No.

INSIDE, STRAIGHT

3 Blue Book Publishers April 20,1976
White Plains, N.Y.
Editor: Leon Davidson

I fve tat 54, Wb Fleg 10006
IHE MISSING LINK

Incontrovertible Documentation of the Involvement of Some
Elements of the C.I.a. in the Assassination Plots against
President John F. Kennedy  ("kixecutive iction")

The following seven pages are reprinted excerpts from two
publicly-available documents. They show that a person bearing
a4 code name used by a C.I.A. "coxecutive iction" project was ar-
rested in Chicago in early November 196%, in connection with a =
plot to kill rresident Kennedy there.

Ihese documents speak for themselves. Inough material is
reprinted to show their authenticity, sufficient for the average
reader. More details may be obtained by direct inquiry to the
issuers of the two documents, as identified at the start of
each excerpt.

The Chicago Arrest of a Man with Code Neme "M1(Rifle)"

A French-American native-born Chicagoan was arrested at
1:15 P.M. on Saturday Nov. 2, 1963 in Chicago, under circumstan-
ces described in an excerpt from a legal complaint brought against
the National Archives (reprinted on the next page.)

The arrest was "fingered" by a person reputed to be associated
with Federal intelligence or enforcement agencies, just before
rres. hennedy's scheduled visit to the army-Navy football game at
Soldiers Field. (The President's visit was cancelled.)

The person causing the arrest gave (perhaps inadvertently)
the code name known to him to have been assigned to the arrested
suspect, namely "M1(Rifle)". This code name is shown in the
"alias" or "A.K.A." box on the Arrest Record (reprinted on p. 3
below.) Other assassination-team members may have had other pre-
fixes to their "Rifle" code names.,

The C.I.A. "Executive Action" Project, Code Name "ZR/RIFL&"

The Senate Committee on Intelligence Activities' interim
report (excerpted on pp. 4—8 below) shows that the C.I.a., under
Allen Dulles, set up in 1960-61 an "assassination capability"
project, with the code name "ZR/RIFLu"., (p. 187). This project
was never used against any foreign leaders. (p.182.) Chicago-
based gangsters were part of the project. (p.l89. also p.77, not
excerpted here.) To quote from p. 182:

"In general, project ZR/RIFLE involved assessing the prob-
lems and requirements of assassination and developing a
stand-by assassination capability; more speo:::‘..f’:l.c:a].l;a"1 it
involved "spotting" potential agents and "researching
assassination techniques that might be used."”

"Coincidence" Again?

The agreement in code name, place, and time period cannot
be dismissed as simply another "coincidence" in the long list
which interweaves the assassination evidence. A follow-up of

this linkage, by legislative investigators, is required.
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(The plaintiff, Sherman H. Skolhick, resides at 9800 South Oglesby Avenue, Chicago, 406 H_)

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 4
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION, /
SHERMAN H, SKOLNICK, plaintiff, ) Civil Acth:f 6 70

¥s,

)
NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS SERVICE, defendant.) o~/ e X o BQ

COMPLAINT.

e plaintiff, SHERMAN H. SKOLNICK, complains against the defendant, NATIONAL
ARCHIVES AND RECORDS SERVICE, and alleges: e 8 a

—-— —_— - — — -— -_— e e G S e T e oy,
5. Among the data compiled by plaintiff and his staff researchers, and students, associates,
others assisting him acd them, including informarion gathered from documents and intexvisws,
are the following:

(A) That prior to the assassination of President Kemnedy in Dallas, Texas, November 22,
1963, there was a plot or plots to assassinate the President In Chicago, Illinois, on or about
November 2, 1963, when the Fresident was expected to b2 in attendance at the Army-Air Force
foothall game in Soldiers' Field, to be held that same day, November 2, 1963.

Among those involved in the plot, or plots, wers a person known as Thomas Arthur Vallee,

a possible double for a person known as Lee Harvey Oswald; and three or four others including
Lee Harvey Oswald, or person using such name, and a Mr, 3radley and a Mr,Goazalez.

