsmith; So, informallyv, the CI staff was
responsible for coordinating the CIA's investigation?

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

Mr. Goldsmith. 1In the CI staff.

Mr. Rocca. In the CI staff.

Mr. Goldsmith. At the time, who was in charge of the
CI staff?

Mr., Rocca. Mr. Angleton, ané Mr. Hunt was his deputy.

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

CONFIDENTIAL
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Mr; Rocca. No.

Mr. Goldsmith. For the record, who is Mr. FHunt?

Mr. Rocca. Mr. Hunt was Mr. James Hunt, a totally
daifferent person.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know why the respénsibility for
providing information to the Warren Commissicn was given to
the CI staff as opposed to Mr. Whitten?

Mf. Rocca. I do not.

I would‘judge -- and I am guessing now, this is purely
a guess =-- 1 never discussediit with him -- that as Chief of
the Mexican Desk, which was his former job, the whole parameteﬁ
of the case had shifted frcm its initial phase of October and
November, wihere traces came up involving his files and his
handling of the initial leads that develcped out of the
Mexican resources, and that he no longer regarded it as
really his primary responsibiliitv.

Mr, Goldsmith. Was there any conflict between
Mr. Angleton and Mr. Whitter regarcdinag the manner in which the
ihvestigation was to be conducted?

Mr. Rocca. As far as I know, there was none, and T
did not hear of any at the time -- or since.-

Mr. Goldsmith. 1Is it true that initially Mr. Whitten
was given responsibility for the investigation and that
Mr. Angleton in some manner interceded in the investigation

being conducted by Mr. Whitten?

CONFIDENTIAL
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CONFIDENTIAL 12

Mr. Rocca. If so, I do not know this and cannot
sustain that éllegation, by any information direct or indirect.
I have never heard it even as hearsay.

By the whole line of gquestioning, I judge that you
have ycur own interests. ‘

Really, Mr. Whitten sat here (indicating) in a smalle=— ]

desk in WH for the Mexican area. He was in a position
to develop through the assets of the Mexico station extremely -
!

interesting material, which at the time was not recognized,

obviously, as pertaining to anything like what came out of it
in October or late September, and that was entirely appropriaté
to the WH division and area, and functional division.

Mr. Goldsmith. WH stands for Western Hemisphere?

Mr. Rocca. Western Hemisphere =-- not White House --
underline that, pleaée, because this is ancother of the canards.

" As I say, it was entirely apprcopriate in the GP Floor i

rhase that he would héve that. But the minute you had a
commission set up outside the line obviously had to be the
Director, and from the Director to his Chief of Operations
overseas, becauée the spread involved then all of the divisionsg
Here you had Mr. Whitten being asked to sign off on cables
that had to do with Netherlands, with U.X., with Australia,
and it would have seemed to me utterly’ administratively simply
hybrid monster.

So, in effect, the. concentration of supervisory

CONFIDENTIAL
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CONFIDENTIAL 13

authority on the assistance being civen the ¥arren Commission
: i

. - . I

once they got underway was something, as I uncderstand it, '

negotiated between the Commission itself and Mr, Helms.

Mr. Angleton was present. I may have been present at the’
meeting which decided that R & A would be'the point of referende.
L

I cannot recall.

But there is a memorandum -- off the record -~ there

and you should have it.

Mr. Goldsmith. There is a memorandum for the record

which indicates --
Mr. Rocca. . In January, which indicates how that thing
cot off. And it dispells, I thirk, any idea that there was

some kind of internal machination.

Mr. Goldsmith. Where would that memorandum for the :
record be found -- because we have reviewed manyv files and
have not come across that particular memorancum?

Mr. Rocca. Well, it should be found in the file.

Mr. Goldsmith. %Would it be in the Oéwald file?

Mr. Rocca. It would be in the Oswald file, and it
should be arcund January.