(B) Keeping Vallzz under su:veillance and carrying out cther duties related thereto - were
U.S. Secret Service agents. Prior to the scheduled visit of the [frecxant, Acting Supervisor
Martineau, Secret Service Division, Chicago, reczivdd a personal call from thz Chi2f of the 4
U.5. Secret Service, James J. Rowley . Powley toid Martineau that the Secret Service had word
of an assassication plot, or plots, suppoged to take place during the President's coming visit to
Chicago. According to fowley, i.ar me2n Lad come or would come to Chicago to participate. R

Martineg: called in &!ll men in his chaige in Chicago and told them of Rowley's call. He
also informea them the fal'owing as to this matter:

(a) there were to be no writren r2poris; b} nothing.was to be sent by TWX; (¢) Martineau

was to report only by phone to sowiey, personally; (d) no file number was to be given to

this case.

All Secret Service agents in Chi~zgo were shown four photos of the men allegedly involved
in the plot or plots. Shortly before the scheduled visit of the President, Martinzau assembled
some= of his agents to discuss the resulis of Lie investigetion. Among others at the m:2eting in
Martineau's office wera tho following rcerot service agears. James Griffiths, Robert ). Motto,
Thomas D. Strong, and Siaven F. Mayaard. As a r2sult of surveillznce, the plet, or plots,
was thought to be genuine. The fous men appear to have come to Chicago and were staying with
a northside "landlady”, at or about 1200 North, near a police s:ation.

(C) The pist, or piots, or partica thercof, wes or wer? aborted by the activities df
Daniel Groth, who is ghown in a Chicayo Police Desa-tresnt Report as being a witness against
Valles, who wes stouped two Llocks from his purported residencz. A copy of said Rzport is

2d hereto and made a part hereaf as Appendix A, A sy uttrched hersto and made a part
hereof as Apperdix B, C, and D, are three pages f-om th2 so-cauled Prremial Assassin File of
the Chicago Pclice Dcpariment. Said File on Vallee has dissppeirad and re-appeared from time
to tinie, and the phcto attached theraro of Vallse is gone.

The purported olize Report, App.A, has uo nartrative of the purported arrest which
succeeded in aborting the plot, or portien thewesd, tu the benelit of the potential assassin or

assassins. Said Report shows dit ‘rzpancies among others, as fullows:
(a) the alias column showsfM. 1. {Rifte) Jwhich may have been a password or forT. of g
identification;
(b) thers appeer to e unexpiained d fferences as to the police districts, whether Area l

or 20th Distrizt.

Danigl Groth was known to often "hang around” the U.S. Szcret Service office in Thicago. Whather
Groth was actually in the crpacily ol brivate citizmn-witress, or Chicago Policeman, or some

form of federal 2gent or operaiive, reminsd a mnystery to certain Secret Service agents.
(D) News covercge of the Novembar 2, 1963, plot or plots was inexplicably withheld or
aferred until afer November 22, 1963, \ hen th2 assassination of the President occurred in
Dallas. Immediately after the assassination, the Secret Servics in Chicago and nationwide did 4
nothing excapt wesk oa thz assassination problem.
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) Groth in published
statements after 70 C 790 got to Court, did not deny that "M.1." in the“also imown as"

column was not an érr

. "M.1." is believed involved

but, in fact, Vallee's ¢
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own here as a policeman but as a

witness against Vallee, two blocks from Vallée's home.

with Minutemen and/or Military Intelligence, or both, as a code word.
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g sermagl BENATE No. 165

ALLEGED ASSASSINATION PLOTS
INVOLVING FOREIGN LEADERS

AN INTERIM REPORT
OF THE

SELECT COMMITTEE
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS

WITH RESPECT TO
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
UNITED STATES SENATE

TOGETIIER WTTIL

ADDITIONAL, SUPPLEMENTAL, AND SEPARATE
VIEWS

Novemuen 200 (legislutive day, Novemser 18), 1975

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
01-983% O WASHINGTON : 1975

C. INSTITUTIONALIZING ASSASSINATION: THE
“EXECUTIVE ACTION” CAPABILITY

In addition to investigating actual assassination plots, the Com-
mittee has examined a project known as Exccutive Action which
included, as one element, the development of a general, standby
assassination capability. As with the plots, this examination focused
on two broad questions: What happened? What was the extent and
nature of authorization for the project ?

1. INTRIDUCTION

Sometime in early 1961, Bissell instructed Harvey, who was then
Chicf of a CIA Foreign Intelligence staff, to establish an “executive
action capability,” which would include research into a ea ability
toassassinate foreign leaders.! ( Bissell, 6/9/75, p. 51 ; Harvey, 6,/25/75,
pp. 36-37) At some point in early 1061 Bissell discussed the Executive
Action capability with Bundy. The timing of that conversation and
whether “the S.w_za House” urged that a capability be created were
_M.nzﬂw_ on which the evidence varied widely, as is discussed in section

2) ow.

Bissell, Harvey and Helms all agreed that the “generalized” eapa-
bility was never used. (Bissell 6/9/75. p- 87; Harvey 6/25,75; p. 43;
Helms 6/13/75, p. 52)

1 During the Iate spring or early summer of 1060, Richard Disnell had unested his
Belence Advisor, Mr, Joseph SHchelder, to review the genernl “eapubility of the clan-
destine wervice In the Seld of Incapacitation and elimination.” Scheider testified that
ansansination was one of the “capabliities” he was asked by Bissell to research.
(Behelder, 10/8/75, pp. 56, 24-25)

Bchelder Indicated that Biwsell turned to him because he was knowl hle about
te In CIA Inborntorien” mnd because Bimaell would
his technieal aide.” (id., 6),
ad been an Internal CIA committes which passed an
fonal ume of druge. chemicals and blolagical agents. The
gented by the followling Ineldent ©

operation” ta “Incapacits an_Iragl Colonel belleved to be “promoting Seriet bloc
w“__.__:.._._ Interests In Trng.” The Mivision pought the Committes's adrice on a technique.

hich while not likely to n tatal disablement would be certaln to prevent the
tareet from pursulng his un tles for & minimum of three months.” pdding :

“We do not consclously biect's permanent removal from the seene: we also
“u.m..\u%-n ww._.hm.“!-_w-au_n this compllention develop” (Memo, Acting Chief N.E. Dirision 1o

In April, the Committes noanlmously recommended to the DDP that & “dlanbling
uwn_.-:ou: be nodertaken. noting that Chief of Operations advised that it _would he

Ighly destrable.” Bimaell’'n deputy, Tracy Barnes, approced on behall of Blsaell, {Memo.
Depnty Chief CI to DDI*. 4/1/02)

The spproved operation was to mall a monogrammed handkerchiel contsining an
Incapacitating agent to the rolonel from an Asian country. Schelder tentified that, while
he did not now recall the mame of the r plent. he did r ] from the Aslan
country. during the perfod in question. a handkerchiel “treated with some kind of
materlal for the unﬂuul of u-s-ua_r..oaa that -.n...ﬂ.. who recelved 1" (Schelder AMdavit.
10/20/75 ; Rehelder, 1079/75, pp. 82 i 10/18/75, pp. 55-54.)

During the course of thin Committes's {nvestigation, the CTA ntated that the hand.
kerchief wax “In fact never recelved (If. Indeed. nent).” 1{ ndded that the colonel :

“Ruflered & terminal Hliness before a fGring rquad in Paghdad fan event we had nothing
to do with) not very long after our bandkerchisf nroposal wan consldered,” (Memo,
Chief of Operations, N.E, .anx..—-.e.. to Amsintant to the SA/DDO. 8/24/73.)

(1sn
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tioned in his initinl discussion of Executive Action with Bissell.
Harvey, 6/25/75, p. 37) However, the testimony from Bissell and
_mno—: the White House aides is in Mo:nmww with ._r"_.qm.w__. s ﬁm:-:n:u. as
whether such “urging” had in fact been given to Bissell. .
_o.ﬂum nﬂnmﬂm..:o: —.%@n_w.&:m the E_nnmn__._mﬂ_u between “the White
House” and the Executive Action capability is summarized as follows:

Harvey—Harvey testified that his missing notes which had been
destroyed had indicated that Bissell mentioned White Honse nrgings
to develop an Executive Action capability. (Harvey, 6/25/75, p. 37)
Harvey said that he “particularly remember[ed]” that Bissell snid
that he received “more _%.E_ one” urging from the White House. (Har-
vey, 6/25/7T5, pp. 36-37; 7/11/75, p. 58) As he testified: _

. v e oceaslon, and 1 particularly rememlvr
Enawa:nwu w-“n_”.-qﬂn:wnu“%h ﬂ.ﬁua%n o.u.n time this was clear this was not just
T S e L