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

Mr. Rocca. The author of that memorandum must have

. (X
been Mr. Helms himself, or Mr. Karamissines. It reflected

conversations that tookplace witih Mr. Rankin. It may be a

Warren Commission memorandum.

CONFIDENTIATL
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CONFIDENTIAL

But that memorandum exists. Ané, as I say, the
memorandum, té me, represented a logical evolution of what
had gone on in the development of the case.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would you be able to locate that
memcrandum for the committee?

-in other words, dc you still have a relationshin with
the Agency which would permit vou to obtain that memorandum?

Mr. Rocca. Well. if vou could arrange it for me to go
out there, I would.

Can we have a little bit of a diversion ncow and nerhaps
go off the record? I want to ask about a number of other
people who helped, who would know this.

Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. Let's go off the record for a

moment. But I don’'t want to go off the record az whole lot

/]

in this deposition.

(Discussion off the reccrd.)

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

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

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

Mr. Rocca. Of such a thing having haopened.

Mr. CGoldsmith. You have to understand, Mr. Rccca, that
we went off the record. So, for the record, by "it,” what
are ou referrincg to?

Mr. Rocca. The shift of the responsibility for overall

CONFIDENTIAL
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CONFIDENTIAL 15 o

coordination qf.what the Agency was doing, from WH, Mr. Whitten,
to the staff. This was an utterly logical and éompletely |
what I would call inevitable in terms of cost effectlvenoss aﬂl
everything else.

Mr. uolosmlth Did the shift take place right at the

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

time that the Warren Commission was established?

+his is something that just comes now right out of my head.
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.

\
'1

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

Mr. Goldsmith. Why was the responsibility for the

i

investication -- I am using that now in an informal sense, t

1

because I think vou feel more comfortable with that -- why wasi
i

the responsibility given to CI staff as opposed to some other |

staff within the DDP?

Mr. Rocca. Because that's our business. CI has
the business of dealing with activity involviné espionage,

sabotage, subversion, terrorism, and the whole works. It is

spelled out in 1-1, Chapter 5. You will find that absolutely

stated formally.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, of all the units within the CIA
in 1963, the CI staff, you are saying, was best suited to be

responsible for this?
Mr. Rocca. That's right, yes, because, in addition, th

staff had&the”réspoﬁéibility for the DDP, for maintaining the

CONFIDENTIAL
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H
i

relations, the liaison relations, with the office of security |
within the Agency itself, the office of security, and with the
FBI and other agencies. This was by directive 1-1, Chapter 5.
I underline the importance of 1-1, Chapter 5.

Mr. Goldsmith. That is the CI staff charter?

Mr. Rocca. = Charter -- and this shift was precisely

. o Y .

directly in line with the imnlications of that charter. This -

is my reading now in retrospect.

Mr. Goldsmith. ™What was the line of reporting within

the CIA with regard to information that was relevant to the

assassination? By line of repcrtincg I mean once information
was received, who did it co to?
T.;am " talking now about the time the CI staff was
responsible for the investication. P
Mr. Rocca. There were —-- this is where you are coing

cff, because the CI staff never displaced Mr. Helms in his

—

direct relations with the Ccmmission. The CI staff never
displaced the direct relations between the Soviet Division,
Mr. Murphy, Mr. Bagley,'with the Commission. The CI staff
never displaced the direct relations between .Mr. Whitten --
even after it had taken”over. In other words, it was a
decentralized approach.

Now the material that did ccme through of a substantive
nature cdeveloped by these components, énd particularly the

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

CONFIDENTIAL
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CONFIDENTIAL 17

to day work, ‘They were reviewed by me or by the assistants
I had, and théy were Mr. Tom Hall, Mr. Thomas Hall, Ph.D.,
University of Chicago, in Slavic Studies, and.our Russian
expert: Mr, Paul Hartman, who was a general research and search
man for the whole of the community and its resources: and
Mr. Arthur_Dooley -= D-0-0-L-E-Y -- a former member of the
FBI who had transferred to the Agency many years befcre.