— n . ¥

_.HM«M”—. .."ﬂﬂnuﬂqﬂnw_"ﬂnwﬂyc“u pa:”_.u.::..‘... (Harver. £,/25, 75, pp. 3-07)
But 1arvey had no direct evidence that Bissell actually had any sncl,
discussion with “the White House,” No specific individual in the
White Honse swas named to Harvey by Bissell. (Harvvey, 6/25/05.
. 31) Harvey said that it would have been “improper” for —__.w: to
wve asked Bissell whom lie had talked to and “pross improper for
Bissell to have volunteered that nume. (Havvey, 6/25/75. p. 37)

Risxell —DBissell specifically reenlled assigning Harvey toinvestigate
the capabiity. (Bissell. 6/9/75, p. 51) THowever. Bissell did not re-
call “a specific conversation with anyhody in the W ._u..:.. Honse as the
origin™ of his instruction to Tarvey, (Tissell. 69,75, p. ,“: .

During the course of several appearances before the Committee.
Bissell’s testimony varied as to whether or not he had been urged by
the White Honse to develop an Exeentive Action eapal 3

In his initinl appearances hefore the ©

nittes on June 9 E.:.— 11,
Bissell made statements that tended to indieate that White
authorization had Ieen gi

en. ITn response to the “twice urged”
ation of Harvey's noles in the Inspector Gen it Al
M_h.__ﬂ.ﬁ* H.w ___=H..hm=: reason to helieve that Tharvey’s quote is m. :_um.._
(Rissell, 670775, p. 51) Bis=cll also said that as far as he ki .:..__
was true that Tie was asked by the White :u:_ﬂ, to a_...z_m B grenera
stand-hy assassination capability, (Bisell, 679, ﬂv 40.51)
Rased agnin on Tlarvey o onotes (“White House urging a‘.
and his statement that renson (o clinllenge theie =3:a_w=.n..—:.
Bissell initially gave lis opinion that MeGeorge Bundy _:.:_ Mn—
Rostow were the two people from whom such n request .__uﬂ_m___.u.
likely to have eomie beenuse they were “the twe _.._..z.“_ﬁ_m.a_. the a.._rm..
TTouse stull who were closest to CLA operntions.™ (Bissell. 6/9,75.
1_Wﬂqwamw_.wz._. point in his initial testimony. Bissell snid that the ereas
tion of the capability “may have been initinted within the >_ua=..u_
(.. p. 81). Two davs Jater he said : “There is little doult in my _zm__””::
that P'roject RIFLE was discussed with Rostow and possibly Bundy.
issell, 6/11775, . 46 ) o I
:wa_ﬂ.ﬂﬂu_. ﬁ..mrn_a__ 2.__...:_.”“_ befare the Committee on July 17 EE_.m........ _:_.ﬂ
testimony. given in Jight of information obtuined since his earlier ap
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pearances, was that there was no White House urging for the creation
of the Executive Action project, although tacit approval for the
“research” project wns probably given by m:.uh. after it was
established.

First, Bissell was shown the Harvey notes which had been preserved
and which, without any mention of the White House, indicated
Harvey had received his assignment prior to January 25/26, 1961,
Those dates—just 5 days after the change in administration—made
Bissell conclude that it was “very unlikely that that assignment to
[Harvey] was taken as a result of White House urging or eonsulta-
tion.” (Bissell, 7/17/75, p. 10) Bissell said that Bundy did not have
any influence nt the Agency before the Presidential inauguration.
Bissell added that he did not remember meeting with anyone in the
new administration on matters prior to the inanguration. (Bissell,
T/22/75, p. 23)

Second, wi
convinved Ly

his first apy

1 he returned in July, Bissell also said he had been
ivpthone canversations with Restow and Bundy after
inees that since Rostow’s dulies in 1961 had not s
to do with w1t ort action, he had “never discussed™ Executive Action
with Rostow. { Bissell. 7/17/75, p. 10; 7/27 /75, P22

Bissell's final testimony about Bundy (given after his telephone
contact with Bundy) was that he believed that he had informed undy
about the capability after it had been crented. (Bissell, 7/17/75, pp.
10-115 7/22/75, pp. 21-22) But Bissell confirmed his original testi-
mony that he had not briefed Bundy on the actual assassination plots
against Castro already undertaken by the CIA. (Bissell, 6/11/75,
P- 475 7/22/75. p. 81) Bissell was “quite certnin® that he would not
have expected Bundy to mention the Executive Action enpability to
the President, { Bissell, 7/22/75, p. 35) He tostified -

Q. Would you think the development of n capahbility to kill foreign leaders
waK a malter of sufficient importande to bring to the attention of the President?

Bisserr. In that context nnd at that time and given the limited scope of activ-
1ties within that profect, 1 would not," (Bissell, 7/22/i5, p. 35)

_ Bissell said that he and Bundy had discussed an untargeted “eapabil-
_..m,... rather than the plan or approval for an assassination operation.
(Bissell, 7/17/75, p. 11) Bissell said that although he does not have
8 specific recollection. hie “might have™ mentioned Castro, Lumumba,
and Trujillo in the course of a discussion of Exeeutive Aetion “becanse
these were the sorts of individuals at that moment in history agninst
whom such a cnpability might possibly have been employed.” (Bissell,
6/11/75, p. 51)

Bissell said his impression wns that in addition fo expressing no
unfavorable reaction to the project, Bundy actually might have given
& more affirmative response. (Bissell, 7/22/75, pp. 25, 28) Bissell testi-
fied that he might have interpreted mu__E.:_..m reaction as approval (or
at least no objection) for the Executive Action concept. (Bissell,
1/92/75, p. 30)

Q:* * * I think the testimony of this witness Is going further In eaying what
Jou received from [Bundy ] wax, In your view, tuntamount to approval ?

Bissris: 1, at least, Interpreted It an you can call it approval, or you conld
®ay no ohjection. ile [Bundy] was bricfed on something that was belng done, ns
I now believe, on the initiative of the Agency, Hin |Bundy’s] comment Is that
_vn made no objection to It. T suspect that his renction was somewhat more favor-
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able than that, but this Is a matter that probably someone listening to the con-
versation on which such a person could hove had differing interpretations. (Bls-

sell, 7/22/75, p. 33)

All of the Bissell testimony on his Exceutive Action conversation
with Bundy was speculative reconstruction, From his first appear-
ance to his last, Bissell had no “clear recollection™ of the events. (Bis-
sell, T/22/75, pp. 29, 36) But Bissell maintained that more “formal
and specific and explicit approval would have been required” before
E_.M. .WE.-::_ overt steps in use of the capability.” (Bissell, 7/22/73,

. 31
5 Bissell said that Harvey's notation about White House urgings to
develop an Executive Action capubility may have Leen a slightly con-
fused account of u Bissell/Harvey conversation subsequent to the initi-
ation of the project in which Bissell relayved Bundy’s reaction to Hur-
—...,.m? (Bissell, 7/22/75. p. 25) :

dissell ultimately testified that the development of an Executive

Action capability wit= “undoubtedly,” ar “very mueh more likely™
mitinted within the Mgeney. (Bissell, 7/22/T5, pp. 22, 27) He luul
acknowledged on his first day of testimony that this swould not have
been unusual :

It was the normal praoctice In the Agency and an Important part of- its
mission to create varinus kinds of capability loug Lefore there was any rensnt

to Le certain whether those woulidl be used or where or how or for wilut pury
The whole ongoning Johiof ® * *n ret intelligenee serviee of recruiting agents s

(Bissell, 6/9/75, pp. 67-68)

Bundy.—McGeorge Bundy also testifin] to a conver n with
Hissell. du I the Excentive Action eapability was discussed.
Rundy’s testimony comports with Bissell’s on the fuet that they (dis-
cussedd an untargeted capability, rather than an assassination opera-
ion. But Bundy =aid that the eapability ineluded “killing the imli-

S (Bundyy 7155, po5) Bundy= impression was that *the
CIA was “testing my reactic seeking nnthority.” (Buondy.
T/L/T5, . 15) Bundy said:

I am sure I gave no instruction. Bul it is only fair to add that 1 do not recall
that T offered any impediment either. (Bundy. 5/11/75 po 10)

Bundy said thar he did not take steps to halt the development
of the Exeeutive Action capability or “pursue the matter af all”
(Bundy, 7/11/75, p. 19) heeause he was satisfied.

That this was not an operational activity, and would not hecome such withowt
two conditions: first, that there be o desire or a repuest or @ guidanee that
theen should be plauning aginst some specifie individual ;. and secomd, that
there shonhil be a deeision to e against the lndividanl. (Bandy, 5/11/75, 4

Bundy believed that neither of these conditions had been fulfilled.
(Bandy, T/11/75, p. T)

Bundy recalled the conversation with Bissell as taking place “some-
1 the varly months of 19617 (Bundy. 7/11/7 -
tioned abont the dates in Harvey's notes, Bundy
his conversation nbopt Exccutive Arction took pluce before .