Now these people actually were dealing with the actual

working level in the various divisions, or the various

divisional elements, particularly in SB, would be working
with me.
Mr. Goldsmith. Let's see if we can clarify this for
a mcment.
Overall responsibility was in the hands of Mr. Helms.
Mr. Rocca. That's correct. Now yvou're talkinc -- and
that never changed.

Myr. Goldsmith. That never changed from the verv beginni

Mr. Rocca. As far as I am concerned, Mr. Helms was in

charge, and Mr. XKaramissines, his deputy, when he was not there.

For sensitive aspects, Mr. Angleton and these two were in
charge, or the division peocple.
Mr. Goldsmith. Was Mr. Angleton heavily involved in

the investéktion, other than occasional sensitive matters

that arose?

Mr. Rocca. I think not. I think this is a correct
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appraisal of his role at that time. He attended the general
meetings.
Let me give you an example of what I have in mind.

Though I was the working level vroint of contact

with the committee, that is, I knew Mr. Slawson in particular,

and worked, I believe, closely and profitably with him, and
without reservation, there was another historian. In any

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

attend any of the discussions that took prlace on that matter,

and that, too, is a matter of formal record.
You should find that recorcd to back that up -- if you

have not found it.

In other words, if vou are lookincg for a fixed point of

investication here, vou have to keep in mind that again, you
had access to sourceé and methods and comparfmentation was
observed, notwithstanding the fact that I was the working
level noint of contact.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, the Nosenko case would be an
example of a_situation where Mr. Angleton would have been
involved.

Mr. Rocca. It was Mr. Murphy.

Mr. Goldsmith. Was Mr. Ancgleton involved as well?

Mr. Rocca. i don’t think he was at the meeting that
concerned it over at the Warren_Commission, because I had the

delicious experience of being asked to leave at a certain

CONFIDENTIAL
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Mr. Goldsmith. What would be an examnle of a sensi

‘ situation that would prompt Mr, Ancleton to have been involved |
i
4 . . . . %
!l in the investication?
w | ;
= S ' ' |
Py i Mr. Rocca. Nh, he would have known all of that. 5
[ i ’ !
= )
o) A i » . . ! |
- Y i Whatever else, I have no similar storv to +t211 akout him.

: o
= 7 ’ . ~ - o i
N { I have the one to tell abcut myself and the Nosenko case, wnlchi
SR !
= © 1I was not cleared for. :
< S ) . . . , i
= g Mr., Goldsmith. But earlier yvou said thet cother then j
S
-~ i « . . - i

3 l sensitive matters, Mr. Ancgletcn bazically was not involved
2 : . |
I; ‘.
=N R I . . - . .- : . %
= i in the investication. I an wondering if you can give an .
[%>3 -t - i
< i

"~

[}
"
)
¥
O
I
fv
0
()]
3
0
or
<
D
3
o
o
(D

HEN
w

T

invelvince the intercept of ccrres»ondence, of Oswald's

Lh

tcorrespondence -- which I saw in 1573.

REFORTERS BUTLDTL

e Rl

Mr. Rocca. Very definitely that is not the case anc

i .
vz
1S . . . :
= [l Mr, Golcésmith., 8o, in 12£3, when vou were working on :
1%} 70 . . 1. o . . = gy
- lthis case, you éid not see the correspondence, the cakle_traffic
= : |
£ 8 Via Fiby e OT conorting Oswald's = =
= ifrcm Mexico Citv to CIA heacdguarters rerorting Oswald’s -
|
= 13! |
~ jcentact? i
S 50 |
~ < }’ ,
| 1
- : .
=i~ {that is not what I saicd. ;

SN
2\.\{
\_ .
1S )
B}

corrasco*m, ce intercented.

(3
4
=
t
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Mr. Rocca. I am talking about the’intercented mail

)
1Y

"
!
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b Mr. Goldsmith. Ckay.
| _
s T
%;- | You 2re talking about the HDLINGUAL vrocram?
7 | aren ; . . .
< Hr. Focca. I'm taiking about that material. Fe weuld
| - ;
$ I 3 ) H
= jhave hancles that. :
He z
“ | :
= g - - - <A . !
o s Ang indeed, wihen I read it in 1875, it was clear that :
1 H
i 4 lM» Papich hadé come over Sa+-uvrédzy m - =] + '
Mr. h had m 2Y on Saturcay morning and had taken ;
i |
< i - . - .
> / Hall of the material on that file. 3ut that vwas the first time .
o
= ‘ l
~ S , !
< * 4I knew that that part of -- in other words, there was very i
-~ !
{
. ‘ ‘ |
< 9 |strict compartmentatior utilized within the whole groun in ;
c ; : ;
) 1 ‘ !
= G lcrder to protect sources and methcds at the time that we were .
= i ,
= v ! : R - - N N " .
= " llattempting to help this hody. That's the point that I'm i
= 1t .
A --gtrylng tc make.
® . »
' N - a2 s
a v Mr. Ancleton's rcle would have been, I would have {
= § ;
~  ulmadgirec, 1in thet connectlon.
Pt 2 . . i L . 3
= ‘i;; #dr. Goldsmith. Tas Mr. Angletdn's role perirheral or ;
~ I8 dcentral to the investigation? ;
. ’! Mr. Rocca How can you sav with an asset like that f
= { LT
- 5 |
= 13 . 2 < - a : - -
= [that it could be perigheral? I don't Xnow, because I was not A
& i i
= 13! . . - . .
£ 7 iprivy to the materials. But I cculd cuess that it must have i
- : i
< ‘201 R c . $ l
” been important for him to nut that material of Parvich'is to use .
, .
P L !'-1_ diat :
e Aimmediately. E
35T 4, f
/A SR Mr. Geldsmith. ¥ell, how much material was generated ?
‘ ;
N I N |
- py the HDLINGUAL prodram? ;
b
24
; Mr. Rccca. I have no way of really recalling. It was
sz '

i

!
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| | |
! | Ther you can answer the cuestion ycurself. :
z ¥r, Geldsmith., I want to ex»nlain to vou, Mr. Rocca, !
i ' E
. i | thet the mere fact that -- i
. r. Rocca. I don't mean to be impertinent. \
w ]
. : Mr, Goldsmith. -- files and documents are made available!
Y ; . ‘
5 i . . - . - !
- :E to us cdoesn't necessarily mean zhat the £files and documents i
R | |
T i . . s . - . .
< 7§ are accurate. One of the reason for taking Zercsition statement
- ! :
€ 2 lis because files and statements are not always accurate. In :
& i ' ;
< 7 { fact, one of the purpcses of this committee is %4c verify the :
2 | — | ;
= @ }accuracy of the Agency’s own files. ;
=l Mr. Rocca. I take your proint on. ti hat. Let me szay that |
a | i
T L. ’ . . ..
“ 12 i in cne respect, for that reason, the COswald file, which was ;
o :. ' ‘
& 13 ithe file that R & A pt, that. iz, the materizl pertainin :
- '+ jto the 201 file -- vyou can ke sure is the file because it ;
E ?
= -3 i1was computerized, and vou can't chance the comrutar crder :
- & 1 :
P } ;
= 18 : - : . . B
o 's §w1thout leaving a recoxd. Therefore veu can be sure that ;
= i :
« e . . :
.. ' leverything that went into it is sti in it. - ;
5 T | |
= %§°( Mr. Gcldsmith. With regard tco the EDLINGUARL file, you |
e} i
= 1g . . < L _— . . ' . 3
& 7 iindicated before, . I believe, that the file was a thick one.
S ] |
& W.irs that true? ;
! H
1 i |
e “ir. Reccca. No, not thick. It must have contained
»,.‘JR\\»-V/- H
® - -
¥ °° yseven or eight letters or so. But the man who would Xnow
Pl . . .
‘T Jexactlv is Mr., Birch O'Neiil. ' He headed the project.
".4 ! . : : ) . . .
T Mr., Goldsmith. We've snoken to Mr. RBirch O°Neill.
2e

i Mr. Rocca. I mean, he must know this exactly, then.