‘s testimony aboul having a vague p jectinn of bhearing
Iy to use against a large group of people In Cuba. Bui b*
rantien about executive action.

LRew p 13T, appra, for
shout polsans tn relation po:
did not connect this 1o the oo
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- 25—when Harve was already di i j
ant to Bissell's &m\qnn:._.cl_.m”w w.ﬂ”.:”_.“m wﬁhﬁuﬁwﬂa@wﬁ%ﬂ vhn_.mc.
I nistra-

tion had been in office less tha)
. n ’s
e e
Bundy testified that he dof 2 1L 121 P;
Action Mw b that he did not brief the President. on the Executive

CHamMAN, Ang
PR You have testified that Fou did not take the matter to the

Buxoy.
mn“._zMM As ?ﬂ. w- I can recall, Mr. Chairman, ( Bundy, T/11/75, p, 18)
Enn_.mnwwammﬂmpwﬂo.w that the division of responsibility for national
i, i Hﬂ __m._.w“.m‘. mmm.ﬂ"om mﬂc.:. jurisdiction over covert cvwww.
mﬂ%ﬁ..e:wa Wﬂ\nﬂuﬁﬂ. Aw:.-:_u‘."..mq Mﬁ. \,.”..uc.cmﬁww:.m been briefed on g
1—Rostow testified that he wag “morally certain” that during

m-_mn:n:.ﬁ— n government e never ird a reference 0 executive
Enure in ¢rnment, |

» 11 v he f t ti
4 d e e

(Rostow, 7/9/75. iy _.M_.w.,w_._: such an intention to aet Ly the T.8."

3.1

© QUESTION oF AUTIn, TTIV
4 RIZATION on KENOWLEDGE
i 3 E OF y
ACTION PROJECT BY THE BQ_.. e N

Ri : . F
r:o,u—q..._”mﬂ“.h wmuﬂ..._n_ mu.w._n_;_.._ﬁ_...%.,__um ..h».u_n.:m certain™ that Allen Dulles had full
“would have come _o tl T attentions wpn o, TAS0S :
e DCI's attention® w o o
Mm.“.__r.m.__.m W.H.__ﬂow.: n..u:“_x-:.::m of the ..wMMMM—. _”..Mum.“ﬁw_ﬂbmw © .H was trans-
tionoi] E_:z._a.azi ar _m...Em:L_ Bissell “wonl _._.E_m:. Hir m.onr 5
pord ::n__ﬂmw_ﬁ :h._ _M_”_:oz of the project nmmmﬂmd .“{a..“. _m...,i :M.m_v.
: ks vey briefed Richard Helms | ject ZR/RIFL]
ww”ﬂ.mwﬂ”m%ﬂm."ﬁ —:u:u. (Bissell. 6/11/75, ?:.mw "ouﬂ_h‘w“””_.mnﬂ\mwmzﬁqrh
McCone :.:H_n:a _.._.un .dn::._.:.”mm_.._h.qcr: McCone =_uc_:.v.rp. :\u\._ u_n?;mu 4
otghis _r:.bm DCL. (Bissel, T/1T/75, p.11) Me e testified
:J:_.Enﬁm.m.”__c k :u:_.“.._._m_z of such u project, .ﬁw?ﬁoc.a a\mamwnowa_mmn_
vl aﬂ ey said it was assumed that the _:,&nﬁﬂ.ﬂnm ___.._“.rHv J u
aviamen :.F.ﬁ U_..ﬁ:ﬁ:.”m."_mm_.qmﬁ.“_uﬁ.ﬁ ww.__ﬁ Harvey testified tha “...EM_:_:_.."
! s eXistence of t ject was * i i
Dot crass”™ and waulil not linve crossed .”.““".m.zn_._.—nr”ﬁ.ﬂh“ Nﬂ__ﬁwuﬂmm_.ﬁ_m

targeting or y i ¥
geting specific opey seei :
8/95/75. p. 39) It peration or a specifie recruitment.” ﬁm»wéu..