i
i
H
i
n
i
|
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He must know this exactly.

r)

Mr. Goldsmith. Again, tke fact that we have talked tc

3 . . . . »
' other people does not mean that we co not want information from
Al . . :
' you, if you have that information.
- |
= < S
~ “Mr., Rocca. Of course not. = = . %
1
S o ' '
< ¥ Mr. Goldsmith. To the best of vour recollection, how 1
I
< rd . . . . ‘
c Jf’ many Oswald intercernts were there in the EDLINGUAL program? :
Sz . v pmd : . |
e ; ¥Mr. Rocca. OCnh, this would be -- if vou have to --
~ | i
< 5! - aa s s = )
. jas I say, I reac it in 1975 at the moment the Rockefeller
[=3 j . '
= 10| N o : i , o ‘;
£ | Commissicn was ceming in. I'm sure they looked at the whole :
£ ' i thing ~-- Mr. Ford, or whatever is the name of the individual i
EA | |
- 12 . . - . i
- | who was concerned. I went through it cursorily with Mrs. Matscn
. § 12 0 < . o . . :
= it She is the person who handed me the file. There must have i
2 e , e :
s | been five, or six, or seven. But this is pure guess. There may
= .
Lol ' ;
= i be twelve, there may be three -- I can't say.- !
5L
13 .y !
= i ' Mr. Geldsmith. Yas there more than one? :
ARV z
- i Mr. Rocca. Oh, there was more than onre. !
8 . v o | E |
R -Mr., Goldsmith. Fine. ' : :
b H
I .
£ i? ! C . o ) _ _ 5
~ ; Getting back to the cuestion of organization, I think j
< R . :
S 0] _ . . |
| I understand from your testimeny --
a1 i o _ A
gﬁﬁé%%— 4o _ ¥r. Rocca. : ¥hen I sav more than cne, it involves bota
ST aa ! ) i
. gt 22 . ) . ) _ et
SN i ends, that is, materials going out from Mrs. Oswald and rmateriail
i - ~ 3
2 | ' |
i coming in from aim. I don’t know what the proportion 1s Or !
5 even if there were things coming in, or if it-was confined
e

I

:solely'to things coing out. 2As I say, this is somethinc
: - . CONPIDENTIOML
J
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a zart of my bag.
Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. I understand.

Gettinc back to the guestiocn of organization, I think

o
o 7 ‘Mr. Rocca. So, you have very clearly 'in mind now that |
3 |
@ 2 . : . e i
«» % iin two areas that were of significance; I was completely cut
— i !
~ ! :
< - !
~ / lout. i
& 2 i 5
= ° i Mr.- Goldsmith. Yes. ;
< 7 Mr. Rocca, I'm sorry to have to ask you this again, but |
- H ) ]
= IOzﬂyou are going teo have to listen to my guestions, ané please try,;
z ! |
= Yo . . ;
= ' ynot to interrupt ne. 3
=
= RN Finally, getting back to the gquestion of organization, |
~  1q il o . . . . :
a H3 ﬁfor prurnoses of clarification, now, I think vecu've indiceated i
= | |
€14 . cys g . :
. it very clearly that in terms of overall responsibility, it was |
= 15 'in the hands of Mr. Helms. ;
x ! ;
L ‘Is that correct?. :
a7 _ i
Lo Mr. Rocca. That is correct. . :
b Co .
el : ) : . . .
£ -8 Mr. Goldsmith. Other than that, I think you
e}
= 15! : w . . . . .
E 7 lindicated that the investication was decentralized
< : o
S 'z R . e : Ca !
o 0. extent in that different area divisions, primarily Western |
a1t i
g -t ‘

£

- »" N
H
T ) aa
Te—" (4 !
‘/\\ 1} 4=
: (™)
1
am
s |
i
!
24 !
H
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Hemisohere and Soviet Europe were sending information upstrean
o headguarters -- and there may have been other divisions
as well sending information, but primarily it was Western

i Eemisphere and Soviet Russia -- is that correct?

-

Mr,., Rocca. Yes.
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i I
| a
1 § Mr, Helms held weekly meetings at which these %
! 1
t N
i i
2 generalizations were snread and wnich division chiefs comrplied }
| ‘ e
2 | . }
* | with. |
L | |
! ; = . B - - . - 1
M Mr. Goldsmith. How, all of the information that the ;
“ o ;
2 VJE civision chiefs were sendinc upstream at one time or another,
' i . i
= i i
w) 2 1 . . §
w 3} I believe, went throuch the CTI/R&A staff, is that correct? i
& 1 Mr. Rocca. I can’t say that all of them ¢id. Those i
&3 . , . o
= © i that are marked plainly on the record as having been were -- if,
o~ i :
. a : ' §
© 7 ithey are 211, I don't know. :
c | ;
y ! i 7 : - ‘o :
=z a Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. I realize that you can't state
= 1y .
= - "' ithat all were. 3But, as a matter of vour bkest reccllection now 7-
: Toe Mr. Rocca. Mr. Helms indicated that all material. D s
- i |‘ .
." g ; g:f/
p— *ta . e . . R N - e
& 'Y lbearing on anything that could be of assistance to the e
= |
& 18- . . 2 - . P ~ - - ;
. - |Warren Commission should be seen by CI staff and R & A and 3
& 12 imarked for us. He issued very, very strictly wordled :
. I |indications -- they were verbal insofar as I know -- that |
@ 97 . e E
- lwere to leave nc stone unturnec. —
= ] g
“ i . } g [
: '8 hYd T Aeme = AN T7 ,,' W e alma® A ! oanar 11‘7 . ]
P Mr. Goldsmitih. Anc were Mr. Helms’® orcders ¢eneral.y - _|
(72} ,!>“‘~-~>.
R A D 5 5
& 7 tfollowed: :
= |
s Mr. Rocca. As far as I krow, they were followecd tc the ;|
(A | 1 h x £ ?
ca=r_ " iletter, by al ] cnow of
S iletter, by 1 that I know o |
. »‘.‘.'.‘\'—':7 an
, S G Mr. Goldsmith. So, if you vere asking different |
i :
el - ) |
idivisions to send to CI/R & A information pertinent to the i
24 ’} . . » ""F -‘ + P ~ = t'l,, 5
iinvestigation, can we assume safely that most ox tnat ;
linformation did, in fact, go to CI/R&A? ;
i CONFIDENT I A2 L
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Mr. Rocca. Your question turns cen most of it. There

is no way that I can jucdge whether most of it diad or nct.
That which struck some divisicn pllef or his assistant ;
would have come forward, and much did. é
| | i
Mr. Golésmith. 2Assuming that Mr. Helms' orders were !
followed?
¥r. Rocca. VYes, assuming that thev were follcwed.
¥Mr. Goldsmith. Fine. ;
Could you indicate for the record how the overall §
responsibility for the 1nVestlca+1un was divided between the :

FPBI ancé the CIA? S i

I understand that both orgenizaticns have diffeXent .

charters anéd different purpcoses. Wnat was your understanding

)

1
i
- 1
t
1
|

of the CIA's resprcnsibilities for tne investigation, as O?TOSG%
to the FRI's? %

Mr. Reocca. #Well, as vou have alreadvldetectef, I E
object,lI think, in principle to the use cf the worcd
"investigation,” to apply to the CI2.

the guesticn? I would be glacd to do that.
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. Rocca. CIA made its entire worldwide rescurces

available o the Commission to assist it in gathering all i

information within the nowers of its operatives and its j
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Mr. Goldsmitnk. Are you saying, then, that the CIA
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