4 THE QUESTION ; ECTED
E QUESTION OF WHETITER PROJECT A RIFLE WaS Cox
AMTUAL ASSASSINATION pLOTS " N

The Committee has s
e has sought to ieter ;
— s b e whether .
- ”a.p._mu._:.. Exeentive Action Q.a_.z__» iy was H::_..._Emhuw.w o a_.c?
oo ;ﬁ:@:_m:._o: efforts, One question raised by _.h.u. e
ter the participants in the pssss nation o._qu:owG":_.whwﬂ. el
: it have

———
" Gooipunter und ¢
officialy witl r ieay—Animw Goodpaster and Gord
bower Adminlstration .."wha_. satlonal security offafry _._nh“nnnﬂﬂurt.:.n Lhe White House
el _n.nma_n....aa_..: with the hh_ﬂmu.uuﬂnlc“- ..e_....-..._.._.nu which .,-_-k».uvﬁa.._.n_-.lwn :.“ s
an Ex, e of
5 S, " tied to having no rsnlﬁaﬂq of It Aahu.hﬁnﬂhnw_w“ﬂw- pability. c..unva-.u-u-.wu.m
Harvey's transfer 1o Cuben Sreriiions way mot " % P31 Gray, 7/0/75,
completed untf] Inte 1o 1961
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TCEIVEe Ex v 10 ility a s0ome way dm-:..::ﬂ
ived the ecutive Action nﬂmu...-—u._—ﬁc s n e Y

d N 0 !

mmmnd.-_ﬁ cv to the nctunl assassination efforts.

(a) Conversation between Bissell and Bundy

i ‘ llection
i i s lirl wot have a recollect]
i \ imony. Bissell said he ¢ e il
muﬂr___.“ﬂaﬂ__ﬂ__nw %ﬂ_g._ the names of Costro, qm..n.__.,.““._“m“m:ﬁ e
. .m anvone in the White ITouse in :.u.a.s:..m._..—: Mhcnssing e
to ‘__ . lop an executive action capability. _.?_ er, T i
"M_ ._..w... _..d..m “perfeetly plunsible that T woulil ha
i 1 ; x {
(Bissell, 6/11/75, p. 51) He n_o_“””::“nm_.n:_ el
beea b hnt momen
T e he gortx of individunls 4~ t i
_m—_nn ! ._:Ma_w.“_h?ﬂ_.aﬂu_mhﬂmﬂwﬁ Mhﬂﬂu.:__m.w might possibly have been employ
istory ngalns ; .
el 1 S i cever, that their diseussion
iss ¢ both testified, however, tha pit Siecninn
ﬁ.mn&____ .___..M_:Wm_““__hﬂ the rapahility for =wﬂn_n::=~._:__”~.nf,n_.h_é detiailod
on .::_ ¢ 1“.,”.: _aﬁ netunl assassination or =_.:___..wu:.:w.:_ getaril
tro ==..=~ _w Seetion (h). sepre). There is no qum_....:_ as to whether
_,3.35..._.“_, .= H::: of this ranversation 1maises o ____:. o
_...m:.._.: .M __~_2 woperly shiolding from Dundy .._...._:_.:.._ o i
icrivy m.a_.__n aminst Castro hal alnady heen .:1_._.1._3._ ol
Sy M enrel. Banedy was re=ponsible to o :w... e .
“m::.s_ wea.”_ﬂ.:‘ affairs and Bissell wns __H_ﬂ?.:::.s
ion 3 ml Bis- 1
mation about covert operations at the €

ihitity for
3 " tukie orer vesponsibility
o ' inatriction to flaveey to )
(b) Binllx :..nﬁ_.znﬁ._\xh._..n rontart > November 161

ing in November 1961, in
oy P ting in Novem
i and TTarvey reeall a mes . i Bl ke P
dz__:_m:_w‘ﬂ_.m ..”,.”Hﬂam_ rueted to tuke over :._ ..ﬂ..:..._ ‘._.#.\ﬂ._ﬂ. __Ew.. 19. 4
o 1t of Project ZR-RIFLE. (Bissell. i/, . .
selli as 55 5 I 862 and 6/11/75, m.:; ::::.,., Puoges planad the
“.m."._.ﬂ.w.h-.:.___a%.:.ﬂ.,:__x;. 15. :ﬁnm. :.—_Jr..a n_..n_ﬂ.&.,. M..ﬂu_..:m_::._.‘ et
. i e ek Fotee W aohi an CIA netivity
J.Ll...ﬂh..:ﬂﬂ..;. ..m.w:...::: of Task Force W which ran
o < )
inst the Castro regiime, =
=m=—_= ordinge to Bissell and IMarvey, the e e red
1 .J._:. m._"._._ ning angl rese of n capal u_:. Harver 1711755, p
e tinn ngainst Castea, (Biseell, 7/17, Pt f the Rosselli contuct
J_z._.._ ,— T_H.t.___ acknowledged that the p oo R saileii
.__:u_q_.”..._ to assassinate Castro, nnd thint . mz_ﬂu—::_ Sl i
the T son to mainty . g
v A P renson H . ﬂ=_w7~.
oot ol o activating that operation™ |
Prtee .._.:_h“.u _-ﬂ!:..._u_:. .._.“M;_:“.m.“ﬁ raﬁ.m_;a the nssnssination plat
”:_:.....ﬂm_.:_ 1 involving the wlerworld :n..:n.m BRPER. =
o 1 dawn nfter the Ty of Tigs * * * and —:._._ﬂa: R
bl :5": ,:...,_4 = o & e responsihility that .:."._:_m_..\um g
.q.w_u_w “._H:um__ha _.._:_:_.__M aver an inactive contact. .“sz..:.. \ a..:-:.u o e e
.=. ol snid that in effect be had asked Ha :M ___Na_, e e
th “.M_:_m_ in ease any action should be require
[ s ANy

Navember meeting invalved

capability before ZR/RIFLE
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that it was never required, However, as noted above, the Rossollj op-
erntion was reactivated by Harvey in April 1962 nfter Bissel| u:_a:az
the Agency.

The Inspector General's Report stated: “After Ha
the Castro omm_.a:e:. he van it as o

port, p. 40) Harvey recalled that dy

rvey took over
e nspect of ZR/RIFLE.” (1.G. Re-
ring a discussion wit], Bissell of the
creation of an Executive Action eapability, Rissell advised him of g
then going operation™ involving the names of Mihen and
Rosselli and Gianeana, “whicl, wias i part of the
develop * * % o cqpnhi ty for exeentive action,” A
the time of this ¢ iseussion, the operation had been “in rmin™ for
“approximately two Years or perhaps 18 months.” (Harvey, 7/11/75.
pp. &4, 55, 61)

Although his “net impression” was that bofly e
ect™ and the “specifie operntion™ were “ful]
proved.” TT; said he von)

exploratory proj-
v oantharized and ap-
mattestify that “spuvific Wi iloime
antheriie 1 e o Hon was jpy stated” (T

TALTS b 54) DBisselt does not reeall te £ anvone in the White
House that sometlinge [yl been done to ly i1 CLA officer togethier
with the eriminal 5% . ( Missa S48 pp- 19-20) Flarvey (i
not recall wny mention of fhe Whits. Tlo ¥ anthority Iiighery

than the DDP in §is November 196y 4 ting with Dissell, (Marvey,
T/11/75, Pp. 60-61)

Althowgh Richan 17,
sponsibility (as DY fo
did not recall that IR/RIFLE «
to assnssinate Castim, (Melms, 6/13/75. p.
tual nssas<ination efforts agninst Castro were rolited o ZR MIFLE

(Exventive Aetion). Tlelms testifiod - “In my miined those Tines never
crossedl.” (TTehms, 6/1 3475, p. 52)

Bissell’s te: mony. however. Jog
with the symdicate wih h had Custr
ZR/RIFLE project *
47) When asked whether the Fx
nssassination” was .
“in the Inter phase.” (Rissel]
Bissell to Tlary
imately fi
tion operaiion «

ative re-
ater. hie
Tered w= part of 11 plot
) Asked whether (he ge-

fodd and given admin
ZR RIVLE theee wy
wE over cop

o5 more ambignity : “the eontaet
005 its tarmet * * * fylde

ths the renctiy

1+t C'astro,

(c) Use of QIIWIN in Afriea

D._\z.m./':.:: fureign citizen witly 4 eriminal baeksraund who had
been rocruited by thye CL\ for certain sensitive progeams prior to
Project. ZR/RTIFLE. As noted above. QI/WINS Funetion during
ZR/RTFLE wns restricted to the “spatting” of potential nssets for

3 The Lumumba seetion of thia report

multi-purpose” cavert se,

treats fully Q.J/WIN' role.
Two factors may raise a question as to whether QJ/WIN was al-

ready heing used in an ad hoe capacity to develop an assassination

was formally initinted, First, there isa *
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